
Universitatea Babes – Bolyai Cluj-Napoca 

Facultatea de Studii Europene 

 

 

The Intellectual Roots of American Strategy 

 

Ph.D. Dissertation 

 

 

  Scientific advisor: 

Prof. Univ. Dr. Andrei Marga 

Ph.D. Candidate: 

Seth Cropsey 
CLUJ-NAPOCA 

2011



 2 
 

Table of Contents 

 

Introduction        i 

 Thesis Objectives      ii 

 Contribution of the Thesis    iii 

 Methodology      v 

 

Chapter 1 

The Intellectual Roots of American Grand Strategy  1 

1.1 Founding Principles of U.S. are the 

 Founding Principles of American Strategy  2 

1.2 Practical Consequences of Founding Principles  5 

1.3 Commerce, Innovation, and Military Power  7 

1.4 Competitive Strategy      10 

1.5 Limiting Battlefield Casualties    12 

1.6 Protecting Democracy     15 

1.7 Defending the Nation at a Distance   18 

 

Chapter 2 

Republican Empire?      23 

2.1 The American Founding: Political Theory 

 becomes Political Fact     24 

2.2 A Commercial Republic     27 

2.3 Hamilton’s Case for Strong Central Government 32 

 

Chapter 3 

American Strategy and Globalization    34 



 3 
 

3.1 Does Globalization Say Anything New about 

 Grand Strategy?      35 

3.2 Globalization Today and in History   37 

3.3 Venetian Globalization     41 

3.4 The Limits of Globalization     46 

3.5 How Should U.S. Grand Strategy Adapt  

 to Globalization?      50 

3.6 Today’s Globalization Continues What  

 Went Before       60 

 

Chapter 4 

Whither American Seapower…and So What?  62 

4.1 Shrinking U.S. Fleet      63 

4.2 Results of American Seapower’s Contraction  65 

4.3 England’s Seapower Transferred to the U.S.  67 

4.4 What Does U.S. Seapower Accomplish Today?  71 

4.5 What Would a World without American 

 Seapower Look Like?     82 

 

Chapter 5 

The Roots of American Seapower    92 

5.1 Mismatch Between Geography and Naval 

 Capability       95 

5.2 Jefferson and the Pirates     102 

5.3 The War of 1812         108 

5.4 Applying the Last War’s Lessons    121 

5.5 From Blockaded to Blockader    124 



 4 
 

5.6 Alfred Thayer Mahan and the Emergence of 

 America as a Global Power    133 

5.7 An Army General’s Strategic Assessment  141 

5.8 Post-war Strategic Uncertainty    144 

5.9 Korea to Cold War       148 

5.10 Successful Maritime Strategy    153 

5.11 Strategy Changes: National Principles and 

 Geography Do Not      155 

 

Chapter 6 

The Future of U.S. Seapower     160 

6.1 Politics and the Defense Budget    162 

6.2 Defense vs. Other National Priorities   169 

6.3 Self Denial: The Defense Department Cuts Itself 174 

 

Chapter 7 

Is America Forgetting the Intellectual Roots  

 of Seapower?      180 

7.1 Counterinsurgency and the Long Strategic View 181 

7.2 How Allies Look at Current U.S. Strategy  183 

7.3 Toward an Unbalanced Grand Strategy   188 

7.4 Results of Grand Strategic Change    200 

7.5 Restoring Strategic Balance     202 

 

Chapter 8 

China         215 

8.1 China’s Maritime Traditions    216 



 5 
 

8.2 The Ming Dynasty’s Naval Reach    220 

8.3 The Tributary System      224 

8.4 China as a Modern Naval Power    232 

8.5 Modernization of the Chinese Navy   236 

8.6 China’s Growing Network of Naval Bases  241 

8.7 Chinese Strategy and the U.S.    246 

8.8 U.S. Strategic Competition with China   255 

 

Chapter 9 

How to Remain a Great Power      262 

9.1 Adapting to New Circumstances    263 

9.2 The Navy Plan       268 

9.3 A New Navy Fighting Machine    279 

9.4 The Third Way       301 

9.5 The Work Plan       317 

 

Conclusion        320 

 

Footnotes        331 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 6 
 

Executive Summary 
 
More than in many states, the American people’s connection with their 

nation is based neither on bonds of ethnicity nor religion nor blood.  The 

“American spirit” as politicians like to call it is a mixture of conventional 

patriotism and an unusual dose of attachment to the principles and resultant 

practices of a political regime based on ideas.  For example, Americans 

contribute a large amount of money to charity.  In 2009 they gave $300 

billion dollars to religious, educational, health-related, and multi-purpose 

foundations.  According to one organization that maintains statistics on 

charitable giving the annual contribution of a single American equals what 

three Frenchmen, seven Germans, and 14 Italians give to charity in the same 

year.1  

 

Americans also take a very active role in their communities.  They volunteer 

to coach their children’s soccer teams.  They volunteer to serve in parent-

teacher associations.  They spend their weekends walking in large rallies to 

raise money to cure breast cancer or diabetes or other afflictions.  Giving 

generously to charity and volunteering are two sides of the same 

phenomenon, a powerful and animating belief in the idea of the individual—
                                                 
1 American Charity Statistics for 2009: http://veritasdomain.wordpress.com/2009/12/19/american-charity-
statistics-for-2009/ 
 

http://veritasdomain.wordpress.com/2009/12/19/american-charity-statistics-for-2009/
http://veritasdomain.wordpress.com/2009/12/19/american-charity-statistics-for-2009/
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rather than the government’s—ability to make a positive difference in 

society.  Civil society in the U.S. is a direct result of the principles of the 

American founding that look upon government as an instrument of 

protecting individual freedom.  Americans see and use this freedom in many 

useful ways—to encourage organized religion which has a pronounced 

effect on moral character, to improve their communities which they believe 

they understand better than distant government bureaucrats, and to organize 

when sufficiently agitated to generate political change.  They also use the 

freedom described in the Declaration of Independence and safeguarded in 

the Constitution to invent things, start businesses, and increase their 

prosperity.  To make money, simply put.   

 

The American founding documents protect not only property and its 

acquisition, but life and liberty.  Indeed, government itself exists to preserve 

men’s natural impulse to live, to be left alone, and to enjoy a comfortable 

existence.  These ideas have shaped American attitudes from their 

participation in their communities, to their views on the proper relations 

between civil society—including business—and government, to their ideas 

about foreign policy, national security, and the conduct of war. 
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War—at least until the end of conscription during the Vietnam War—

deprived those who were drafted of their liberty.  It exposed all on the 

battlefield to death and killed many of them.  And it consumed wealth as 

national resources were diverted to conduct it.  War is profoundly opposed 

to the benefits that American government was established to protect.  The 

counter-argument is that where war is necessary to preserve the principles 

that the government protects, it must be fought.  Out of the tension between 

these two apparently opposite poles American grand strategy developed.    

This paper examines how the particular characteristics of American grand 

strategy—advanced technology, massive force, enormous logistical capacity, 

continental alliances, and forward defense—developed from the nation’s 

fundamental principles.  The paper looks in particular at how principle and 

geography combine to produce the underlying grand strategic theme of 

American national security, seapower. 

 

Introduction 
 
The basis of American grand strategy remains today where it took root in 

colonial times and was subsequently codified by the founding documents of 

the United States, the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution.  All 

the founders agreed on the objectives of government, the preservation of 
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natural rights that the European Enlightenment thinkers argued were the true 

basis of legitimate political authority.   

 

Alexander Hamilton, in particular, argued that Americans would use their 

liberties to become a great and powerful state sustained by increasing 

commerce and trade, requiring a central government sufficiently vigorous to 

defend the nation in its infancy and to advance its principles and interests as 

it matured.  John Adams also understood his countrymen’s talent for 

commerce and saw its protection as fundamental to American strategy.  This 

required seapower.  Since then, seapower in the form of a once robust 

merchant marine but most visible today in naval combat power has been 

central to American grand strategy in combination with, and as a 

complement to, continental forces.  Current American strategy, however, 

appears to be changing and seems to have left the intellectual moorings that 

once anchored it in the understanding of its leaders and in the conception of 

its strategic thinkers.  Deep reductions in American seapower since the end 

of the Cold War, the change in the U.S.’s position from lender to debtor, 

future economic choices that promise either significant reductions in 

national government spending or more profound decreases in America’s 

global economic position, and the rise of potential peer competitors, 
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especially at sea, are occurring simultaneously.  These issues raise difficult 

questions about the future of American global leadership, the health of 

American seapower, and ultimately, the U.S.’s future as a great power.  

These form the central issues of the thesis. 

 

Thesis Objectives and Research Questions 

This dissertation attempts to examine and explain the intellectual roots of 

American grand strategy.  It seeks to use history as a guide to understanding 

the development of American seapower and its place in American grand 

strategy.  The paper aims as well to understand the role that American grand 

strategy, insofar as it rests on seapower, supports the international system 

that exists today and to grasp the implications of America’s possible retreat 

from the defense of that system.  The dissertation asks how other states have 

reacted to the possibility of a diminishing American presence particularly in 

the regions of the world’s greatest current and likely future economic 

growth.  It examines the role and relevance of globalization to American 

grand strategy and seeks to place in as broad a strategic context as possible 

the acknowledged and growing connectedness of global economies, 

information networks, and such adverse effects as the ease with which 

criminal organizations and terrorists are increasingly able to operate.  The 
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dissertation’s objectives also include an explanation of the growth of a 

potential strategic competitor to American seapower and an examination of 

the consequences, regionally and globally.  It attempts to understand how the 

strategic element of American seapower has diminished, what its prospects 

for revival are, and the relationship of such a revival to the likely future 

American political atmosphere including the nation’s serious economic 

challenges.  Having inquired into the causes and consequences of decay and 

possible future challenges the dissertation concludes with the effort to 

understand what specific remedies and options could allow the U.S. to 

restore to health the most basic element of its strategic foundations and thus 

return to the intellectual roots on which American grand strategy rests.   

 

Contribution of the Thesis 

The thesis is intended to contribute a greater understanding than now exists 

of the relationship between the intellectual basis of American grand strategy 

and current American strategic thinking and planning.  American strategic 

planning was as recently as the Eisenhower administration a subject of 

prolonged and careful consideration by the president himself.  Since then, 

strategic planning has gradually been replaced by crisis management.  This 

thesis, by its focus on the diversion of strategic thought from its origins, 
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aims to encourage a reconsideration of the principles that have guided 

American grand strategy since the nation’s beginnings.  The thesis will draw 

attention to a subject that continues to elude the attention and examination of 

most national security experts within and outside the U.S.  As argued in the 

thesis, the perceived urgency of fighting armed radical jihadists, the large 

international military efforts in Iraq and Afghanistan—and now Libya—as 

well as recent uprisings in the North African littoral states extending as far 

north as Syria and as far south as Yemen have focused attention on land 

conflicts and resulted in a sustained strategic indifference to the effect of 

seapower on the international balance of military force.  

 

A derivative contribution is what can be understood from the thesis’s 

comparison of alternatives to the current size, shape, and character of U.S. 

seapower’s actual forces.  Informed discussion of this subject has, up until 

now, been restricted to a small segment of the community of national 

security academic experts and research institute analysts.  By looking in 

detail at the similarities and differences between the best-informed and most 

thoughtful proposals for changes in the disposition and character of current 

American seapower the thesis will help inform scholarly opinion and 

influence needed discussion of alternatives that are consistent with the 



 13 
 

intellectual underpinnings of broad U.S. policy, future strategic requirements 

and, such practical limits as available national resources.     

 

Methodology and structure of the dissertation 

As the result of previous undergraduate and graduate education the 

candidate—i.e. the author of this dissertation—is familiar with the seminal 

documents of the American founding as well as the works of political theory 

that support them.  These writings have been consulted at length and in 

detail in constructing the dissertation’s major premises.  Because of 

professional responsibilities I am also conversant on a daily basis with 

expert analyses, congressional and administration reports, official 

government documents, and media coverage of U.S. national security, 

foreign policy, military force structure, alliance management, weapons 

technology, budget issues, and unclassified intelligence community 

estimates.  As indicated in the footnotes I have relied on all these sources for 

facts, opinions, and important perspectives in preparing the analyses on 

which this thesis is based.  Also on a daily basis I speak with and am 

consulted by officials of the U.S. Defense Department, defense contractors, 

former senior officials of previous U.S. administrations, and Members of 

Congress and their staffs.  I maintain similar contact with active duty and 
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retired senior officers of the U.S. military.  In organizing, researching, and 

writing this thesis the methodology has been to consult with these sources 

using interviews, their written work, personal discussions, and, in many 

cases, specific, directed questions.  In addition I participate regularly in 

government-sponsored exercises that use particular scenarios to learn the 

range of likely U.S. and foreign reactions to likely events that affect 

international and national security.  While I have not used any information 

derived from these exercises in writing this thesis, the questions raised in 

them have contributed to my thinking, and thus to the methodology, of this 

paper. 

 

Finally, the methodology has included extensive reading in history.  As is 

clear from the footnotes, I have looked in detail at relevant periods of 

Chinese, Roman, Venetian, Ottoman, British, and American history—in 

particular the connection between the rise and fall of some of these states 

and their success or failure in executing grand strategy based on their 

political foundations, national characteristics, and maritime geography.  

 

Chapter 1 draws on the American founding documents to understand the 

intellectual bases on which the United States’ grand strategy has evolved 
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since 1776.  It contrasts the principled foundation of American strategy with 

the spirited character of ancient Rome’s expansion and defense.  It shows 

how the practical need to protect commerce directly rooted American policy 

in the beginnings of a strategic conception of the young state’s national 

security, and how this strategy expanded almost without deliberation or 

debate to a global—although limited—presence.  However, while commerce 

requires the exchange of goods over distance, successful enterprise also 

requires superior technology, innovation, and willingness to accept risk.  The 

chapter relates these commercial characteristics to military power and then 

to strategy itself.   

 

Chapter 2 explores Alexander Hamilton’s influence on transforming the 

American founders’ principles into a functioning state.  It looks at the 

profound difference between the ideas of Hamilton and Jefferson about what 

kind of state the U.S. should become, and argues that Hamilton’s conception 

of a commercial republic with robust central powers, a national bank, and an 

energetic chief executive established the existing American state.  The 

chapter also argues that the important differences between Hamilton and 

Jefferson over the role of central vs. state government; industrial vs. agrarian 

societies; and political radicalism as represented for example by the French 
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Revolution helped establish the system of major political parties that is 

useful in democratic states as a means of expressing issues that represent 

fundamental interests of the electorate.  Hamilton’s reference to “empire” in 

Federalist #1 is among the American founders’ clearest statements of their 

expectations that political self-rule would not begin and end with the U.S. 

but rather that large questions of future world governance rested with the 

fortunes of the new American state.  Subsequent chapters of the dissertation 

argue that the issue of safeguarding democracy became a core issue of grand 

American strategy no less—and perhaps more—than the commercial 

character of the republic for which Hamilton also argued successfully. 

 

Chapter 3 examines globalization and strategy.  It uses historical examples 

to argue that globalization’s effect on American grand strategy is more 

gradual than revolutionary.  The proliferation of weapons of mass 

destruction, the speed of communications, the inter-connectedness of 

financial and economic systems, and the increasing ability of terrorists and 

criminal organizations to move across borders are serious challenges that 

strategy must face and the chapter examines how to approach these 

questions, but concludes that the large strategic issues that face America in 

the form of serious economic problems, the rise of possible peer 
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competitors, and a decline in strategic thinking are more likely to shape 

America’s international role than the various phenomena of globalization. 

 

Chapter 4 looks in particular at the fortunes of American seapower.  It uses 

official government sources to illustrate the recent and likely future 

contraction of the American combat fleet, and considers the strategic 

consequences of continued shrinkage.  It examines how responsibility for 

global freedom of navigation transferred from Great Britain to the U.S. and 

how the transfer was ultimately accompanied by a parallel shift in 

responsibility for maintaining an international system based on principles of 

good order that facilitate trade, defend against piracy, and—in Great 

Britain’s case—ended the slave trade in the early 19th century.  Using current 

examples the chapter examines the strategic role of U.S. seapower today and 

asks what the world would look like absent such power. 

 

Chapter 5 shows how seapower evolved as the critical arm of American 

grand strategy.  It demonstrates how the international challenges that the 

U.S. faced beginning with the wars against the Barbary pirates resulted in a 

strategy that extended the reach of American power across the Atlantic first 

and then the Pacific.  The chapter uses historical documents and 
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contemporary economic analyses to fit the American Civil War into the 

broader strategic context of the technological innovation that increasingly 

characterized American grand strategy.  It traces the development of the 

intellectual arguments that were made at the end of the 19th century that 

connect great power status with the strategic use of seapower and shows 

how American strategy developed alongside the nation’s path to 

international pre-eminence.  The chapter summarizes the strategic role of 

seapower in the 20th century’s world wars and the Cold War including 

Korea.  It examines the successful maritime strategy that helped end the 

Cold War and discusses the adaptability of American seapower to the 

nation’s changing strategic requirements.             

    

Chapter 6 is a contemporary picture of the politics and financial realities that 

influence American national security today.  It draws on current budget 

statistics, government economic forecasting, declared administration policy, 

and estimated future indebtedness to raise questions about defense as a 

national priority.  It looks at a wide range of proposals for debt reduction, 

their effect on national security and the ability of national leaders to 

formulate and execute grand strategy.     
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Chapter 7 asks if U.S. grand strategy today has departed from its traditional 

understanding rooted in preventing the rise of hegemonic powers on the 

Eurasian landmass, continental alliances, and maritime strategy that allows 

communications with allies, helps uphold an international system that 

supports security and stability, and maintains American global presence.  It 

asks whether the land engagements of the past two decades have upset the 

balance of continental and maritime strategy that has been a cornerstone of 

grand strategy since the U.S. achieved great power status.  The chapter looks 

in detail at the effects of emphasis on counter-insurgency strategy as seen in 

officer promotions, stated U.S. Defense Department policy, and military 

education, doctrine, and training.  It examines the effect on regional allies 

and alliances of America’s increasing concentration on the Middle East and 

counter-insurgency and focuses in particular on reactions in East Asia as 

measured by an increase in defenses intended to protect against the 

possibility of increasing Chinese and diminishing American military 

influence in the region.  The chapter considers how to restore balance in 

American grand strategy.  It notes that the equal division of the defense 

budget among the three military departments is more a sign of political 

correctness than deliberate strategy, and considers policy recommendations 
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that would provide the increased resources that could be important in any 

strategic restructuring effort. 

 

Chapter 8 considers China.  It looks at the growth of Chinese seapower from 

a coastal defense during Mao Tse-tung’s rule to the beginnings of the current 

Chinese navy under Deng Xiaoping’s policy of modernizing the People’s 

Liberation Army.  The chapter includes a discussion of the Ming dynasty 

tributary system and its enforcement by strategic seapower and includes an 

examination of the highly advanced technology that enabled the Ming 

emperor to project power across the South China Sea through the Indian 

Ocean to the Arabian Peninsula and Africa’s east coast.  The chapter 

examines in particular current Chinese modernization of its navy and the 

related expansion of Chinese seapower into a force that can project power at 

increasing distances from the mainland.  Subjects such as China’s effort to 

deny U.S. aircraft carriers access to the Western Pacific, anti-satellite 

capability, and substantial increases in its submarine fleet are discussed in 

the context of China’s broad effort to compete strategically with the U.S.’s 

current advantage in seapower.  The chapter ends with a discussion of the 

character and risks of strategic competition between the U.S. and China. 
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Chapter 9 is a discussion of options.  No useful goal is advanced by 

identifying problems without considering solutions.  Using as sources the 

major studies that have been written in recent years about re-shaping 

American seapower, the chapter compares and contrasts the U.S. Navy’s 

idea of its own future with significant alternative ideas.  Besides describing 

the substance of these alternatives, the chapter looks at the large areas that 

unite them, in particular agreement about the importance of reducing 

building and operations costs, and increasing the number of vessels while 

reducing their size.  Other areas of agreement include simplifying some 

technology, taking greater advantage of designs to allow inter-changeability 

of different combat systems among vessels of the same class, and the 

increased adaptability that would allow seapower to operate effectively close 

to the shore and on the high seas.   

 

The concluding chapter looks at the American military’s ideas about future 

maritime security and strategy.  Based on interviews and public documents it 

identifies the U.S. national security establishment’s difficulty in 

acknowledging the possibility that China will become a serious threat.  The 

chapter also notes the areas in which U.S. defense policy is successfully 

adapting to likely future challenges.  The chapter identifies the areas of 
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agreement that unite recent and highly-informed proposals about how to 

adapt the U.S.’s strategic requirement for seapower to changing political, 

financial, and technological circumstances.  It concludes that these areas of 

agreement about some of the largest national security dilemmas that face the 

U.S. in the future offer reasonable hope that American grand strategy can 

continue effectively to protect itself and its allies.  

 

Key Words 

Grand strategy, strategy, foreign policy, defense budget, commerce, 

alliances, hegemony, seapower, economics, technology, China, security, 

intellectual roots.  

  

Bibliography 
 
1. Adams, John, (1851), The Works of John Adams, Boston, Charles C. 
Little & James Brown 
 
2. Adams, John, (1797), Special Session Message to Congress, Washington, 
DC, U.S. National Archives 
 
3. Baer, George W., (1994), One Hundred Years of Seapower The U.S. 
Navy, 1890 – 1990, Stanford, California, Stanford University Press 
 
4. Bible, Deuteronomy, King James Translation, Oxford, Oxford University 
Press 
 
5. Bloom, Allan, (1987), The Closing of the American Mind, New York, 
Simon & Schuster 



 23 
 

 
6. Carter, Susan B., editor (2006), Historical Statistics of the United States, 
Cambridge, Cambridge University Press 
 
7. Cole, Bernard D. (2001) The Great Wall at Sea, Annapolis, Naval 
Institute Press 
 
8. Cole, Bernard D., (2009) China Goes to Sea, Erickson, Lord, Goldstein 
editors, Annapolis, Naval Institute Press 
 
9. Collins, Gabriel and Grubb, Michael, (2009) China Goes to Sea, Erickson, 
Lord, Goldstein editors, Annapolis, Naval Institute Press 
 
10. Cropsey, Seth, (1994 – 1998), interviews (unpublished) with Russian 
military and Foreign Service officers, George C. Marshall Center, Garmisch-
Partenkirchen, Germany 
 
11. Cropsey, Seth (1986), as related by U.S. Ambassador to Turkey, Robert 
Strausz-Hupé 
 
12. Dreyer, Edward L. (2007), Zheng He, China and the Oceans in the Early 
Ming Dynasty, New York, Pearson Longman 
 
13. Gibbon, Edward (1776), The History of the Decline and Fall of the 
Roman Empire, New York, Alfred A. Knopf, Inc., New York 
 
14. Gretton, Vice Admiral Sir Peter, (1965), Maritime Strategy: A Study of 
Defense Problems, New York, Frederick A. Praeger (Press) 
 
15. Hamilton, Alexander, (1788), Federalist #34, New York, Independent 
Journal 
 
16. Hughes, Captain Wayne, U.S. Navy, (retired) et al., (2009) A New Navy 
Fighting Machine, Washington, DC, Office of Secretary of Defense/Office 
of Net Assessment 
 
17. Jefferson, Thomas, (1776), Declaration of Independence, Philadelphia, 
Washington, DC, U.S. National Archives 
 



 24 
 

18. Jefferson, Thomas, (1785), Notes on the State of Virginia, New York, 
Penguin Books 
 
19. Jefferson, Thomas, (1804), Special Message to Congress on the Wreck of 
the USS Philadelphia in Tripoli, Washington, DC, National Archives of the 
U.S. 
 
20. Jefferson, Thomas, (1807), Special Message to Congress on Gunboats, 
Washington, DC, National Archives of the U.S. 
 
21. Jefferson, Thomas, (1984), The Autobiography of Thomas Jefferson, 
New York, Literary Classics of the United States 
 
22. Lane, Frederick C. (1973) Venice, A Maritime Republic, Baltimore, The 
Johns Hopkins University Press 
 
23. Lindsey, Lawrence B., (2010, 27 Nov.) “The Fiscal Trap,” The Weekly 
Standard, pp. 10 - 12 
 
24. Locke, John, (1986), Second Treatise of Civil Government, Amherst, 
NY, Prometheus Books 
 
25. Madison, James, (1813), Message on the Special Congressional Session, 
State of War and Diplomacy, Washington, DC, U.S. National Archives 
 
26. Madison, James, (1815), Special Message to Congress on the Treaty of 
Ghent, Washington, DC, National Archives 
 
27. Mahan, Alfred Thayer, (1890), The Influence of Seapower on History, 
Boston, Little Brown and Company 
 
28. Morrison, Samuel Eliot, (1963), The Two-Ocean War, Boston, Little 
Brown and Company 
 
29. Needham, Joseph, (1971), Science and Civilization in China, Cambridge, 
Cambridge University Press 
 
30. O’Rourke, Ronald, (2011), Navy Force Structure and Shipbuilding 
Plans, Washington, DC, Congressional Research Service 
 



 25 
 

31. Polybius, (1979) The Rise of the Roman Empire, London, Penguin 
Books 
 
32. Roosevelt, Theodore, (1882), The Naval War of 1812, New York, G. P. 
Putnam & Sons 
 
33. Schroeder, John H., (1985), Shaping a Maritime Empire, The 
Commercial and Diplomatic Role of the American Navy, 1829 – 1861, 
Westport CT, Greenwood Press 
 
34. Stanhope, Admiral Sir Mark, (2011) Security: Present and Future 
Challenges, speech delivered at the London School of Economics 
 
35. Surdam, David G., (2001), Northern Naval Superiority and the 
Economics of the Civil War, Columbia, South Carolina, University of South 
Carolina Press 
 
36. Thucydides, (translation revised 1972), History of the Peloponnesian 
War, London, Penguin Books 
 
37. Tocqueville, Alexis, (1838), Democracy in America, London, Penguin 
Classics 
 
38. Toll, Ian W., (2006), Six Frigates, New York, W. W. Norton & 
Company 
 
39. Wilson, Woodrow, (1917), Address (Declaration of War) to Joint 
Session of U.S. Congress, U.S. National Archives 
 
40. Wade, Geoff, (2004), The Zheng He Voyages, Asia Research Institute 
Working Paper Series #31, pp. 1 – 27, Singapore, National University of 
Singapore (publication) 
 
41. Washington, George, (1796) Farewell Address to the People of the 
United States, published throughout U.S. journals in September, 1796 
 
42. Willard, Admiral Robert F. (2010) Testimony before House Armed 
Services Committee, Washington, DC Congressional Record 
 



 26 
 

43. Yoshihara, Toshi and Holmes, James R. (2010), Red Star Over the 
Pacific, Annapolis, Naval Institute Press 
 
 
Sources Retrieved from Internet 
 
1. Blake, Admiral J. T. (2009), Department of the Navy Fiscal Year 2010 
President’s Budget, retrieved 12 November 2010 from: 
http://www.finance.hq.navy.mil/FMB/10pres/10Press_Brief.pdf 
 
2. Brooks, David, (2010) National Greatness Agenda (New York Times), 
retrieved 19 November from: 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/12/opinion/12brooks.html 
 
3. Bumiller, Elizabeth and Wines, Michael, (2011), Test of Stealth Fighter 
Clouds Gates Visit to China (New York Times) retrieved 14 February 2011 
from: http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/12/world/asia/12fighter.html?_r=1 
 
4. CBS News World Watch, (2010), Adm. Mullen “Genuinely Concerned 
About China’s Military Buildup, retrieved 3 March from: 
http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503543_162-20007340-503543.html 
 
5. Chinascope, (2011) CCTV Military Channel Director: Bin Laden is the 
Greatest Hero in the History of the Arab World, retrieved 7 May 2011 from: 
http://chinascope.org/main/content/view/3537/150/ 
 
6. Cliff, Roger; Burles, Mark et al. (2007), Entering the Dragon’s Lair, 
Chinese Antiaccess Strategies and their Implications for the United States, 
Rand Corporation, retrieved 12 February 2011 from: 
http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2007/RAND_MG524.pdf 
  
7. CNN, (2010), Mullen: Debt is top national security threat, retrieved 19 
March 2011 from: http://articles.cnn.com/2010-08-
27/us/debt.security.mullen_1_pentagon-budget-national-debt-michael-
mullen?_s=PM:US 
 
8. Congress of the United States, (2010), The Budget and Economic Outlook, 
Congressional Budget Office, retrieved October 2010 from: 
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/117xx/doc11705/08-18-Update.pdf 
 

http://www.finance.hq.navy.mil/FMB/10pres/10Press_Brief.pdf
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/12/opinion/12brooks.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/12/world/asia/12fighter.html?_r=1
http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503543_162-20007340-503543.html
http://chinascope.org/main/content/view/3537/150/
http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2007/RAND_MG524.pdf
http://articles.cnn.com/2010-08-27/us/debt.security.mullen_1_pentagon-budget-national-debt-michael-mullen?_s=PM:US
http://articles.cnn.com/2010-08-27/us/debt.security.mullen_1_pentagon-budget-national-debt-michael-mullen?_s=PM:US
http://articles.cnn.com/2010-08-27/us/debt.security.mullen_1_pentagon-budget-national-debt-michael-mullen?_s=PM:US
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/117xx/doc11705/08-18-Update.pdf


 27 
 

9. Devichand, Mukul, (2010), Is Chittagong one of China’s string of pearls? 
(BBC), retrieved 18 March 2011 from: 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/business/8687917.stm 
 
10. Dinan, Stephen, (2011), Washington Times article, U.S. Sets $223B 
deficit record, retrieved 18 March 2011 from: 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/7/government-posts-
biggest-monthly-deficit-ever/ 
 
11. Erickson, Andrew S., (2009) On the Verge of a Game Changer (U.S. 
Naval Institute Proceedings) retrieved 30 March 2011 from: 
http://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2009-05/verge-game-changer 
 
12. Erickson, Andrew S. and Liff, Adam P., (2011), Understanding China’s 
Defense Budget, retrieved 15 March 2011 from: 
http://csis.org/publication/pacnet-16-understanding-chinas-defense-budget-
what-it-means-and-why-it-matters 
 
13. Gates, Robert M., (2010) Quadrennial Defense Report, retrieved 2 
March 2011 from: 
http://www.defense.gov/qdr/QDR%20as%20of%2026JAN10%200700.pdf 
 
14. Hayden, General Michael, (2011), The Future Security Environment, 
retrieved 12 February 2011 from 
https://outerdnn.outer.jhuapl.edu/videos/012011/haydennotes.pdf 
 
15. Horner, General Charles A. (2011), Airpower Could Be Enough in 
Libya, The Wall Street Journal, retrieved 3 April from: 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527487040502045762188136764
22854.html 
  
16. Hamilton, Alexander, (1904), The Works of Alexander Hamilton edited 
by Henry Cabot Lodge, retrieved 2 May 2011 from: 
http://oll.libertyfund.org/index.php?option=com_staticxt&staticfile=show.ph
p&title=1712 
 
17. Harney, Alexandra et al. (2005), Top Chinese general warns US over 
attack, (Financial Times) retrieved 28 March 2011 from: 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/2/28cfe55a-f4a7-11d9-9dd1-
00000e2511c8.html#axzz1LPSeQ2fu 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/business/8687917.stm
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/7/government-posts-biggest-monthly-deficit-ever/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/7/government-posts-biggest-monthly-deficit-ever/
http://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2009-05/verge-game-changer
http://csis.org/publication/pacnet-16-understanding-chinas-defense-budget-what-it-means-and-why-it-matters
http://csis.org/publication/pacnet-16-understanding-chinas-defense-budget-what-it-means-and-why-it-matters
http://www.defense.gov/qdr/QDR%20as%20of%2026JAN10%200700.pdf
https://outerdnn.outer.jhuapl.edu/videos/012011/haydennotes.pdf
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704050204576218813676422854.html
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704050204576218813676422854.html
http://oll.libertyfund.org/index.php?option=com_staticxt&staticfile=show.php&title=1712
http://oll.libertyfund.org/index.php?option=com_staticxt&staticfile=show.php&title=1712
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/2/28cfe55a-f4a7-11d9-9dd1-00000e2511c8.html#axzz1LPSeQ2fu
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/2/28cfe55a-f4a7-11d9-9dd1-00000e2511c8.html#axzz1LPSeQ2fu


 28 
 

 
18. Johnson, David T., (2010) The Escalating Ties Between Middle Eastern 
Terror Groups and Criminal Activity, U.S. Department of State, retrieved 28 
December 2010 from: http://www.state.gov/p/inl/rls/rm/135404.htm 
 
19. Johnson, Stuart E. and Cebrowski, Vice Admiral Arthur K., (2005), 
Alternative Fleet Architecture Design retrieved 3 October 2010 from: 
http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-
bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA450098 
 
20. Kean, Thomas H. and Hamilton, Lee H., (2004) The 9/11 Commission 
Report, U.S. Government Printing Office, retrieved 8 April 2011 from: 
http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf 
 
21. Lague, David, (2008), Chinese Submarine Fleet Is Growing, Analysts 
Say, (New York Times), retrieved 17 November 2010 from: 
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/25/world/asia/25submarine.html 
 
22. Labs, Eric J. (2009), The Long-term Outlook for the U.S. Fleet, retrieved 
18 December 2010 from: 
http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=hudson_upcoming_events&id
=683 
 
23. Labs, Eric J. (2010), Testimony before U.S. Congress subcommittee on 
Seapower and Expeditionary Forces, retrieved 30 January from: 
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-
NavyShipbuilding.shtml 
 
24. Labs, Eric J. (2010) Testimony before U.S. Congress subcommittee on 
Seapower and Expeditionary Forces, retrieved 28 January 2011 from: 
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-
NavyShipbuilding.shtml#80 
 
25. Labs, Eric J., (2011), Testimony before U.S. Congress subcommittee on 
Seapower and Projection Forces, retrieved 2 April 2011 from: 
http://armedservices.house.gov/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=c5e1d6af-
997c-4f1f-add2-fb3115edffcb 
 
26. Lee Kuan Yew, (2009), speech before U.S.-ASEAN Business Council 
retrieved 8 January 2011 from: 

http://www.state.gov/p/inl/rls/rm/135404.htm
http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA450098
http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA450098
http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/25/world/asia/25submarine.html
http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=hudson_upcoming_events&id=683
http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=hudson_upcoming_events&id=683
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-NavyShipbuilding.shtml
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-NavyShipbuilding.shtml
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-NavyShipbuilding.shtml#80
http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/108xx/doc10877/01-20-NavyShipbuilding.shtml#80
http://armedservices.house.gov/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=c5e1d6af-997c-4f1f-add2-fb3115edffcb
http://armedservices.house.gov/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=c5e1d6af-997c-4f1f-add2-fb3115edffcb


 29 
 

http://www.news.gov.sg/public/sgpc/en/media_releases/agencies/mica/speec
h/S-20091027-1.html 
 
27. MacDonald, Brad, (2010), Ahmadinejad, A Man Condemned by History, 
The Trumpet, retrieved 1 May 2011 from: 
http://www.thetrumpet.com/?q=7597.6168.0.0 
 
28. Merriam, Elizabeth, (2008), U.S. Ship Arrives in Cameroon, U.S. Africa 
Command, retrieved 3 February 2011 from the internet: 
http://www.africom.mil/getArticle.asp?art=1639 
 
29. National Bureau of Economic Research, (2008), Determination of the 
December 2007 Peak in Economic Activity, retrieved 10 November 2010 
from: http://www.nber.org/cycles/dec2008.pdf 
 
30. National Commission on Fiscal Reform and Responsibility, (2010), The 
Moment of Truth, retrieved 14 February 2011 from: 
http://www.fiscalcommission.gov/ 
 
31. National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007, (2006) H.R. 
5122, retrieved 19 November 2010 from: 
http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-
bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=109_cong_bills&docid=f:h5122enr.txt.pdf 
  
32. National Intelligence Council, (2010), Global Trends 2025: A 
Transformed World, retrieved 18 April 2011 from: 
http://www.dni.gov/nic/NIC_home.html 
 
33. Office of Naval Intelligence, (2009), A Modern Navy with Chinese 
Characteristics retrieved 12 February 2011 from: 
http://www.fas.org/irp/agency/oni/pla-navy.pdf 
 
34. O’Rourke, Ronald, (2010), Navy Ford (CVN-78) Class Aircraft Carrier 
Program, retrieved 9 October 2010 from: 
http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS20643.pdf 
 
35. O’Rourke, Ronald, (2010), Navy DDG-51 and DDG-1000 Destroyer 
Programs, retrieved 12 October 2010 from: http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-
bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA524251 
 

http://www.news.gov.sg/public/sgpc/en/media_releases/agencies/mica/speech/S-20091027-1.html
http://www.news.gov.sg/public/sgpc/en/media_releases/agencies/mica/speech/S-20091027-1.html
http://www.thetrumpet.com/?q=7597.6168.0.0
http://www.africom.mil/getArticle.asp?art=1639
http://www.nber.org/cycles/dec2008.pdf
http://www.fiscalcommission.gov/
http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=109_cong_bills&docid=f:h5122enr.txt.pdf
http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=109_cong_bills&docid=f:h5122enr.txt.pdf
http://www.dni.gov/nic/NIC_home.html
http://www.fas.org/irp/agency/oni/pla-navy.pdf
http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS20643.pdf
http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA524251
http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA524251


 30 
 

36. O’Rourke, Ronald, (2011), China Naval Modernization, (Congressional 
Research Service) retrieved 1 May 2011 from: 
http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33153.pdf 
 
37. Port of Hamburg (2010) Container Port Throughput in a Global 
Comparison, Port of Hamburg Marketing, retrieved 8 December 2010 from: 
http://www.hafen-hamburg.de/en/content/container-port-throughput-global-
comparison 
 
38. Reuters (2007), U.S. fiscal 2007 budget deficit falls to $163 bln, 
retrieved 14 March 2011 from: 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2007/10/11/usa-budget-
idUSWBT00770120071011 
 
39. Satchu, Aly-Khan, (2010), South Africa-China trade ties, (Christian 
Science Monitor) retrieved 23 March 2011 from: 
http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Africa/Africa-Monitor/2010/0825/South-
Africa-China-trade-ties-President-Zuma-bids-to-shore-up-Gateway-to-
China-status 
 
40. Sustainable Defense Task Force Report, (2010), Debts, Deficits, and 
Defense A Way Forward, retrieved 16 February 2011 from 
http://www.comw.org/pda/fulltext/1006SDTFreport.pdf 
 
41. Stratfor, (2011), China: Australia Bids to Boost Military Ties, retrieved 5 
May 2011 from: 
http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/192963/sitrep/20110428-australia-
bids-boost-military-ties-china 
 
42. Talmadge, Eric, (2010), Japan, Worried About China, May Boost Its 
Submarine Fleet, Associated Press, retrieved 10 November 2010 from: 
http://www.cnsnews.com/news/article/japan-worried-about-china-may-
boost-its 
 
43. U.S.- China Business Council, (2011), U.S.-China Trade World Trade 
Statistics, retrieved 19 March 2011 from: 
http://www.uschina.org/statistics/tradetable.html 
  
44. U.S.- China Business Council, (2011), Top U.S. State Exporters to 
China, 2010, retrieved 19 March 2011 from: 

http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33153.pdf
http://www.hafen-hamburg.de/en/content/container-port-throughput-global-comparison
http://www.hafen-hamburg.de/en/content/container-port-throughput-global-comparison
http://www.reuters.com/article/2007/10/11/usa-budget-idUSWBT00770120071011
http://www.reuters.com/article/2007/10/11/usa-budget-idUSWBT00770120071011
http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Africa/Africa-Monitor/2010/0825/South-Africa-China-trade-ties-President-Zuma-bids-to-shore-up-Gateway-to-China-status
http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Africa/Africa-Monitor/2010/0825/South-Africa-China-trade-ties-President-Zuma-bids-to-shore-up-Gateway-to-China-status
http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Africa/Africa-Monitor/2010/0825/South-Africa-China-trade-ties-President-Zuma-bids-to-shore-up-Gateway-to-China-status
http://www.comw.org/pda/fulltext/1006SDTFreport.pdf
http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/192963/sitrep/20110428-australia-bids-boost-military-ties-china
http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/192963/sitrep/20110428-australia-bids-boost-military-ties-china
http://www.cnsnews.com/news/article/japan-worried-about-china-may-boost-its
http://www.cnsnews.com/news/article/japan-worried-about-china-may-boost-its
http://www.uschina.org/statistics/tradetable.html


 31 
 

http://www.uschina.org/public/exports/2000_2010/2010-top-us-state-
exporters.pdf 
 
45. U.S. Naval Institute, (2009), Report: Chinese Develop Special “Kill 
Weapon” to Destroy U.S. Aircraft Carriers, retrieved 3 April 2011 from: 
http://www.usni.org/news-and-features/chinese-kill-weapon 
 
46. U.S. Department of Defense, (2004), Annual Report to Congress, 
Military Power of the People’s Republic of China 2004, retrieved 22 
February 2011 from: http://www.defense.gov/pubs/d20040528prc.pdf 
 
47. U.S. Department of Defense, (2009), Annual Report to Congress, 
Military Power of the People’s Republic of China 2009, retrieved 26 
February 2011 from: 
http://www.defense.gov/pubs/pdfs/China_Military_Power_Report_2009.pdf 
 
48. U.S. Department of Defense, (2010), Annual Report to Congress, 
Military Power of the People’s Republic of China 2010, retrieved 26 
February 2011 from: 
http://www.defense.gov/pubs/pdfs/2010_CMPR_Final.pdf 
 
49. U.S. Joint Forces Command, (2010), The Joint Operating Environment, 
retrieved 15 April from: www.jfcom.mil 
 
50. Voice of America, (2010), US, South Korean Naval Exercises 
Postponed, retrieved 7 April 2011 from: 
http://www.voanews.com/english/news/asia/US-South-Korean-Naval-
Exercises-Postponed-98335404.html 
 
51. Washington Post editorial, (2011), Mr. Obama’s Defense Cuts, retrieved 
18 March 2011 from: http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/mr-obamas-
defense-cuts/2011/04/20/AFlMqNEE_story.html 
 
52. Willard, Admiral Robert, (2009), Growing Chinese Military Creates 
Uncertainty, Reuters, retrieved 10 November 2010 from: http://www.china-
defense-mashup.com/admiral-robert-willard-growing-chinese-military-
creates-uncertainty.html 
 
53. World Bank, (2011), China data, retrieved 19 March 2011 from 
http://data.worldbank.org/country/china 

http://www.uschina.org/public/exports/2000_2010/2010-top-us-state-exporters.pdf
http://www.uschina.org/public/exports/2000_2010/2010-top-us-state-exporters.pdf
http://www.usni.org/news-and-features/chinese-kill-weapon
http://www.defense.gov/pubs/d20040528prc.pdf
http://www.defense.gov/pubs/pdfs/China_Military_Power_Report_2009.pdf
http://www.defense.gov/pubs/pdfs/2010_CMPR_Final.pdf
http://www.jfcom.mil/
http://www.voanews.com/english/news/asia/US-South-Korean-Naval-Exercises-Postponed-98335404.html
http://www.voanews.com/english/news/asia/US-South-Korean-Naval-Exercises-Postponed-98335404.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/mr-obamas-defense-cuts/2011/04/20/AFlMqNEE_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/mr-obamas-defense-cuts/2011/04/20/AFlMqNEE_story.html
http://www.china-defense-mashup.com/admiral-robert-willard-growing-chinese-military-creates-uncertainty.html
http://www.china-defense-mashup.com/admiral-robert-willard-growing-chinese-military-creates-uncertainty.html
http://www.china-defense-mashup.com/admiral-robert-willard-growing-chinese-military-creates-uncertainty.html
http://data.worldbank.org/country/china


 32 
 

 
54. Xinhua Online, (2004), Oceanic Odyssey Remains a Treasure, retrieved 
29 November 2010 from: http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2004-
07/08/content_1583224.htm 
 
55. Ziezulewicz, Geoff, (2010), Taxed by wars, aging air tankers suffer fleet 
fatigue, Stars and Stripes retrieved 7 November from: 
http://www.stripes.com/taxed-by-wars-aging-air-tankers-suffer-fleet-fatigue-
1.122207 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2004-07/08/content_1583224.htm
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2004-07/08/content_1583224.htm
http://www.stripes.com/taxed-by-wars-aging-air-tankers-suffer-fleet-fatigue-1.122207
http://www.stripes.com/taxed-by-wars-aging-air-tankers-suffer-fleet-fatigue-1.122207

