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With its illegal annexation of Crimea and 

the following large-scale militarization 

of the peninsula, Russia has significantly 

magnified its military and other threats to 

Ukraine, to the countries of the Black Sea 

region, and to the European continent as a 

whole. The Centre for Defence Strategies' 

report "A Storm Warning from Ukraine: A 
Major Threat to Europe in the Black Sea 
Region" discusses this in greater detail. 

Russia is capable of inflicting catastroph-

ic damage to Ukraine even without the 

overt use of force from the sea or through 

combining a limited use of force with 

non-military tools. Russia is preparing for 

these scenarios and, in the meantime, it is 

systematically and consistently harming 

Ukraine's national interests by de facto 

annexing the exclusive economic zone of 

the Black Sea and the Sea of Azov; impos-

ing its national legal regime on the Black 

Sea, the Sea of Azov, and the Kerch Strait; 

carrying out an economic suppression of 

the Ukrainian Azov region; creating arti-

ficial obstacles to freedom of navigation; 

jamming and spoofing communication 

and navigation systems; utilizing civil-

ian infrastructure for military purposes; 

exploiting Ukraine's natural resources; 

inflicting irreparable environmental dam-

age; etc. All of this is happening in the 

foreground of the further militarization of 

Crimea, including a nuclear component, 

and the transformation of the peninsula 

into a territory of terror and unfreedom 

for Ukrainian nationals.

It is for these reasons that resolving mar-

itime security issues is a paramount task 

not only for the Ukrainian Navy but for the 

state as a whole. Only a combination of 

the following two components can rec-

tify the situation. First of all, there is the 

urgent need for the development of de-

fence capacities, namely the restoration 

of the Ukrainian Navy, the reinforcement 

of the capabilities of other components of 

the defence forces, their integration into a 

single force, their achieving interoperabil-

ity with NATO, and the further integration 

of Ukraine into the Alliance. The second 

component should be a national strate-

EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

gy. The implementers of such a strategy 

should be provided with the necessary 

resources and well-established processes 

of interagency cooperation, of interac-

tion among the executive branch of the 

Ukrainian government, local authorities, 

civil society, and the business community. 

Therefore, models of Maritime Domain 

Awareness and Situational Awareness 

that have already been implemented by 

several maritime nations are instrumen-

tal for Ukraine as well. Ukraine should not 

only implement these concepts but also 

integrate with the systems of its partners. 

Various threats from non-state actors 

(terrorism, smuggling, illegal migration, 

etc.) require international cooperation, 

but an even more demanding task is to 

counter the aggression of a Russia that is 

pursuing its conflicts with the interests of 

other nations in the Black Sea region and 

well beyond it, in the Mediterranean, in 

the northern seas, and in the Far East.

This study aims to provide an overview of 

the contemporary approaches to mar-

itime security, particularly those that 

may be useful for building a model of 

maritime domain awareness and situa-

tional awareness for Ukraine with a view 

to enhancing maritime security as well as 

creating the preconditions for the de-oc-

cupation and reintegration of the tempo-

rarily occupied territories. The paper also 

contains policy recommendations for the 

Government of Ukraine.
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However, Russia's illegal actions have 

also prompted, albeit with varying de-

grees of success, the transformation of 

Ukraine's security and defence sector. The 

2016 Concept of the Development of the 

Security and Defence Sector of Ukraine1 

envisaged several priorities and tasks for 

interagency integration aimed at setting 

up a nationwide automated sea surface 

and sub-surface awareness system. At the 

same time, the events of 2018 revealed 

the ill-preparedness of the national secu-

rity management system to countering 

non-traditional (so-called hybrid) threats 

whilst also highlighting problems with 

situational awareness and a lack of the 

necessary capabilities. For instance, it 

took almost two months for the govern-

ment to acknowledge2 that Russia began 

the systematic obstruction of freedom of 

navigation in the Sea of Azov, aiming at 

economically suppressing the Ukrainian 

Azov region.3,4 Some Ukrainian officials 

denied even the existence of such prob-

lems.5 It then took the National Security 

and Defence Council of Ukraine (NSDC) 

another two months after the start of the 

crisis to make a decision on countering 

hostile Russian measures.6

There are several reasons for this delayed 

reaction. It is pretty clear that after the be-

ginning of the Russian military aggression 

on February 20, 2014, the Armed Forces of 

Ukraine (UAF) and other Ukrainian defence 

forces were focused on purely military 

threats on land as part of the Anti-Terror-

ist Operation, later replaced by the Joint 

Forces Operation. The so-called "Minsk 

Accords"7 and the Trilateral Contact Group 

focus on ground warfare and related is-

sues. Obviously, it is not in Russia's interest 

to put other forms of its hybrid aggression 

in different areas on the Group's agenda. 

Thus, the issues of the Sea of Azov and the 

Kerch Strait were left unattended in both 

security and diplomatic terms.

Though in legal terms, a wartime period 

has virtually existed since the very begin-

The military aggression of the Russian Federation and the illegal annexation of Crimea 
have drastically deteriorated Ukraine's security environment and deprived the state of a 
number of capabilities that are necessary to protect its national interests at sea. 

MANAGING MARITIME 
SECURITY: UKRAINE’S 
PROBLEMS AND 
SOLUTIONS FROM 
OTHER COUNTRIES

ning of hostilities8, de facto, the Ukrainian 

government is still operating in the legal 

regime of peacetime. The exception was 

30 days in November–December 2018 

when martial law was imposed in con-

nection with another act of Russian ag-

gression against Ukraine that took place 

on November 25, 2018. A tugboat and 

two gunboats of the Ukrainian Navy were 

attacked, boarded, and seized with their 

crews in the Black Sea while they were en 

route to the Kerch Strait.9 It was a grave 

breach of both international law, particu-

larly the U.N. Convention on the Law of the 

Sea (UNCLOS) and the 2003 treaty between 

the Russian Federation and Ukraine on 

Cooperation on the Use of the Sea of Azov 

and the Kerch Strait.10 Though there have 

been many talks about the hybrid nature of 

Russia’s warfighting, the government nei-

ther established a headquarters to wage 

this type of war nor amended statutes of 

the governmental bodies with the aim of 

adjusting their activities to the realities of 

so-called hybrid conflict. At the same time, 

maritime issues fall under the purview of 

the Ministry of Defence (MoD), the Armed 

Forces, the Ukrainian Navy, and the State 

Border Guard Service of Ukraine (SBGS), as 

well as the purely "civilian" ministries of In-

frastructure, of Environmental Protection 

and Natural Resources, the State Fisheries 

Agency, "Delta Pilot" (a branch of the state 

company "Sea Ports Authority" that regu-

lates vessel traffic in Ukrainian territorial 

waters) and other bodies. Therefore, there 

is neither a separate state institution re-

sponsible for maritime security issues nor 

a clearly defined mechanism for interac-

tion between the existing bodies.

Moreover, the Ukrainian public administra-

tion lacks the capacity to adequate count-

er innovative forms of conflict employed 

by the aggressor-state. Specifically, deci-

sion-making is concentrated at the highest 

levels of institutions, leadership is rather 

the exception than the rule, and interagen-

cy interaction and coordination have never 

been its strong suit. Budgetary selfishness 

and the lack of a national capacity planning 

system concerning national defence inter-

ests does not facilitate the optimal use of 

limited financial resources for addressing 

urgent security issues.

Prior to Russia's imposition of system-

ic obstacles to freedom of navigation in 

the Sea of Azov and the act of aggression 

against the Ukrainian Navy on November 

25, 2018, the needs of the Navy were ne-

glected. The situation began to improve in 

2019 when the Strategy of the Naval Forces 

of the Armed Forces of Ukraine 2035 was 

approved,11 which clearly defined the goals 

and priorities for acquiring the necessary 

capabilities. The Strategy also strikes a 

balance between supporting current opera-

tions and preparedness for future challeng-

es. The United States12 and the United King-

dom have joined the process of rebuilding 

the Ukrainian Navy in light of the ideas laid 

out in the Strategy.13 However, some deci-

sions, particularly that of shifting priorities 

from the creation a swarm of small combat 

boats (the so-called mosquito fleet)14  to 

building lone corvettes,15 do not fit into the 

priorities and balance set by the Strategy, 

and even more, these decisions make it im-

possible to quickly acquire needed capabil-

ities. In some measure, such decisions also 

run contrary to assistance programs being 

carried out by our international partners. 

The question of the ability of the Ukrainian 

side to fulfil its financial obligations con-

nected to these choices is particularly 

pressing. This is compounded by the lack 

of the necessary industrial capacity and the 

lack of other elements of a maritime cluster 

that are necessary for the joint construc-
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tion of corvettes, especially in the condi-

tions of a time-critical environment and 

with a shortage of relevant capabilities.

The tasks of setting up a "Command, Con-

trol, Communications, Computer, Intelli-

gence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance 

system (C4ISR)" in the UAF, "the restoration 

and development of intelligence capabili-

ties, including the establishment of control 

over territorial waters and beyond (up to 40 

nautical miles from the coast)", "a surface 

picture reporting system that would pre-

clude sudden enemy action at sea and be 

compatible with similar systems of partner 

countries",16 launching "integrated border 

management"17 in the SBGS and "a unified 

land, surface, sub-surface, and air surveil-

lance system",18  as well as the formation of 

joint defence resource centres that would 

provide "troops (forces) with material and 

technical means on a territorial basis, re-

gardless of their subordination" all these 

goals remain far from completion.19 The 

coastal radar systems and other means 

of surveillance that are owned by various 

agencies are still not integrated into a single 

system in the interest of national defence.

There is still no single agency designated 

to deal with the various civil aspects relat-

ed to the illegal annexation of Crimea and 

the violation of other rights of Ukraine, 

its legal entities, and citizens. It is pos-

sible that this role will be assumed by 

the National Agency of Ukraine for Over-

coming the Consequences of the Armed 

Aggression of the Russian Federation, 

the establishment of which is being con-

sidered. Systematic monitoring of the 

violation of sanctions and of restrictions 

imposed in response to the illegal annex-

ation of Crimea is still carried out only by 

a non-governmental organization – the 

Institute of Black Sea Strategic Studies.20,21 

Maritime Security 
in Other Countries

Maritime security is one of the crucial 

components of the national security of 

maritime nations. The terrorist attacks in 

the United States in 2001 and in India in 

2008 prompted these countries to reorga-

nize their existing security structures to 

counter non-traditional threats, develop 

appropriate strategies and plans, define 

interagency interaction and coordination 

procedures, and introduce situational 

awareness systems.22,23  Other maritime 

states are also taking measures to prevent 

threats associated with the Maritime Do-

main. In 2009, Singapore, an island nation 

critically dependent on the maritime 

domain, established a Maritime Securi-

ty Centre, an Information Fusion Centre 

(IFC), and a Multinational Operations and 

Exercises Centre (MOEC) aiming at pro-

tecting the country's access to the high 

seas and reducing the dangers related 

thereto.24,25 In 2011, NATO approved the Al-

liance Maritime Strategy;26 the European 

Union approved its Maritime Security 

Strategy in 2014.27 In 2015, France adopted 

the National Strategy for the Security of 

Maritime Areas,28 and the G7 countries 

issued a Declaration on Maritime 

Security.29 This section deals with the 

different approaches to maritime security 

governance in the United Kingdom, India, 

and the United States.

The National Strategy for Maritime 
Security was adopted in the U.K. in 2014 

(the first UK national maritime strategy 

in its history) to cope with emerging 

threats.30 As if to confirm of the validity 

of its assessments, the adoption of this 

document coincided with the outbreak 

of Russia's armed aggression against 

Ukraine and Moscow's attempt to assert 

its dominance in the Black Sea region 

and beyond. The U.K. Strategy identifies 

terrorism, the disruption of freedom of 

navigation, a maritime attack against 

U.K. infrastructure, arms proliferation, 

drugs and human trafficking as among 

the main maritime security risks. The 

Strategy consists of five conceptual 

elements: understanding, influence, 

prevention, protection, and response. 

For the purposes of this study, the most 

interesting aspect of the U.K. Strategy is 

its first element (understanding), which 

covers intelligence gathering, information 

exchange, partnerships, data analysis, and 

risk identification. These tasks are carried 

out by the National Maritime Information 

Centre, and by relevant government 

institutions, industry representatives, and 

international partners. Marine risks are 

assessed on a semi-annual basis. The two 

cornerstones of U.K. maritime security 

are integration and cooperation. The 

first envisages a whole-of-government 

approach, which draws together and 

employs all the instruments of national 

power and influence in order to maximize 

the coherence and effectiveness of the 

National Security Strategy, particularly in 

aspects related to maritime security. This 

part is also complemented by cooperation 

with allies and partners at the national, 

regional, and multinational levels.

Ministerial Body

Ministerial Working Group
on Maritime Security

(Chaired by FCO)

National Security Council
(NSC)

National Maritime Security Committee 
(Officials) NMSC (O):

Hosted by DfT, incl all MSOG Depts/Agencies

NMSC(O) Secretariat

               KEY

Lines of reporting

Line of accountability

DfT Maritime Administration Board

Any DfT workstream would share info 
as necessary with MAB

National
Maritime

Information Centre
(NMIC)

Cross-government Maritime Security Workstreams

National Maritime Security Committee 
(Industry) - NMSC (I)
Stakeholder/Industry Group

DfT Port
Security WG

DfT Ship
Security WG

DfT Cyber
WG

Senior Official BodyBorder Force chaired 
inter-Departmental 
Management Board

Figure 1. The U.K. Maritime Security Governance Structure
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U.K. Maritime Security Governance Struc-
ture (see Figure 1) comprises the Nation-

al Security Council, the main forum for 

collective discussion of the government's 

objectives for national security, and the 

Ministerial Working Group on Maritime Se-

curity, providing oversight for the National 

Strategy for Maritime Security (NSMS) and 

on maritime security more generally, while 

also coordinating national and internation-

al efforts in this field.31 The said working 

group, chaired by the FCO Parliamenta-

ry Under-Secretary of State, consists of 

representatives of the Attorney General's 

Office, the Cabinet Office, the Department 

for Transport, the Home Office, the Min-

istry of Defence, the Ministry of Justice, 

the Department for Environment, Food 

and Rural Affairs, and the Department for 

Business, Innovation and Skills. The of-

ficials of the National Maritime Security 

Committee  maintain an overview of mari-

time security risks, assess the activities of 

national authorities on countering threats, 

and defines future capacities needed by 

these bodies to fulfil the tasks set out in 

the Strategy. The Committee provides 

oversight for national authorities and 

coordinates their activities to ensure their 

proper functioning and the exchange of 

information regarding maritime security. 

Additionally, the Committee also brings 

topical priorities to the attention of the 

part of the Committee consisting of indus-

try representatives, interest groups, and 

working groups in various workstreams. In 

general, the maritime security governance 

system in the United Kingdom is aimed at 

effectively coordinating the activities of 

governmental agencies and minimizing 

the number of special ad hoc structures. 

In addition to ensuring the effective ex-

change of information, an important ele-

ment of the U.K. system is its interaction 

with industry and maritime stakeholders. 

Although the Ministry of Defence is an 

integral part of the system, this architec-

ture is primarily aimed at countering soft 

threats, unlike, for example, the Indian 

model, which is more focused on tradition-

al threats – from militaries and terrorists.

In order to protect itself from threats 

posed by non-state actors (i.e. terrorism, 

smuggling, piracy, poaching, etc.) as well 

as China's growing presence, India is im-
plementing its own maritime security 
strategy. Thus, within the framework of 

the National Maritime Domain Awareness 

(NMDA) Project, the National Command, 

Control, Communication and Intelligence 

System (NC3I) was established, a part of 

which is the Information Management and 

Analysis Centre (later it would be renamed 

to the National Maritime Domain Aware-

ness Centre), which brought together the 

lower echelons of the Navy and the Coast 

Guard spread across the country's coast-

line (see Figure 2).32 Other governmental 

agencies also have access to analytics and 

data from the country's 51 radars (20 Navy 

stations and 31 Coast Guard stations), other 

optical and electronic surveillance facilities, 

satellites, and databases. Apart from Mau-

ritius, Seychelles and Sri Lanka, which are 

already covered by the network of coastal 

radars, new radars are planned to be de-

ployed in the Maldives, in Myanmar, and in 

Bangladesh.33 By modifying systems built 

by Raytheon Technologies, India's Bharat 

Electronics has created a coastal surveil-

lance and decision support system.34,35 In 

2018, the Information Fusion Centre – Indi-

an Ocean Region (IFC-IOR), a kind of mari-

time security data hub, was opened on the 

initiative of the Indian Navy. The IFC-IOR 

cooperates with similar centres in other 

regions, with data exchange agreements 

signed with 21 countries and 20 centres. 

The IFC-IOR currently has accredited liai-

son officers from the United States, the 

United Kingdom, Australia, Japan, France, 

and other nations.36

The most radical changes in the maritime 
security governance system have been 
introduced in the United States. For in-

stance, in 2002 the U.S. Congress passed 

the Marine Transportation Security Act, 

which provided for the establishment of 

the National Maritime Security Advisory 

Committee at the Department of Trans-

portation and the introduction of a rele-

vant information and analytical system 

(for Maritime Intelligence).37 In 2004, the 

U.S. President set political priorities and 

established the Maritime Security Poli-

cy Coordinating Committee as a working 

body for interagency cooperation.38 The 

Coordinating Committee provided for the 

preparation of the National Strategy for 

Maritime Security and a range of plans for 

its implementation, including the Nation-

al Maritime Domain Awareness Plan, the 

Global Maritime Intelligence Integration 

Plan, and the Maritime Operational Threat 

Response Plan.39 The acquisition of the 

necessary capabilities in the field of mari-

time security was provided with the appro-

priate budgetary funding. The activities 

of the maritime security authorities are 

coordinated through the National Security 

Council (for strategic issues), the Maritime 

Security Interagency Policy Committee 

(for operational activities), and through 

established stakeholder interaction mech-

anisms (see Figure 3). An important aspect 

is that the Office of Global Maritime Situa-

National Command Control Communication and Intelligence System (NC3I)

Information Management and 
Analysis Centre (IMAC)

Navy’s resources (coastal radar 
stations, sensors)
Coast Guard’s resources

Indian Navy Coast Guard

Information Fusion Centre – Indian 
Ocean region (IFC-IOR)

Coastal Surveillance and Decision Support 
software system

liason officers information exchange
agreements

Figure 2. The elements of the Maritime Domain Awareness System of India
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tional Awareness is composed of represen-

tatives of relevant agencies, and its head 

reports, in terms of situational awareness, 

to the heads of the Coast Guard and the 

U.S. Navy. The Maritime Security Inter-

agency Policy Committee is a key body 

coordinating the implementation of the 

National Plan to Achieve Maritime Domain 

Awareness. The structure of the U.S. mar-

itime security governance is complex and 

diversified due to its global reach as well as 

its usage not only for protecting U.S. terri-

tories but also for conducting global op-

erations. Such an architecture envisages 

a sophisticated system of the integration 

of governmental bodies, the security and 

defence sector, and non-governmental 

interest groups. What is more, the United 

States uses innovative approaches to pub-

lic administration that introduce the best 

practices in strategic, business, and tech-

nology management.40

An important element of ensuring the 

security of the above-mentioned coun-

tries is international cooperation and the 

implementation of various programs and 

initiatives. These include, in particular, the 

so-called concepts of the "Thousand-Ship 

Navy",41 of "Strengthening Maritime Se-

curity",42  and of the "Information Fusion 

Centre – Indian Ocean Region".43

NSC Principals Committee

Information Sharing
Subcommittee

Interagency Investment
Strategy Subcommittee

National Maritime Awareness
Technology Subcommittee

Enterprise Architecture
Management Hub

NSC Deputies Committee

Maritime Security Interagency
Policy Committee

MDA Stakeholders Board / 
Executive Steering Committee

Office of Global Maritime Situational Awareness (OGMSA), 
Office of Global Maritime and Air Intelligence Integration (GMAII)

Figure 3. The U.S. Maritime Security Governance Structure
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The creation of such a system should be based on 
the following principles:

1. Defining maritime security as a national priority

2. The asymmetric nature of the response to threats from Russia

3. Awareness that maritime security is to be dealt with by the whole 

of government, civil society, and business

4. Avoiding the creation of redundant structures; and reorganizing existing 

ones instead

5. Changes in management culture

6. International cooperation and integration into existing Euro-Atlantic 

and European systems.

State-to-state

Dimension

Project Naval Power beyond EEZ

Defend Seaward Maritime Airspace

Defend the Seaward Maritime Surface

Defend the Seaward Maritime Subsurface

Defend the Coastline

Defend Critical Infrastructure

Defend Maritime Facilities

Defend Internal Waters

Challenge EEZ/TTW Encroachment

Capability

Тероризм

Anti-Terrorism Interdiction Operations

Anti-Terrorism Law Enforcement

Critical Infrastructure Protection

Maritime Domain Awareness is a relevant 

topic for Ukraine because, in addition to 

soft threats from non-state actors, it is 

vulnerable to Russia's military and hybrid 

threats. The establishment of a maritime 

domain awareness and situational aware-

ness system is an important step towards 

ensuring Ukraine's maritime security (see 

Table 1) and building up capabilities to 

enable the de-occupation and reintegra-

tion of the temporarily occupied Autono-

mous Republic of Crimea and the city of 

Sevastopol.

To date, there is no consensus on the 

type of war that is being waged by Russia. 

Existing concepts (the so-called Gerasi-

mov doctrine, “hybrid war”, “non-linear 

conflict”, and “Russian New Generation 

Warfare”) use similar elements but em-

phasize different "central" aspects, ideas 

or sequences of actions. Let us proceed 

from the assumption that the essence of 

the so-called hybrid war is a blurring of 

the lines between war and peace. Various 

tools of a military and non-military nature 

are used in a certain sequence based on 

a unified plan. As a rule, the preparatory, 

active, and final phases are accompa-

nied by informational and psychological 

pressure and/or cyberattacks. Therefore, 

it is pretty challenging to identify the 

beginning of such an operation, espe-

cially at the operational level, where key 

actors have a rather narrow operational 

picture, scope of competence, and au-

thority. In fact, MDA makes it possible to 

create a single operational picture, which 

facilitates the timely detection of the 

beginning of hybrid actions and – through 

standard operating procedures – cooper-

ation at various management levels of all 

concerned governmental and non-gov-

ernmental structures.

Maritime Domain Awareness44 is the "effective understanding of anything associated 
with the maritime domain that could impact the security, safety, economy, or 
environment of a nation… Maritime domain awareness integrates all-source intelligence, 
law enforcement information, open-source data, and information from public and 
private sectors, nationally and internationally." 45 Situational awareness is "perception, 
understanding, and forecasting of elements within an operational environment required 
to act effectively within that environment".46 

ESTABLISHING 
A MARITIME DOMAIN 
AWARENESS SYSTEM
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Phase I

The establishment of the Joint Situational 
Awareness Centre in Odesa (the Ukrainian 

Navy and the Southern Regional Direc-

torate of the SBGS of Ukraine) will signifi-

cantly improve Ukraine’s ability to identify 

seaborn threats to national security, co-

ordinate the activities of relevant defence 

forces, and promptly advise the govern-

ment and security structures of possible 

actions that could be taken (the Ministry 

of Defence, the General Staff (G.S.), the 

Administration of the SBGS of Ukraine, and 

the Apparatus of the NSDC of Ukraine). It is 

also necessary to provide for the establish-

ment of systemic cooperation with other 

regional actors (Romania, Turkey, Geor-

gia, Bulgaria), other partners (the United 

States, the United Kingdom) as well as with 

NATO (possibly in the form of the Ukrainian 
Navy-NATO contact point). In the future, 

the Centre can serve as the basis for the 
Black Sea Region Information Centre with 

the accreditation of liaison officers, as well 

as the Centre of Excellence of the Ukrainian 

Navy, the Border Guard Service, the Coast 

Guard, and the Maritime Search and Rescue 

Service (MSRS).

Phase II

The Maritime Security Committee at the 
National Security and Defence Council 
(MSC) should be the optimal tool for de-

signing and deploying the MDA system. 

The founding of the MSC at the NSDC will 

be in conformity with Article 14 of the Law 

of Ukraine on the National Security and 

Defence Council of Ukraine concerning the 

possibility of establishing working and ad-

visory bodies of the Council. This option will 

allow the involvement in this process of se-

curity and defence sector bodies (subordi-

nated to the President of Ukraine) and also 

"civilian" ministries, and departments and 

organizations subordinated to the Cabinet 

of Ministers of Ukraine (see Figure 4).

The first task of the Committee must be to 

organize a comprehensive assessment of 
threats to national security in the mari-
time domain. In the future, such an assess-

ment should be carried out at least annu-

ally. On this basis and in accordance with 

the Concept of the Development of the 

Security and Defence Sector of Ukraine, it 

is necessary to develop a Maritime Securi-
ty Strategy, a provision to be enshrined in 

Article 66 of the National Security Strategy 

as well as into the various Ukrainian strat-

egies listed in this article, particularly the 

Military Security Strategy, the Integrated 

Border Management Strategy, the Strat-

egy on the Development of the Defence 

Industry, the Cybersecurity Strategy, etc.

The Committee must become a coor-
dinating body in the activities of public 
authorities regarding the restoration of 
the Ukrainian Navy in accordance with the 

Strategy of the Naval Forces of the Armed 

Forces of Ukraine 2035.

The Committee must ensure the develop-

ment of the architecture of the maritime 
security governance system (a working 

draft is presented in Figure 5) as well as 

amendments to the statutes of the rele-

vant ministries and agencies to make them 

part of this architecture. The Committee 

must also ensure the development of the 

necessary legal acts and the action plan to 

mitigate threats related to the entry into 
force of the Law of Ukraine on Inland Water 
Transport, which, as of January 1, 2022, will 

provide open access to inland waterways for 

foreign vessels, including those under the 

flag of, or owned by, Russia and its allies.

Based on the MDA experience of the Unit-

ed States, the United Kingdom, and India, 

it is reasonable to divide the process of 

setting up a Ukrainian system into three 

phases: taking immediate measures to-

wards ensuring situational awareness; de-

veloping system architecture and dealing 

with related problems; and implementing 

such an architecture.

Oceanography

Trade protection

Управління ресурсами

Smuggling

Disasters

Ocean Bottom Mapping

Bathymetry (the measurement of ocean depths)

Meteorology/Tides/Currents

Pollution monitoring

Maritime Interdiction Operations (VBSS)

Maritime Search and Rescue

Anti-piracy operations

Land and coastal law enforcement operations 

Maritime and Coastal Law Enforcement

Port/container security

Vessel Management

Navigation Aid Management

Fishing Management/Law Enforcement

Resource Management/Enforcement

Pollution Prevention/Mitigation

Coastal Facility Management

Anti-Smuggling Interdiction Operations

Anti-Smuggling Law Enforcement

Maritime Search and Rescue

Civilian Evacuation

Humanitarian Assistance

Table 1. The maritime capability to dimension matrix 

(according to Sloggett, McCabe, Sanders and Speller)47  
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Phase III

Bearing in mind the success story of 

the National Coordination Centre for 

Cybersecurity at the National Security 

and Defence Council (NCCC), the 

Maritime Security Committee should 

be transformed into the National 
Maritime Security Centre (NMSC) or the 

National Maritime Awareness Centre. 
Representatives of the Ministry of 

Infrastructure, the UAF, the SBGS, and 

the intelligence community should be 

delegated to it (see Figure 5). The NMSC 

must become a hub bringing together 

situational awareness centres and other 

structures that are responsible for various 

aspects of maritime security issues.

NSDC

Maritime Security 
Committee (MSC)

Interest groupsLocal authorities NGOs, think tanks and experts

Ministry of 
Infrastructure

MoD/G.S.

Jo
in

t 
Si

tu
at

io
na

l A
w

ar
en

es
s 

C
en

tr
e 

in
 O

de
sa

Navy Interior Ministry

NCCC

State Emergency
Service

FISMilitary intelligence

Security Service
of Ukraine

W
or

ki
ng

 G
ro

up
s

Figure 4. The organizational structure of the maritime security governance system in phase I. 

The scheme of interaction between the Maritime Security Committee with the central executive 

authorities and other institutions and agencies

       More technical but urgent tasks that should be performed 
by the MSC are as follows::

• to ensure the resolution of legal, organizational, technical, technological and 

financial problems related to the integration of a single surveillance system, 

primarily in the interests of the Ukrainian Navy and the SBGS, consisting of radars, 

visual surveillance, and other sensors and tools at the disposal of the Ministry of 

Defence, the SBGS, the MSRS, the "Delta Pilot" company, etc.;

• to secure, in accordance with paragraph 4.2 of the Vision of the General Staff of the 

Armed Forces of Ukraine on the Development of the Armed Forces for the Next 

Ten Years (setting up the C4ISR system) and paragraph 4.4 of the Concept for the 

Development of the Security and Defence Sector (the creation of a unified logistics 

system of the UAF and other components of the security sector, primarily on the 

basis of joint supply centres) the development of a (joint) capability-building plan, 

including a unified system for monitoring the land, the sea surface, the sub-surface, 

and the air. At the same time, interoperability with NATO and NATO standards should 

be taken into account;

• to consider the possibility of exchanging data or combining capabilities with 
Romania and Georgia, which would allow the monitoring of land, surface, sub-

surface and air areas around the temporarily occupied Crimean Peninsula and in 

the direction of the Russian naval base in Novorossiysk. A separate task should be 

the countering of Russia's deployment of surveillance systems in the Black Sea 
and Russian use of electronic warfare, including electronic weapons that interfere 

with communication and navigation systems. Such cooperation in the interests of 

these three countries and NATO partners could help to build up their capabilities 

by deploying the appropriate resources of member states in their territories and 

obtaining assistance or the ability to supply new systems.

• to provide solutions to legal, organizational, technical, technological and financial 

issues related to the integration of a single system with delineated access to 
existing databases containing the information necessary to build the maritime 

domain awareness system.
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technology, which is actively used by 

the U.S. government, as well as standard 

operating procedures, a list of topics, 

and critical information requirements. 

In general, the proposed ideas primarily 

fit in the third priority of the Crimea 

Platform – "international security," 

although they also have added value for 

other priorities.

Situational awareness tools can 

provide the Crimea Platform with the 

data needed to perform tasks in all its 

workstreams:

International security

Economic and 
environmental damage 
caused by the illegal 
annexation and 
occupation

Human rights

The militarization of Crimea

The nuclearization of Crimea

Jamming and spoofing of GPS and  
ommunication systems

The usage of civilian infrastructure 
for military purposes

Dangerous acts of the Russian military at sea 
and in the air

Lawfare, the misuse of international law, particu-
larly the 1936 Montreux Convention, SOLAS, etc.

Russia's unlawful acts on the sea shelf

Obstruction of freedom of navigation

Russia's unlawful acts regarding civilian vessels

The environmental consequences 
of anthropogenic activities

–

Table 2. The possible contributions of the National Centre for Maritime Security 

aligned with the workstreams of the Crimea Platform

The Crimea Platform is a prospective 

consumer of the information and 

research products of the Maritime 

Security Committee at the NSDC (Phase 

I) and the National Maritime Security 

Centre (Phase II; see Table 2 and Figure 

6). The data obtained there will provide 

a single operational picture. This data 

can also be used as arguments and 

facts in negotiations and in strategic 

communications as well as evidence in 

international courts and arbitrations. 

The information flow should be 

based on the Community of Interest 

Situational Awareness in the Interests 
of the Crimea Platform

Pursuing the non-
recognition policy 
with regard to Russia's 
annexation of Crimea

Crimea Platform 
work streams

Crimea Platform 
work streams

Foreign officials/ politicians/ diplomats/ public 
servants violating Ukraine's state border crossing 
regulations in Crimea, thus challenging the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Ukraine

Possible attempts to get into Ukraine of those 
whose entry to the Ukrainian territory is 
prohibited in connection with the threat to 
national security posed by them

Possible attempts to get into Ukraine by vessels 
that have illegally entered Crimean ports or 
are owned by natural or legal persons declared 
persona non-grata for legitimizing the illegal 
annexation of Crimea and crimes against Ukraine, 
its citizens, and legal entities

Support from the NMSC (facts/data/information on) Support from the NMSC (facts/data/information on)

Expanding and 
strengthening 
international sanctions 
against Russia

Violators of sanctions and restrictive measures 
(natural persons and legal entities, ships and 
aircraft, etc.)

Russia's unlawful acts against Ukraine, its citizens 
and legal entities
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Ukraine still remains extremely vulnerable 

to maritime threats. The intensive mili-

tarization of the illegally annexed Crimea 

has allowed Russia to secure an absolute 

advantage at sea. However, Moscow is 

capable of inflicting tangible damage even 

without the overt use of force. The protec-

tion of Ukraine's national interests cer-

tainly requires an accelerated build-up of 

the capabilities of the Ukrainian Navy and 

other components of the defence forces. 

In fact, the power component should com-

plement the maritime security governance 

system in peacetime, which is relevant in 

the conditions of so-called hybrid conflict, 

whereas in "special period" conditions 

(wartime) the elements of the maritime 

security governance system should play a 

supporting role.

Given the hybrid nature of Russian aggres-

sion, i.e., the blurring of the lines between 

war and peace and the employment of 

various tools of military and non-mili-

tary nature in a certain sequence based 

on a unified plan, it is necessary that the 

Ukrainian security governance system, 

which still relies on peacetime logic, be 

adapted to the new realities. This requires 

a radical change in management culture 

and an approach where maritime security 

is dealt with by the whole of government, 

civil society, and business.

Ukraine must identify maritime security 

as a national priority and adopt the best 

maritime security practices, taking into 

account national specifics and the aggres-

sor's incommensurably greater combat po-

tential. This requires the application of an 

asymmetric strategy: from building up the 

capabilities of the Ukrainian Navy based on 

the mosquito fleet concept to streamlining 

the management processes in the security 

and defence sector and also integration 

into the Euro-Atlantic and European politi-

cal and security structures.

Ensuring maritime security is an inalien-

able part of the strategy for the de-occu-

pation and reintegration of the temporarily 

occupied Crimea.

This study outlines the problem area and 

provides an overview of the best practices 

that can be adapted and implemented in 

Ukraine. 

CONCLUSIONNSDC
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Figure 5. The organizational structure of the maritime security governance system in phase II. 

The scheme of interaction between the National Defence for Maritime Security with the central 

executive authorities and other institutions and agencies

22 2323

S
itu

atio
n

al A
w

are
n

e
ss as a C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t o

f M
aritim

e
 S

e
cu

rity
m

arch
 20

21



24 25

S
it

u
at

io
n

al
 A

w
ar

e
n

e
ss

 a
s 

a 
C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t 

o
f 

M
ar

it
im

e
 S

e
cu

ri
ty

m
ar

ch
 2

0
21

S
itu

atio
n

al A
w

are
n

e
ss as a C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t o

f M
aritim

e
 S

e
cu

rity
m

arch
 20

21

The President of Ukraine should make maritime security a national 

priority and establish a Maritime Security Committee (MSC) at the 

National Security and Defence Council of Ukraine to immediately 

respond to maritime security threats and establish maritime security 

governance and a maritime domain awareness system.

The President of Ukraine should instruct the MSC to organize a Com-

prehensive Assessment of National Security Threats in the Maritime 

Domain and to develop a Maritime Security Strategy on this basis.

The President of Ukraine should empower the MSC to coordinate the 

activities of governmental bodies on the restoration of the Ukrainian 

Navy in accordance with the Naval Strategy of the Armed Forces of 

Ukraine 2035.

The MSC should ensure the development of the necessary legal regu-

lations and an action plan to prevent possible threats derived from 

the entry into force of the Law of Ukraine on Inland Water Transport, 

which, from January 1, 2022, provides access to inland waterways to 

foreign vessels, including those under the flag of Russia or its allies, 

or owned by them.

The MSC should ensure the resolution of legal, organizational, tech-

nical, technological and financial problems related to the integra-
tion of a single surveillance system, primarily in the interests of the 

Ukrainian Navy and the State Border Guard Service, the radars, visual 

surveillance, other sensors and means at the disposal of the Ministry 

of Defence, the SBGS, the Maritime Search and Rescue Service, the 

"Delta Pilot" company, etc.

The MSC should ensure the development of a (joint) capability-
building plan, including a unified system for monitoring land, the sea 

surface, sub-surface and the air.

PROPOSALS

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

The Ministry of Defence of Ukraine and the Ministry of Foreign Af-

fairs of Ukraine should explore the possibility of setting up a data 

exchange channel or/and combining capabilities with Romania and 

Georgia, which would allow the monitoring of land, the sea surface, 

sub-surface, and air conditions around the temporarily occupied 

Crimean Peninsula and in the direction of the Russian naval base in 

Novorossiysk. 

The MSC should ensure the resolution of issues related to the in-

tegration into a single system of existing databases containing the 

information necessary to build the maritime domain awareness 

system.

Upon completion of preparatory work, the President of Ukraine 

should transform the Maritime Security Committee at the National 

Security and Defence Council into the National Maritime Security 

Centre at the National Security and Defence Council.

The President of Ukraine should mandate the establishment of the 

Joint Situational Awareness Centre in Odesa (the Ukrainian Navy and 

the Southern Regional Directorate of the State Border Guard Service 

of Ukraine) which will significantly improve Ukraine’s ability to iden-

tify seaborn threats to national security, coordinate the activities of 

the relevant defence forces, and promptly advise the government 

and security agencies of the necessary steps that should be taken 

(the Ministry of Defence, the General Staff, the Administration of the 

State Border Guard Service of Ukraine, the Apparatus of the National 

Security and Defence Council of Ukraine).

VII

IX

VIII

X

24 25

S
it

u
at

io
n

al
 A

w
ar

e
n

e
ss

 a
s 

a 
C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t 

o
f 

M
ar

it
im

e
 S

e
cu

ri
ty

m
ar

ch
 2

0
21

S
itu

atio
n

al A
w

are
n

e
ss as a C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t o

f M
aritim

e
 S

e
cu

rity
m

arch
 20

21



26 27

S
it

u
at

io
n

al
 A

w
ar

e
n

e
ss

 a
s 

a 
C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t 

o
f 

M
ar

it
im

e
 S

e
cu

ri
ty

m
ar

ch
 2

0
21

S
itu

atio
n

al A
w

are
n

e
ss as a C

o
m

p
o

n
e

n
t o

f M
aritim

e
 S

e
cu

rity
m

arch
 20

21

1. Decree of the President of Ukraine on the Concept of the 
Development of the Security and Defence Sector of Ukraine of 
March 4, 2016 (in Ukrainian), https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/92/2016#Text/

2. Statement following the 20th EU-Ukraine Summit, Brussels, 9 
July 2018, MFA of Ukraine, July 9, 2018, https://mfa.gov.ua/en/
news/66132-zajava-za-rezulytatami-20-go-samitu-ukrajina-jes-
bryussely-9-lipnya-2018-roku

3.  From May 17 to October 2018, the Russian Border Guards 
vessels stopped at sea and delayed, under artificial pretexts, 110 
ships headed to and from the ports of Mariupol and Berdyansk 
on the Sea of Azov. Russia ceased this practice after the Ukrainian 
Navy started operational activities of two armored gun boats 
deployed to the Sea of Azov on September 10–11, 2018. However, 
starting from July 2018 up to now, Russia has been imposing 
artificial barriers to navigation by delaying cargo ships passing 
through the Kerch Strait for long periods of time. In 2020, the 
average delays of vessels en route to Ukrainian ports on the Sea 
of Azov amounted to 23.5 hours and 29.6 hours in the reverse 
direction (before the war, the average delay when passing 
through the Kerch Strait ranged between five and seven hours). 
N.B., with the illegal annexation of Crimea Russia seized control 
over the port of Kerch that manages the passage of vessels 
through the strait. Russia is also trying to impose its national 
regulations to the rules governing passage.

4. Andrii Klymenko, Tetyana Guchakova, Olha Korbut, The 
obstruction of maritime traffic in the Sea of Azov. The results of 
the monitoring of the intentional delays of vessels in the Kerch 
Strait for 2020, BlackSeaNews, February 24, 2021, https://www.
blackseanews.net/en/read/173821

5. Christopher Miller, Sea of Troubles: Azov Emerging as 
'Tinderbox' in Russia-Ukraine Conflict, Radio Free Europe, August 
7, 2018, https://www.rferl.org/a/sea-of-troubles-azov-emerging-
as-tinderbox-in-russia-ukraine-conflict/29417753.html

6.  The NSDC of Ukraine has adopted the main parameters of the 
defense budget for 2019, NSDC of Ukraine, September 6, 2018, 
https://www.rnbo.gov.ua/en/Diialnist/3114.html

7. Package of Measures for the Implementation of the Minsk 
Agreements, UN, February 12, 2015, https://peacemaker.un.org/
ukraine-minsk-implementation15

8. According to Article 4 of the Law on Defence of Ukraine of 
“From the moment of declaring a state of war or the actual 
beginning of hostilities the wartime starts, which ends on the day 
and the hour of cessation of war”.

9. Decree of the President of Ukraine, № 393/2018 of November 
26, 2018, (in Ukrainian), https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/393/2018#Text

10. Agreement between the Russian Federation and Ukraine on 
Cooperation in the Use of the Sea of Azov and the Strait of Kerch, 
concluded on 24 December 2003 and entered into force on 23 
April 2004, https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/643_205#Text 

(in Ukrainian). For an unofficial English translation, see www.jura.
uni-hamburg.de/die-fakultaet/professuren/proelss/dateien-
valentin/agreement-sea-of-azov.

11. Strategy of the Naval Forces of the Armed Forces of Ukraine 
2035, Navy, January 11, 2019, https://navy.mil.gov.ua/en/
strategiya-vijskovo-morskyh-syl-zbrojnyh-syl-ukrayiny-2035/

12. Ukraine: Background, Conflict with Russia, and U.S. Policy 
(R45008), Congressional Research Service, 29.04.2020, https://
crsreports.congress.gov/product/details?prodcode=R45008

13. What is the strength of Global Britain?, Den Newspaper, 
March 4, 2021, (in Ukrainian), https://day.kyiv.ua/uk/article/den-
planety/u-chomu-polyagaye-syla-globalnoyi-brytaniyi

14. Ihor Kabanenko, The Ukrainian Navy: Conceptual Aspects 
and Cooperation With the West, the Jamestown Foundation, 
March 9, 2017, https://jamestown.org/program/ukrainian-navy-
conceptual-aspects-cooperation-west/

15. Corvettes and combat drones – Ministry of Defence has 
concluded direct agreements with Turkish companies, – Andrii 
Taran, MoD of Ukraine, December 15, 2020, https://www.mil.
gov.ua/en/news/2020/12/15/corvettes-and-combat-drones-
ministry-of-defence-has-concluded-direct-agreements-with-
turkish-companies-andrii-taran/

16. The vision of the Chief of the General Staff of Ukraine on 
Armed Forces Development for the coming 10 years, web 
archive of the MoD site, January 11, 2020, (in Ukrainian), https://
web.archive.org/web/20200115224552/https:/www.mil.gov.
ua/news/2020/01/11/viziya-generalnogo-shtabu-zs-ukraini-
shhodo-rozvitku-zbrojnih-sil-ukraini-na-najblizhchi-10-rokiv 

17. Directive of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine №687-p of 
July 24, 2019 on Strategy of integrated border management for 
the term till 2025, the Parliament of Ukraine, July 24, 2019, (in 
Ukrainian), https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/687–2019-
%D1%80#n279

18. Decree of the President of Ukraine on the Concept of the 
Development of the Security and Defence Sector of Ukraine of 
March 4, 2016 (in Ukrainian), https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/92/2016#Text/

19. Ibid.

20. Databases, BlackSeaNews, https://www.blackseanews.net/
en/articles/databases-en

21. Crimean Library, BlackSeaNews, https://www.blackseanews.
net/en/articles/crimean-library-en

22. Boraz, Steven C. (2009) “Maritime Domain Awareness,” Naval 
War College Review: Vol. 62 : No. 3 , Article 10, https://digital-
commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol62/iss3/10

23. Mishra, Vivek (2018) India-US maritime cooperation: 
Crossing the rubicon, Maritime Affairs: Journal of the 
National Maritime Foundation of India, 14:2, 15–25, DOI: 
10.1080/09733159.2018.1562453

REFERENCES

24. Fact Sheet on Information Fusion Centre (IFC) and Launch of 
IFC Real-Time Information-Sharing System (IRIS), Government 
of Singapore, May 14, 2019, https://www.mindef.gov.sg/web/
portal/mindef/news-and-events/latest-releases/article-
detail/2019/May/14may19_fs

25. Singapore Strengthens Cooperation in Maritime Security 
with Regional Navies through Multilateral Exercise, Government 
of Singapore, August 30, 2018, https://www.mindef.gov.sg/
web/portal/mindef/news-and-events/latest-releases/article-
detail/2018/august/30aug18_nr

26. Alliance Maritime Strategy, NATO, March 18, 2011, https://
www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_75615.htm

27. Maritime security strategy,” European Commission, https://
ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/policy/maritime-security_en

28. National strategy for the security of maritime areas, 
Government of France, October 22, 2015, https://www.
gouvernement.fr/sites/default/files/contenu/piece-
jointe/2016/01/strategie_nationale_de_surete_des_espaces_
maritimes_en_national_strategy_for_the_security_of_maritime_
areas.pdf

29. G7 Declaration on Maritime Security, Foreign Ministry of 
Japan, April 2015, https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000076378.pdf

30. The national strategy for maritime security, the UK 
Government, 2014, https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/national-strategy-for-maritime-
security#:~:text=Details-,The%20national%20strategy%20
for%20maritime%20security%20(NSMS)%20outlines%20the%20
UK's,and%20address%20maritime%20security%20challenges.

31. The national strategy for maritime security, the UK 
Government, 2014, https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/national-strategy-for-maritime-
security#:~:text=Details-,The%20national%20strategy%20
for%20maritime%20security%20(NSMS)%20outlines%20the%20
UK's,and%20address%20maritime%20security%20challenges

32. The National Command Control Communication and 
Intelligence System (NC3I), Journals of India, November 27, 2020, 
https://journalsofindia.com/the-national-command-control-
communication-and-intelligence-system-nc3i/

33. India looks at integrating more countries into coastal radar 
network, The Hindu, December 20, 2020, https://www.thehindu.
com/news/national/india-looks-at-integrating-more-countries-
into-coastal-radar-network/article33379243.ece

34. BEL Signs Contract with Indian MoD for Coastal Surveillance 
System Phase-II, DEFPOST, February 26, 2020, https://defpost.
com/bel-signs-contract-with-indian-mod-for-coastal-
surveillance-system-phase-ii/

35. BEL showcases its prowess at DefExpo 2020, 
ManufacturingToday, 8.02.2020, https://www.
manufacturingtodayindia.com/products-suppliers/6373-bel-
showcases-its-prowess-at-defexpo-2020

36. Information Fusion Centre – Indian Ocean Region,” https://
www.indiannavy.nic.in/ifc-ior/

37. Maritime Transportation Security Act of 2002, US Congress, 
https://www.congress.gov/107/plaws/publ295/PLAW-
107publ295.pdf

38. National Security Presidential Directive-41/Homeland 
Security Presidential Directive-13 (NSPD-41/HSPD-13) (Maritime 
Security Policy, December 21, 2004), FAS, https://fas.org/irp/
offdocs/nspd/nspd41.pdf

39. National Strategy for Maritime Security, Homeland Security of 
2005, https://www.hsdl.org/?view&did=456414

40. Federal Enterprise Architecture (FEA), Office of Management 
and Budget of the White House, https://obamawhitehouse.
archives.gov/omb/e-gov/FEA

41. National Research Council 2008. Maritime Security 
Partnerships. Washington, DC: The National Academies Press. 
https://doi.org/10.17226/12029

42.  48 “Strengthening Maritime Security: objectives 2019 to 
2020, the UK Government, https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/official-development-assistance-oda-fco-
international-programme-spend-objectives-2019-to-2020/
strengthening-maritime-security-objectives-2019-to-
2020#:~:text=1.-,Overview,a%20secure%20international%20
maritime%20domain.&text=Promoting%20a%20secure%20
international%20maritime%20domain%20will%20help%20
to%20strengthen,governance%20and%20promote%20
global%20prosperity.

43.  Information Fusion Centre – Indian Ocean Region, Indian 
Navy, https://www.indiannavy.nic.in/ifc-ior/about-us.html

44. Maritime Domain Awareness, MDA (JP 3–32).

45. Command and Control of Joint Maritime Operations, Joint 
Publication 3–32, Federation of American Scientists, June 8, 2018, 
https://fas.org/irp/doddir/dod/jp3_32.pdf

46. Brown, David Wm. A Survey of Mobile Augmented Reality 
Technologies for Combat Identification Applications. MSc thesis. 
Athabasca University, 2012

47. McCabe, R., Sanders, D., & Speller, I. (Eds.) (2019). Europe, 
Small Navies and Maritime Security: Balancing Traditional Roles 
and Emergent Threats in the 21st Century. (1st ed.) (Corbett 
Centre for Maritime Policy Studies Series). Routledge.



Oleksandr Khara has been a Fellow of the Centre of 
Defence Strategies since January 2021. 
He also is a Deputy Chair of the Black Sea Institute of 
Strategic Studies since 2017.

He was an Advisor to the Minister of Defence of Ukraine (2020); 

a Director for Multilateral Diplomacy at the Maidan of Foreign Affairs 

think tank (2014-19); an executive assistant to an M.P. (2011-14).

During his tenure as a diplomat and a civil servant, he was a Deputy 

Director-General for Foreign Affairs at the Office of the National 

Security and Defence Council of Ukraine (2008-11); a State expert 

at the Office of the NSDC of Ukraine (2006-08). Mr Khara held 

several positions within the Foreign Ministry of Ukraine, including 

Department of the Americas (2000-2002, 2005-2006) and at the 

Embassy of Ukraine in Canada (2002-2005).

Mr Khara is an alumnus of the Royal College of Defence Studies 

(London, the U.K.), and holds graduate of the Diplomatic Academy of 

Ukraine (M.A.) and the Donetsk State Academy of Management (B.A.).

Oleksandr Khara

defence.org.ua

office@defence.org.ua


