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KEY RISKS OF THE STRAIT OF HORMUZ CRISIS

o BTEZEMCONTIGLSItuatian o Ongoing greyzone conflict o Solid political process
with ongoing negotiations | el P P
|
o Persistent mine threats o High escalation risks o Military assurances
o Ongoing legal contestation e Limited shipping flows
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POLITICAL PROCESS

o .
| @ o Sustainable regional institution Am o Plenary + Working Groups

for governing the Strait of Hormuz

OUTLINE OF CONTACT GROUP STRUCTURE

Rotating Chair

Open participation

@ Regional Seas Conventions

E o Drawing on 3 models: %
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Montreux treaty

Plenary prepares decisions on UN level

Cooperative Mechanism for

@ Strait of Malacca E

(UNCLOS para 43) Working groups structure:

o Plenary issues consensual communiques
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Military Industry Legal Humanitarian  Environmental
coordination Coordination questions Challenges Challenges




MILITARY OPTIONS FOR STRAIT OF HORMUZ

UN MARITIME
PEACEKEEPING
OPERATION

& rro

@ High Legitimacy
@ Multi-lateral solution

@ UN trust fund

€ con

€ Difficult to implement

€ Slow
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UK-FRANCE LED
3M SOH

& rro
o Broad participation

& Planning underway

€ con

€) Weak legitimacy

€ Minor escalation risks

@ PRO = ADVANTAGES
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EUNAVFOR ASPIDES
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@ Structures in place

@ Information sharing
in place (MSC-10)

€ con

@ Low legitimacy

€ Non-EU participation
difficult (assets & funds)

€ Medium escalation risks

€ Likely additional parallel
operations (coordination
challenge)
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NATO OPERATION
(E.G. LED BY TURKYE)
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@ Keep US out and in

@ Precedents
(Ocean Shield)

@ Strong command
structures

€ con

€3 International participation
€ Low legitimacy

€ High escalation risks

© Regional opposition

€ Geopolitical signal

€) CON = DISADVANTAGES
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TASK FORCE OF
COMBINED MARITIME

FORCES (CMF)

& rro

@ Existing structure

Broad international
participation
(47 members)

@ Existing information
sharing (JMIC)

€ con

© US led

€ Undermines CMF core
mandate (non-state
maritime security issues)

€ Undermines broader
regional maritime
security provision



Growing connectivity
implies new
vulnerability
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Mine threats
persist at sea

Key Observations
FROM THE STRAIT OF HORMUZ CRISIS

Lack of
understanding of
how the maritime

works

e
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Age of greyzone
and lawfare
is here

T
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Growing
politicization of
strategic waterways
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Blue crimes
are sticky
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Decline of traditional
naval hegemony and
maritime security
guarantees
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Geopolitical
fragmentation and
regionalization is on
the rise
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Proliferation of
new weapon
systems
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Planetary thinking
is well and alive
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