AT: PLAN = ITS BECAUSE IT ONLY FIATS THE U.S. JOINS PRE-EXISTING FRAMEWORK FOR TOPICALITY

THEIR ARGUMENT THAT JOINING A PRE-EXISTING FRAMEWORK FOR COOPERATION MAKES THEM TOPICAL IS NON-SENSE 

A.) NO FRAEMWORK FOR COOPERATION EXISTS – THEIR EVIDENCE IS OVER FIVE YEARS OLD – THE PLAN WOULD HAVE TO CREATE A NEW FRAMEWORK FOR COOPERATION WHICH CERTAINLY MAKES THEM EXTRA TOPICAL BECAUSE THE PLAN INCLUDES A MANDATE FOR NON-TOPICAL ACTION

CBS NEWS, 7/7/11 (http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503543_162-20077462-503543.html)
Beijing was deeply offended when two journalists from China's state-run Xinhua news agency were barred from covering the historic launch of the shuttle Endeavour in May, the second-to-last mission for the U.S. shuttle program.  Endeavour blasted off from Florida's Kennedy Space Center on May 16, carrying an Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer-2 particle detector - a $1.5 billion apparatus developed, in part, by Chinese scientists. It became a source of national pride in China.  Banned from covering the launch, the government mouthpiece lashed out in a report two days blasting "discriminative" new U.S. legislation which bans any of NASA's government-apportioned funding being used in partnership with, to support or host any entity of the Chinese government.  The Xinhua article refers to a clause added by Rep. Frank Wolf (R-Va.), chairman of the House committee which oversees NASA's budget - and a fierce critic of China's human rights record, to an emergency national budget bill passed in April to keep the U.S. government running for six months.  Xinhua's article claimed "even Americans themselves" viewed the so-called "Wolf Clause" as discriminatory. The emergency budget averted a government-wide shutdown, and it was passed in spite of vocal objections by members of both parties to many of the restrictions included. However, there has been little talk in Washington specifically about the clause on space cooperation with China, and no U.S. lawmakers have publicly labeled it "discriminative," as Xinhua suggested.  "Obviously, the 'Wolf Clause' runs counter to the trend that both China and the United States are trying to push ahead their exchanges and cooperation in science and technology," said the Xinhua article.  In remarks to the House Appropriations subcommittee explaining his stance, Wolf made it clear China's dismal record on human rights was behind the legislation blocking any NASA interaction with China's military-run space program.  "Consider our differing worldviews," said Wolf. "The U.S. was founded on the premise that liberty is a birthright, that individual human life is sacred, that the freedom to worship according to the dictates of your conscience is paramount. The Chinese government operates antithetically to these beliefs."  "There is no clearer indication of the gulf that exists between our two countries than the Chinese government's treatment of its own people."  But experts in U.S.-China relations accuse Wolf of seeking to "ram through a potentially unconstitutional assault on the president's ability to conduct scientific diplomacy."  Gregory Kulacki, a Beijing-based global security analyst and member of the Union of Concerned Scientists wrote in the journal "Nature" that the restrictions placed on NASA may, in part, be partisan U.S. politics threatening to further exacerbate a relationship already fraught with distrust.  The scientist tells CBS News that Wolf's amendment was "prompted by efforts by the Obama administration to reach out to the Chinese (on space cooperation) even though the Bush Administration had been doing the same thing for years."  "The ban should be lifted," wrote Kulacki bluntly. "The progress of Chinese space activity during the previous US administration suggests that the prohibitions that have stifled Sino-American scientific cooperation for decades have not achieved their aims, and have arguably been counterproductive. China has shown that it has the talent and resources to go it alone. The sanctions have only severed links between the countries and made a new generation of Chinese intellectuals resentful and suspicious of the United States. And they stand in contrast to the tradition of scientists strengthening diplomatic relations.”  

B.) EVEN IF THEY ARE RIGHT, IT DOESN’T MAKE THEM TOPICAL.  THERE IS A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN INCREASING U.S. SPACE EXPLORATION AND INCREASING THE U.S. CONTRIBUTION TO A JOINT-COOPERATIVE FRAMEWORK FOR SPACE EXPORATION

IN ORDER TO BE TOPICAL, THE EXPLORATION AND DEVELOPMENT MUST BELONG SOLELY TO THE UNTIED STATES – THEY ARE NOT TOPICAL BECAUSE THEIR EXPLORATION/DEVELOPMENT IS JOINT IN NATURE 

SIMPLY PUT, THE AFF DOESN’T INCREASE “ITS” EXPLORATION BUT INSTEAD IT INCREASES “JOINT” EXPLORATION 

