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U.S. and China are cooperating on space – Obama and Hu talks prove. 

Yasuhito Fukushima National Institute for Defense Studies, Ministry of Defense 11 “An Asian perspective on the new US space policy: The emphasis on international cooperation and its relevance to Asia,” Space Policy 27 (2011) 3-6 Herm

The Obama administration is now trying to promote space cooperation with China. In November 2009 President Obama and China’s President, Hu Jintao, agreed to seek further discussions on space science cooperation and to initiate a dialogue on human spaceflight and space exploration.22 The two leaders also welcomed reciprocal visits of the NASA administrator and his Chinese counterpart in 2010. This led to an official visit to China by NASA Administrator Charles Bolden in October 2010.23 Bolden met his counterpart, Chen Qiufa, head of the China National Space Administration and visited Chinese human spaceflight related facilities.24 In addition, both presidents shared the view that the two countries have common interests in the promotion of the peaceful use of space and agreed to take steps to enhance security in space. In pursuance of this the administration is seeking bilateral TCBMs with China. In October 2010 Defense Secretary Gates mentioned the need for strategic dialogue, which includes the issue of space security, in a meeting with China’s Defense Minister Liang Guanglie.25
U.S. space successes trade-off with Chinese space softpower.   
William MARTEL Nat’l Security Affairs @ Fletcher AND Toshi YOSHIHARA Chair of Asia-Pacific Studies @ US Naval War College ‘3 “Averting a Sino-U.S. Space Race” Washington Quarterly 26 (4) p. 21-23

As with the United States, China's objectives in space reflect broad com​mercial and military interests. From an economic perspective, the PRC views the exploitation of space as an integral part of its modernization drive, a top priority on Beijing's national agenda.8 The rapid growth of China's economy in the past two decades has fueled investments in civilian space capabilities for several reasons. First, the explosive growth of the Chinese telecommunications market has spurred China to put both indigenous and foreign-made networks of communications satellites into orbit to keep pace with demand. Second, China's relatively inexpensive and increasingly reli​able launchers have enabled Beijing to provide satellite-launching services to major international customers. Third, China recognizes that space re​search at the frontier of scientific knowledge promises innovative break​throughs that are likely to strengthen its economic power and technological capabilities in the long term. As a result of these economic imperatives, the Chinese government has invested substantial resources in a robust space program. The PRC has de​veloped a comprehensive scientific and industrial base capable of producing commercial space launchers and satellites. Chinese launch vehicles, which have become increasingly reliable and competitive in the international mar​ket, can place a variety of satellites—including those used for communica​tions, remote sensing, photo reconnaissance, meteorology, and scientific research—into earth orbit. Furthermore, since 1999, China's involvement in preparations for manned space flight has at​tracted substantial international attention. In the case of national security, China's space program is shrouded in extreme secrecy, effec​tively shielding Chinese intentions and capa​bilities from outside observers. The PRC's official policy is to support the exploitation of space for economic, scientific, and cultural ben​efits while firmly opposing any militarization of space.9 China has consistently warned that any testing, deployment, and use of space-based weapons will undermine global security and lead to a destabilizing arms race in space.10 These public pro​nouncements have been primarily directed at the United States, especially after President George W. Bush declared in December 2001 that the United States was officially withdrawing from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and accelerating U.S. efforts to develop a missile defense system. Some Chinese observers point to U.S. efforts to militarize space as evi​dence of the U.S. ambition to establish unilateral hegemony. For example, in 2001, Ye Zhenzhen, a correspondent for a major daily newspaper of the Chi​nese Communist Party, stated that, "[a]fter the Cold War, even though the United States already possessed the sole strategic advantage over the entire planet, and held most advanced space technology and the most satellites, they still want to bring outer space totally under their own armed control to facilitate their smooth ascension as the world hegemon of the 21st century."11 Diplomatically, China has urged the use of multilateral and bilateral legal instruments to regulate space activities, and Beijing and Moscow jointly oppose the development of space weapons or the militarization of space.12 The Chinese leadership's opposition to weaponizing space provides evi​dence of China's growing concern that the United States will dominate space. The United States' avowed intention to ensure unrivaled superiority in space, as exemplified by the Rumsfeld Commission report, increasingly defines China's interests in space. Chinese anxieties about U.S. space power began with the 1991 Gulf War, when the PRC leadership watched with awe and dismay as the United States defeated Iraq with astonishing speed. Beijing recognized that the lopsided U.S. victory was based on superior com​mand and control, intelligence, and communications systems, which relied heavily on satellite networks. Demonstrations of the United States' undis​puted conventional military power in Bosnia; Kosovo; Afghanistan; and, most recently, Iraq further highlighted for Chinese officials the value of in​formation superiority and space dominance in modern warfare. China's obsession with national prestige, which forms the backdrop for its commercial and military interests, also animates the country's space policy.13 The PRC government has long boasted about its status as one of the few major space-faring nations. Indeed, its manned space program has been driven largely by the desire to become the third nation, after the United States and the former Soviet Union, to launch humans into space. Success in China's manned space program will confer a strong sense of national dig​nity and international status on the country, which are viewed as crucial el​ements to sustain the legitimacy of the Communist Party and replace its declining ideological appeal. This intangible yet powerful expression of Chi​nese nationalism partially explains why Beijing invests substantial national resources into its space program.14 Sources of Competition At the same time that the United States views space dominance as a funda​mental tenet of its national security, China evidently views U.S. space domi​nance as a major threat to its geostrategic interests. These views inevitably breed a zero-sum competition, in which one side perceives any loss as a gain for the other, and could ultimately prove destabilizing for Sino-U.S. relations. 

Chinese soft power prevents Taiwan independence 

Bates Gill, expert on Chinese foreign policy and the current director of the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, and Yanzhong Huang, Senior Fellow for Global Health and the Council on Foreign Relations, 06 

Survival, "Sources and limits of Chinese 'soft power'", June 2006, http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/section?content=a747985000&fulltext=713240928, [Zheng] 

A most intriguing example of China's soft power can be seen in its relations with Taiwan. In 2005, China launched a charm offensive against the politicians and people in the island by inviting opposition party leaders to visit the mainland, extending tuition benefits to Taiwanese studying at mainland universities, and, through a zero-tariff policy on imports of Taiwan's fruit, offering export incentive perks to farmers in the south of Taiwan (traditionally a pro-Taiwan independence stronghold). This 'hearts-and-minds' policy not only aims to reduce the perception of military threat from China, but also gives the Chinese government leverage to exercise influence in Taiwan's political culture and society, and politically marginalise Taiwan's independence-oriented president, Chen Shui-bian. In part as a result of Beijing's manoeuvres in recent years - and Chen's increasingly frustrated but worrisome responses - the possibility for Taiwan independence seems more distant and difficult. Chen Shiubian has increasingly alienated American supporters in Washington who do not appreciate what they see as his provocative political stance on cross-Strait issues. In the meantime, some 1 million, or about 5%, of the Taiwan population lives and works in China, and Taiwan business has invested more than $100bn on the mainland. To be sure, some of China's influence over Taiwan is not so 'soft' at all: its military build-up along the Taiwan Strait, including the deployment of more than 700 ballistic missiles targeting the island, is a coercive threat aimed at thwarting independence moves by Taiwan. On the other hand, the Taiwan legislature's inability or unwillingness since 2001 to appropriate funding to purchase some $18bn worth of weapons offered by Washington - a seemingly wise course in the face of China's growing military clout - is another indication of the mainland's ability to shape policy decisions on Taiwan in its favor. Beijing's influence still falls far short of achieving reunification with Taiwan. Indeed, the vast majority of Taiwan's citizens prefer a status quo which neither invites Chinese coercion (or worse) nor requires unification with the Communist mainland. But a combination of Beijing's soft- and hard-power instruments in recent years appears to have stemmed the political fortunes of the pro-independence movement in Taiwan for the time being. 

One could call this article a worst-case scenario for the new American century
Taiwan Independence leads to nuclear war 

Victor Corpus, (Former Brigadier General, Former head of Army Intelligence), ‘06

[Asian Times, “If it comes to a shooting war”, 8-20-6, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China/HD20Ad03.html // Lack]

One could call this article a worst-case scenario for the new American century. Why worst case? Because of the hard lessons from history. The Romans did not consider the worst-case scenario when Hannibal crossed the Alps with his elephants and routed them; or when Hannibal encircled and annihilated the numerically superior Roman army at the Battle of Cannae. Taiwan declares independence! China has anticipated and long prepared itself for this event. After observing "Operation Summer Pulse –04" when US aircraft carrier battle groups converged in the waters off China's coast in mid-July through August of 2004, Chinese planners began preparing to face its own worst-case scenario: the possibility of confronting a total of 15 carrier battle groups composed of 12 from America and three from its close British ally. China's strategists refer to its counter-strategy to defeat 15 or more aircraft carrier battle groups as the "assassin's mace" or shashaujian. After proper coordination with Russia and Iran and activating their previously agreed strategic plan, troops and weapon systems are pre-positioned. China then launches a missile barrage on Taiwan. Command and control nodes, military bases, logistics centers, vital war industries, government centers and air defense installations are simultaneously hit with short and medium range ballistic missiles armed with conventional, anti-radar, thermo baric and electro-magnetic pulse warheads. The assassin's mace: China's anti-satellite weapons Glee and ecstasy soon turn to shock as monitor screens suddenly go blank. Then all communication via satellites goes dead. China has drawn its second "trump card" (the assassin's mace) by activating its maneuverable "parasite" micro-satellites that have unknowingly clung to vital (NORAD) radar and communication satellites and have either jammed, blinded or physically destroyed their hosts. This is complemented by space mines that maneuver near adversary satellites and explode. Secret Chinese and Russian ground-based anti-satellite laser weapons also blind or bring down US and British satellites used for C4ISR (command, control, communication, computers, intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance). And to ensure redundancy and make sure that the adversary C4ISR system is completely "blinded" even temporarily, hundreds of select Chinese and Russian information warriors (hackers) specifically trained to attack their adversary's C4ISR systems simultaneously launch their cyber offensive. For a few precious minutes, the US and UK advancing carrier battle groups are stunned and blinded by the "mace", ie, a defensive weapon used to temporarily blind a stronger opponent. But the word mace has another meaning; one which is deadlier and used in combination with the first. Missile barrage on advancing carrier battle groups A few seconds after the "blackout", literally hundreds of short and medium-range ballistic missiles (DF7/9/11/15s, DF4s, DF21X/As, some of which are maneuverable) pre-positioned on the Chinese mainland, and stealthy, sea-skimming and highly-accurate cruise missiles (YJ12s, YJ22s, KH31A/Ps, YJ83s, C301s, C802s, SS-N-22s, SS-NX-26/27s, 3M54s & HN3s) delivered from platforms on land, sea and air race toward their respective designated targets at supersonic speed. Aircraft carriers are allotted a barrage of more than two dozen cruise missiles each, followed by a barrage of short and medium-range ballistic missiles timed to arrive in rapid succession. Chinese and Russian missiles cocked Both Chinese and Russian inter-continental ballistic missiles (ICBMs), submarine-launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs), and the two countries' extensive air defense systems have been coordinated and ready to respond in the event that the US and UK decide to retaliate with a nuclear attack. America crippled on three major fronts In just a few hours (or days) after the outbreak of general hostilities, America, the world's lone superpower, finds itself badly crippled militarily in three major regions of the world: East Asia, Central Asia and the Middle East. Impossible? Unfortunately, the answer is no. China now has the know-how and the financial resources to mass-produce hundreds, if not thousands, of Moskit, Yakhont and Granit-type supersonic anti-ship cruise missiles and "squall"-type rocket torpedoes against which US and UK aircraft carriers and submarines have no known defense. Iran, on the other hand, already possesses the same supersonic cruise missiles that can destroy any ship in the Persia Gulf, including aircraft carriers. Russia and China, meanwhile, are operating on familiar grounds close to their territory, compared to the US, which needs to cross the Atlantic and Pacific to replenish troops and logistics. Grimmer scenarios There is a scenario grimmer than described above, however, and that is if strategic planners belonging to that elite group called the Project for the New American Century decide to launch a nuclear "first strike" against China and Russia and risk a mutually-assured destruction: 1)In defense of Taiwan ... or 2) In launching a "preventive war" to stop China from catching up economically and militarily. Or, if China decides to start an offensive against Taiwan with a one-megaton nuclear burst 40 kilometers above the center of the island. Or, if China and Russia decide to arm a number of their short and medium-range ballistic missiles and supersonic cruise missiles with tactical nuclear warheads in defending themselves against US and UK aircraft carrier battle groups. Land-attack versions of these supersonic cruise missiles armed with nuclear warheads carried by stealthy Chinese and Russian submarines can also put American coastal cities at great risk to nuclear devastation. Strategic planners must also consider these worst-case possibilities. 

Uniqueness – China Space Softpower Now

China uses space as a means to develop soft power

Kevin Polpetter Mr. Pollpeter has advanced Chinese language skills and holds a master’s degree in International Policy Studies from the Monterey Institute of International Studies. 08 Strategic Studies Institute, “BUILDING FOR THE FUTURE: CHINA’S PROGRESS IN SPACE TECHNOLOGY DURING THE TENTH 5-YEAR PLAN AND THE U.S. RESPONSE” March 2008 pg 23-24 Herm

Similarly, Dr. Evan Medeiros writes that China’s foreign policy goals are to “[maximize] its influence, leverage, and freedom of action while pursuing economic development to facilitate its reemergence as a great power.”59 China is implementing this strategy by establishing partnerships with other major powers in order to make China an attractive or indispensable actor whose interests must be taken into account. The second component of this strategy is an activist international agenda “designed to establish China’s reputation as a responsible member of the international community and mute widespread concerns about how Beijing is likely to employ its growing capabilities, thus reducing the incentives for others to unite in opposition to China.”60 This strategy is also designed to protect China’s core national interests against external threats as well as to shape the international system in which it operates. In addition, China’s activities are to help usher in a multipolar world in which China would be one of several great powers.61 In the short term, however, China’s foreign policy is concentrated on developing national capabilities and international partners while avoiding the provocative consequences of a more straightforward hegemonic or balancing strategy.62 This section examines the benefits of space power China uses to pursue these goals. 24 Space Power’s Contribution to China’s Comprehensive National Power. China’s space program furthers its grand strategy ambitions by adding to China’s comprehensive national power (CNP). Comprehensive national power is defined as the sum of a nation’s economic, political, military, scientific and technological, educational, and cultural strength. CNP can be divided into hard power, such as military force, and soft power, such as economic and cultural influence. While space power is not a main contributor to China’s CNP, it nevertheless is considered an important component. Space activities increase China’s hard power by improving China’s military capability and increase its soft power through its economic and political benefits.
China’s space modernization programs peaceful

Kevin Polpetter Mr. Pollpeter has advanced Chinese language skills and holds a master’s degree in International Policy Studies from the Monterey Institute of International Studies. 08 Strategic Studies Institute, “BUILDING FOR THE FUTURE: CHINA’S PROGRESS IN SPACE TECHNOLOGY DURING THE TENTH 5-YEAR PLAN AND THE U.S. RESPONSE” March 2008 Pg. 22-23 Herm

China’s burgeoning space program provides opportunities for China to use the benefits derived from space power to become a more influential and respected nation. The trappings of a robust space program are one hallmark of the great powers and China appears to be positioning itself as a great power with its space program. Indeed, as a COSTIND press release on its Eleventh Five-year Plan for space science states, “Our country is one of the few major space powers. China’s position in the world and the country’s security depend on the continued fast development of space technology.”55 This sentiment would be in accordance with some Chinese analysts who have advocated that China adopt a great power mentality in which China’s interests mirror those of the major powers.56 While there is no official Chinese “grand strategy,” the Chinese leadership appears to have reached a consensus on the goals of China’s foreign policy and how it should go about achieving them.57 According to Avery Goldstein, China’s grand strategy: aims to engineer China’s rise to great power status within the constraints of a unipolar international system that 23 the United States dominates. It is designed to sustain the conditions necessary for continuing China’s program of economic and military modernization as well as to minimize the risk that others, most importantly the peerless United States, will view the ongoing increase in China’s capabilities as an unacceptably dangerous threat that must be parried or perhaps even forestalled. China’s grand strategy, in short, aims to increase the country’s international clout without triggering a counterbalancing reaction.58

China wants a peaceful rise in space 

Chang Xianqi, major in the PLA and professor at the Institute of Command and Technology, and Sui Junqin, PhD candidate at the Institute of Command and Technology and earned a Master’s Degree from the University of Science and Technology in Beijing, 06
China Security, "Space Weaponization and Space Security: A Chinese Perspective", 2006, http://www.chinasecurity.us/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=244&Itemid=8, [Zheng] 
China will persist in taking the road of peaceful development and unswervingly pursue a national defense policy that is defensive in nature. The development goal for China to strive for in the first 20 years of this century is to build a moderately prosperous society. China will mainly rely on its own strength for development, and therefore poses no obstacle or threat to any one. China needs a peaceful international environment for its own development, which in turn will enhance peace and development in the world. The Chinese government has long seen its space mission as an important part of its overall development strategy, and has consistently adhered to the goal of exploring and utilizing outer space peacefully for the benefit of mankind. China’s basic task as a developing country is to build its economy, continuously modernize and boost overall national strength. The important position and role of space activities in safeguarding national interests and implementing national development strategies determine the specific goals for China’s space mission. With regard to bolstering national strength, the development of “micro-technology,” particularly microelectronic technology, has led to the birth of small and micro-satellites, which will continue to play a key role in China’s space program. Employing the new design concept of miniaturized satellites, scientists can reduce construction time while lowering the cost and risk of R&D. Thus, miniaturized satellites can be mass-produced more easily and along with their capacity to operate in constellations, have demonstrated superior operational capability. Demonstrating rapid sector growth and widespread application, small and micro-satellites are highly valued by the space sector both in China and abroad. From 1985 to 2000, 660 small satellites were put into orbit worldwide, half of which were micro-satellites. This percentage has been growing with recent progress in aerospace technology. As a key player among the world’s space-faring nations, China has also attached great significance to the development of micro-satellites. In fact, China has already begun the research, development and deployment of a series of small and micro-satellites. However, China will continue to adhere to a defense-oriented national defense policy. Its exploration and utilization of space, including the development and application of micro-satellites, is for peaceful purposes only. China’s fledging micro-satellite capabilities are expected to make significant contributions to the civilian field of satellite telecommunications, environmental disaster monitoring, scientific experimentation and high altitude surveillance. In this way, China will be able to facilitate economic growth while enhancing its national strength. Currently, however, China does not have any plan to use micro-satellites as anti-satellite weapons. This appears to hold true for future defense planning as well. Like many new high technologies, small and micro-satellites are typical dual-use technologies with military and civilian applications. Since China is neither the first country to possess this technology, nor the country with the most advanced technology, it seems incomprehensible that China should cause concern to others. 

China’s policy in space peaceful – economic progress, environmental protection, and international cooperation

Brian, Harvey an independent space analyst based in Dublin, Ireland. 2003 He is the author of recent books on the Chinese, Russian, Japanese, and Indian space programs. ‘China’s space programme: emerging competitor or potential partner?’, Center for Nonproliferation Occasional Paper, No. 12 (Monterey, CA,2003). Herm 

First, the White Paper recited China’s space achievements, articulated over-arching aims, and listed broad lines of development. It recalled how China had to struggle against a “weak infrastructure” and a “relatively backward level of science and technology.” It enunciated three broad aims for the space program: exploration, applications, and the promotion of economic development. Space development was set in its broader political context and linked to economic progress, environmental protection, and international cooperation. Internationally, China would make a point of working closely with the other countries of the Asia-Pacific region. In designing its space policy, China would select a small number of key areas of development and concentrate on them, rather than try to do everything. China would build on its best abilities and concentrate on a limited number of areas and targets according to its strengths. China would combine self-reliance with international cooperation. The short-term priorities of the space program were stated as: monitoring of the Earth, atmosphere, and oceans; weather forecasting; developing independent communications and broadcasting systems with long operating lives, high capacity, and reliability; and instituting an independent satellite navigation system.

No US - China space competition now - Obama stopped militarization and increased cooperation  

Baohui Zhang, Associate Professor of Political Science and Director of the Center for Asia 

Pacific Studies at Lingnan University, Hong Kong, 11 

Asian Survey, "The Security Dilemma in the US-China Military Space Relationship," November 2, 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/10.1525/AS.2011.51.2.311.pdf?acceptTC=true, [Zheng] 
Despite the pessimism about the U.S.-China military space relationship, this article suggests that the security dilemma is susceptible to changes in the strategic environments of the different parties. Perceptions that threats from other countries are rising or declining could intensify—or mollify—the security dilemma. Indeed, recent and important developments in the strategic environments of both countries have created conditions to ease tensions. These developments include the current strategic adjustment of the U.S. under the Obama administration, which has endorsed the banning of weapons in space; the recent U.S. willingness to curb missile defense; and the altered situation in the Taiwan Strait. These developments have significantly changed the strategic landscape between China and the U.S. and moderated the major factors contributing to the space security dilemma. This new strategic landscape may offer a window of opportunity for arms control in outer space. 

China pursuing soft power through space leadership. 

Foust, editor/publisher of The Space Review,
bachelors in geophysics from California Institute of Technology, Ph.D in planetary sciences from MIT, 6

[The Space Review, “China, competition, and cooperation”; 4/10/2006; http://www.thespacereview.com/article/599/1; Boyce]

Fortunately for NASA, a primary source on China’s space program turned up in Washington last week, just a short taxi ride from NASA Headquarters. Luo Ge, vice administrator of CNSA, spoke at a Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) event titled “Global Space Agenda: China” at a downtown Washington hotel on April 3. In his speech, he laid out a Chinese space program that has significant and growing capabilities, but one that not only poses no threat to the US, seems quite interested in cooperating with, not competing against, NASA. Luo emphasized that the bulk of China’s space program was oriented towards practical applications. “Our focus is on national, social, economic development,” he said through an interpreter. “That is our basic principle.” That has generally involved the development of satellites in five areas—telecommunications, meteorology, remote sensing, science, and recoverable spacecraft—as well as the launch vehicles needed to put them in orbit. Much of Luo’s talk focused on China’s future plans, which are primarily designed to continue efforts in those areas, as well as navigation and oceanography, two more recent areas of interest for the Chinese. However, what Luo described for the next five to ten years represented evolutionary, not revolutionary, developments that are no more advanced than what the US, Russia, or Europe are capable of today. A case in point is the development of a new heavy-lift launch vehicle. The New Generation Launch Vehicle (which is sometimes referred to in the West as the Long March 5, although Luo said that no official name has been assigned to the vehicle yet) will feature a five-meter payload fairing and a modular design that will allow it to place as much as 25 tons into low Earth orbit and 14 tons into geosynchronous transfer orbit. That would make it comparable to the largest expendable vehicles in service today, like the Delta 4 Heavy and the Ariane 5. However, it is far smaller than the shuttle-derived heavy-lift launcher NASA is developing for future lunar exploration: that rocket will be able to place over 100 tons into LEO. Likewise, the stated ambitions of its satellites would make them comparable, at best, to what other countries, and even companies, offer today. A series of remote sensing satellites, including three developed in cooperation with Brazil and a high-resolution stereo imaging satellite, would offer images with resolutions no better than about two meters per pixel. By comparison, US-based companies DigitalGlobe and GeoEye today sell imagery with resolutions as sharp as 60 centimeters a pixel, and both plan to launch satellites in the coming year capable of even higher-resolution images. Later this year China plans to launch SinoSat-2, its first “large” GEO communications satellite, with a mass at launch of 5,200 kilograms and the ability to generate up to 10 kilowatts of power. This is similar to what most of the major commercial communications satellite manufacturers have been building for nearly a decade. (Ironically, the commercial market has shown increased interest in recent years in smaller satellites.) And while China is interested in satellite navigation technologies, its focus is on regional systems, using satellites in GEO, rather than global systems that can compete with GPS; moreover, Luo noted China’s role in Europe’s Galileo system is focused on applications of that system, and not in any way on development of the space segment of Galileo itself. For all the attention focused on China’s manned space program and perceived lunar ambitions, Luo said very little about either during his presentation. He devoted only one slide each to both the future of the Shenzhou program and its unmanned lunar exploration program at the end of a forty-slide presentation. Luo said that the long-term goal of the manned space program was to develop an orbiting “space lab” by 2015. In the meantime, China is focusing on developing EVA technology, with plans (not stated by Luo in his presentation but widely reported elsewhere) to conduct a spacewalk on its next manned mission, Shenzhou 7, now planned for 2008. Luo acknowledged, though, that they have a long way to go in that field. “This technology is very mature in the US,” said Luo, who earlier in the day visited NASA’s Goddard Space Flight Center and got a glimpse of preparations for the planned final Hubble Space Telescope servicing mission. “But to us it’s something new.” And what about that lunar exploration program? Luo outlined China’s Chang’e lunar exploration program, which calls for an orbiter to be launched in 2007, a lander (perhaps featuring a rover, based on the illustration shown in the talk) in 2012, and a sample return mission in 2017. That timeline was something of a revelation for some in attendance at the CSIS presentation, although it was simply a reiteration of previous plans. And if to eliminate any uncertainty about that 2017 sample return mission, Luo added, “These are all unmanned missions.” Competition, cooperation, prestige, and politics After Luo’s talk, it was clear that China’s space program does not pose the threat to American space supremacy voiced several days earlier by some congressmen. Not only does China not have any stated plans to land humans on the Moon in 2017 (or at any time in the foreseeable future), China’s plans for the next five to ten years appear focused on trying to bring its space capabilities up to the level that the existing major space powers, including the US, have today. That does not mean that the US should become complacent regarding the Chinese, but it also means that there is no reason to fear them as well. Some might argue that there’s no reason to take Luo at his word, and that China may yet be developing in secret advanced space capabilities, including manned lunar exploration. True, it is wise to be skeptical about pronouncements of government officials, regardless of country. However, such capabilities, which may require the development of even-larger launch vehicles and a new spaceport, cannot be developed in secret forever. (See “Red Moon. Dark Moon.”, The Space Review, October 11, 2005.) Moreover, working on such projects in secret could negate what is one of the major purposes of the Chinese space program: international prestige. Some insight into that came during the question and answer session after Luo’s CSIS talk, when someone asked why China was pursuing both manned spaceflight and lunar exploration programs when he previously said the focus of Chinese space efforts was on practical applications. Luo argued that both programs fall into the space science and technology development aspects of China’s overall program. Moreover, in arguments not entirely unfamiliar to space advocates in the US, he said that the manned program also permitted research in biological and agricultural projects. However, one can argue that the biggest benefits of both the Shenzhou and Chang’e programs are prestige: China is only the third country to launch humans into orbit, and sending a series of probes to the Moon would put it into a similarly elite group of nations. By putting itself generally in the same tier of space powers as the US, it not only helps establish its credentials as a world power, it also elevates itself above the other major countries in East and South Asia, including spacefaring nations like Japan and India. Of course, one way for China to use space to make its mark as a world power is to race the US back to the Moon, as some in the US think China is doing. However, that would require a significant amount of money, which the Chinese program appears to be lacking. Asked about the size of the Chinese space budget, Luo said that Chinese budgets were “very complicated” but estimated annual expenditures at about $500 million. That’s not only a small fraction of NASA’s $16.5-billion budget, it’s also smaller than what Russia—which, like China, benefits from low-cost labor—spends on its space program today. It may explain why some of the high-profile, but expensive, aspects of China’s space program, like Shenzhou, have proceeded at a relatively slow pace. Given that modest budget, it’s no wonder that Luo emphasized cooperation, not competition, with the US in his talk. He noted that China is actively working with a number of other countries on various space ventures, and gently chided the US for not being nearly as open to cooperation with China as it was back in the 1980s. “I think one country, if it is open, it will have progress and prosperity, and if it is closed, then it is going to be left behind,” he said. He even suggested that China might be willing to participate in some way with the International Space Station. “ISS cooperation, we have always been interested,” he said. “We don’t have the ticket yet.” In any case, any US-China cooperation in space would provide a big boost in regional and international prestige for China, since it would be perceived as being an equal, in some respects, of the US in space—and it would cost far less than a space race. Others have previously pointed out that China does not appear competitive when it compares its space program with the American effort. Rep. Tom Feeney, who visited China earlier this year as part of the first Congressional delegation to go to the Chinese manned launch center in Jiuquan, told a Space Transportation Association breakfast in February that Chinese get “very humble” when the two programs are compared. “I think [that’s] partly because they do not want to be a threat and partly because they do not want to overly excite expectations that they cannot live up to,” he said. Such cooperation raises a number of foreign policy issues for both countries, but at least some in the US believe it’s time to engage China on space, rather than try to contain it. “Somehow, our strategy of containment, if its goal is to prevent you [China] from becoming a spacefaring nation, isn’t working,” said John Hamre, president of CSIS and a former deputy secretary of defense during the Clinton Administration, in introductory remarks at the April 3 event. Despite Luo’s statements, it’s likely some in Congress will continue to see China’s space program as a competitive threat to the US. According to the published accounts of the March 30 hearing, some used the perceived space race with China as proof that NASA needed more funding. According to Space News, Tom DeLay said that he would fight to get up to $5 billion added to NASA’s budgets in the coming years to accelerate development of the Crew Exploration Vehicle, citing China’s program as the reason. “We had a 40-year lead in space and we’re giving it up. The US is quibbling over $3 billion to $5 billion. It’s amazing to me,” he said. It is certainly tempting for space advocates to build up the threat of a space race with China—even if such a competition is highly unlikely—to help loosen Congressional purse strings and allow NASA to free itself from its current budget crunch. However, that short-term gain must be tempered by long-term risks: if a space race does not materialize, future Congresses and Administrations may revisit NASA’s budget and take away the funding it previously added. Worse, if the Vision for Space Exploration becomes associated, in the eyes of Congress or the public, as NASA’s instrument in a space race with China, the Vision itself could become threatened down the road when that race does not take shape. However, such long-term planning is not necessarily Congress’s forte, and some members of Congress have even shorter time horizons: on April 4, DeLay announced that he would be resigning from Congress by June, late enough to still be around when NASA delivers its report on China’s space program, but not nearly long enough to shepherd through the additional funding he claims is needed for NASA to counter the Chinese threat. There are signs, though, that cooperation may yet take hold between NASA and CNSA. After his CSIS speech, Luo flew to Colorado Springs to speak at the National Space Symposium. After his speech, he revealed to SPACE.com that he plans to invite Michael Griffin to come to China this fall. That may be the first step towards cooperation between the two nations’ space programs, or, at the very least, defuse any notions of a space race that, in the long run, could do NASA more harm than good.

China pursuing soft power in space.   

Jeffery Logan, Specialist in Energy Policy, Resources, Science, and Industry Division 07 CRS Report for Congress “China’s Space Program: Options for U.S.-China Cooperation” December 14, 2007 http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA474952&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf  Herm 

China’s Space White Paper of 2006 states that Chinese space activities are subservient to domestic social and economic development goals, which include national security.2 China has been a strong proponent of an arms control regime in space and has argued for the peaceful use of outer space in the United Nations’ Conference on Disarmament and at the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space dialogue. Some claim that China takes this stand in order to prevent further progress by the United States in space while allowing it to covertly catch up.

Uniqueness – China Not Threatened

China no longer considers US as a threat - PLA reports prove 

Baohui Zhang, Professor of Political Science and Director of the Center for Asia 

Pacific Studies at Lingnan University, Hong Kong, 11 

Asian Survey, "The Security Dilemma in the US-China Military Space Relationship," November 2, 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/10.1525/AS.2011.51.2.311.pdf?acceptTC=true, [Zheng] 

The current strategic adjustment by the U.S. has significantly lowered China’s traditional concern about the threat posed by a hegemonic America. China’s foreign policy analysts have reached a consensus that the U.S. has suffered a significant relative decline and is in the process of strategic retreat. 41 As a result, the old hegemonic system is believed to have disintegrated. This new perception of the U.S. position in the world has also led the PLA to reassess the likelihood of war between the two countries. Some Chinese military strategists now believe that the relative decline of the U.S. has critically affected the ability and will of the American military to engage in major foreign wars. Lei Sihai, a strategist with a PLA background, claims that “the military capability of the U.S. has declined significantly and it is no longer capable of launching major wars.” 42 Major General Jin Yinan, a strategist at the PLA National Defense University, has suggested that the rise of China and the relative decline of the U.S. have made a war scenario between them very unlikely. 43 Thus, the strategic landscape between China and the U.S., as seen by Chinese experts from both civilian and military backgrounds, has shifted because of changes in American grand strategy and military strategy. This change in perception has relaxed Chinese concerns about national security. It marks a significant turnaround from China’s view of the American threat from the mid-1990s to the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003, when the American pursuit of hegemony was seen as the greatest threat in China’s strategic environment. After U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert Gates announced major changes in the Pentagon’s 2010 budget, including cancelling the procurement of F-22 fighters and key missile defense programs, one PLA strategist characterized these adjustments as “a comprehensive rethinking about U.S. geopolitical  strategies.” As the analysis emphasizes, “Gates’s and Obama’s thinking no longer shows aggressiveness. Instead, they seek a new security framework through accommodation. These significant adjustments in U.S. military strategies, especially the decisions to cut missile defense and stop procurement of F-22 fighters, which are directed mainly against China and Russia, should be welcomed. They are conducive for relaxing relations among great powers and reducing their strategic misunderstanding.” 44 Moreover, Chinese experts have taken keen notice of the new space policy of the Obama administration, which opposes deployment of weapons in space and is willing to explore international agreements on the issue. As observed by a recent PLA analysis, “Obama’s willingness to reach an international treaty banning space-based weapons and to establish a global cooperative mechanism will have positive impacts on the world’s efforts for space arms control and prevention of an arms race.” 45 

Recent U.S. space posture reassures China through cooperation instead of competition.

Baohui Zhang, Associate Professor of Political Science and Director of the Center for Asia Pacific Studies at Lingnan University, Hong Kong, 11 

Asian Survey, "The Security Dilemma in the US-China Military Space Relationship", March/Aprill 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/10.1525/AS.2011.51.2.311.pdf?acceptTC=true, [Zheng] 

As Kevin Narizny points out in his study of grand strategy, political turnover in the executive office often leads to dramatic shifts in state behavior. In particular, changes in control of government from one party to another can lead states to redefine their strategic goals and the means of promoting them.40 The profound and ongoing strategic adjustment by the Obama administration has indeed borne out this argument. The much-maligned grand strategy of primacy and unilateralism has given way to a new stance that emphasizes strategic restraint and multilateral diplomacy. Smart power, rather than military preponderance, is now seen by many as the best way to pursue U.S. interests in the world. The current strategic adjustment by the U.S. has significantly lowered China’s traditional concern about the threat posed by a hegemonic America. China’s foreign policy analysts have reached a consensus that the U.S. has suffered a significant relative decline and is in the process of strategic retreat. 41 As a result, the old hegemonic system is believed to have disintegrated. This new perception of the U.S. position in the world has also led the PLA to reassess the likelihood of war between the two countries. Some Chinese military strategists now believe that the relative decline of the U.S. has critically affected the ability and will of the American military to engage in major foreign wars. Lei Sihai, a strategist with a PLA background, claims that “the military capability of the U.S. has declined significantly and it is no longer capable of launching major wars.”42 Major General Jin Yinan, a strategist at the PLA National Defense University, has suggested that the rise of China and the relative decline of the U.S. have made a war scenario between them very unlikely.43 Thus, the strategic landscape between China and the U.S., as seen by Chinese experts from both civilian and military backgrounds, has shifted because of changes in American grand strategy and military strategy. This change in perception has relaxed Chinese concerns about national security. It marks a significant turnaround from China’s view of the American threat from the mid-1990s to the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003, when the American pursuit of hegemony was seen as the greatest threat in China’s strategic environment. After U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert Gates announced major changes in the Pentagon’s 2010 budget, including cancelling the procurement of F-22 fighters and key missile defense programs, one PLA strategist characterized these adjustments as “a comprehensive rethinking about U.S. geopolitical strategies.” As the analysis emphasizes, “Gates’s and Obama’s thinking no longer shows aggressiveness. Instead, they seek a new security framework through accommodation. These significant adjustments in U.S. military strategies, especially the decisions to cut missile defense and stop procurement of F-22 fighters, which are directed mainly against China and Russia, should be welcomed. They are conducive for relaxing relations among great powers and reducing their strategic misunderstanding.”44 Moreover, Chinese experts have taken keen notice of the new space policy of the Obama administration, which opposes deployment of weapons in space and is willing to explore international agreements on the issue. As observed by a recent PLA analysis, “Obama’s willingness to reach an international treaty banning space-based weapons and to establish a global cooperative mechanism will have positive impacts on the world’s efforts for space arms control and prevention of an arms race.”45 

US and China are reaching agreements about space presence- peace is fragile though 

Baohui Zhang, Professor of Political Science and Director of the Center for Asia 

Pacific Studies at Lingnan University, Hong Kong, 11 

Asian Survey, "The Security Dilemma in the US-China Military Space Relationship," November 2, 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/10.1525/AS.2011.51.2.311.pdf?acceptTC=true, [Zheng] 

Important changes in U.S. strategic posture, missile defense, and the Taiwan Strait situation may now allow Washington and Beijing to extricate themselves from their space security dilemma, paving the way for arms control. In fact, these changes have already led to rising optimism among Chinese security experts with regard to the possibility of arms control in outer space. Zhao Kejin, a space security expert at Qinghua University, argues that there is no need for China to “engage the U.S. in a space arms race.” Instead, “Facing the possibility of emerging anarchy in outer space, China and the U.S. can work together to push for arms control negotiations, with the aim of establishing effective mechanisms for the monitoring and management of outer space.” 50 This upbeat mood among Chinese experts represents a big change from the pessimism of the Bush era. The challenge for China and the U.S. is to seize the opportunity and forge a realistic approach to space arms control. In this regard, China and the U.S. could pursue a two-stage strategy. The first stage would have to focus on reducing strategic misunderstandings and thus the vicious effects of the security dilemma. If so, the root cause of the action/counteraction spiral that defines a classic arms race will lose its hold on the two countries. Recent and important changes in the strategic landscape have improved the chances of achieving such a goal. Once the vicious circle of action and counteraction has been minimized, China and the U.S. could move on to the second stage, which is to pursue multilateral agreements banning weapons in space. Until recently, because of the Bush administration’s steadfast opposition to any legally binding treaty that would limit the U.S.’s military use of space, a multilateral approach to arms control seemed beyond reach. Now, however, the Obama administration’s willingness to take a leadership role in constructing a global treaty offers the hope of success. 

Uniqueness – US-China Space Cooperation
US engaging in peaceful space talks with China now.

James Clay Moltz, Associate Professor and Academic Associate for Security Studies at the NSA, 10

Journal of Contemporary China, "China, The United States, and Prospects for Asian Cooperation", December 9, 2010, http://pdfserve.informaworld.com/275401_731200556_930908496.pdf, [Zheng]  

Vice Administrator Luo Ge met with NASA chief Michael Grifﬁn and invited him to visit China. Grifﬁn’s eventual trip in the fall of 2006 resulted in frustration on the American side, as Chinese military ofﬁcials blocked access to certain locations promised by eager Chinese space ofﬁcials, reﬂecting tension within China’s own program regarding ofﬁcial policies on space cooperation. 31 In the end, the two sides agreed to continue their dialogue, although China’s January 2007 ASAT test caused a freeze as the US side signaled its obvious displeasure at this dangerous release of long-lasting orbital debris. In July 2008, however, a NASA delegation visited China to continue low-level discussions on possible areas of cooperation, and another meeting followed in Washington later in the year. In April 2009, a NASA team (including one senior ofﬁcial) visited China to continue talks with CNSA ofﬁcials on possible concrete activities in the areas of Earth remote-sensing and space science. 32 In October 2010, NASA Administrator Charles Bolden visited China and reportedly discussed possible human spaceﬂight cooperation. The meetings have marked small, but concrete steps to rebuild civil space cooperation between the two sides. Progress on the commercial front, however, has not yet occurred, due to the continuing presence of strict US ITAR rules. What has developed in recent years has been a growing consensus within the US military, industry, and, to a lesser extent, Congress that the ITAR regulations are no longer serving US interests. 33 Within the House of Representatives, Congresswoman Ellen Tauscher (Dem., Calif.) stated in the spring of 2009 that ITAR reform was her top priority and initiated legislation to change existing rules. She has since then left Congress to take a position in the Obama administration as the State Department’s undersecretary for arms control and nonproliferation. 34 New regulations are now moving through the inter-agency process. It seems likely, therefore, that such reforms will take place at some point in President Obama’s ﬁrst term, possibly opening avenues for renewed US– Chinese scientiﬁc or commercial space cooperation. Opponents of US– Chinese space cooperation, however, continue to ﬁght such changes vehemently. Congressman Dana Rohrabacher (Rep., Calif.) warns that there would be military risks from such cooperation, drawing a linkage between alleged transfers of know-how between the Hughes and the Loral corporations and the Chinese Long March company in the 1990s to the current missile programs in Iran and North Korea. 35 As Rohrabacher stated in a recent opinion piece, ‘Make no mistake, China’s eager pupils are making the most of this partnership’. 36 Other conservative analysts make the case that China’s increasingly militaristic direction in space is inevitable and that cooperation by the United States will only strengthen China’s hand. 37 Despite recent evidence of Chinese cyber attacks on US military websites, the strength of the anti-China lobby is waning under the pressure of US industry, senior military ofﬁcials, and reform-minded Democrats, who view current US efforts to isolate China in space as backﬁring. Yet, while these forces carried more weight in Congressional debates before November 2010, the newly Republican-led House of Representatives may try to block possible Obama administration space-related reforms or initiatives. One stillborn shift in the broader international framework surrounding Asian space cooperation was the agreement on a program of work in late May 2009 by countries at the Conference on Disarmament (CD) in Geneva—the ﬁrst such consensus since 1996. US willingness to discuss space security and Chinese willingness to discuss a ﬁssile material cut-off treaty seemed to provide the groundwork for the ﬁrst formal international negotiations addressing space security in a decade. 38 However, Pakistan’s decision in the fall of 2009 to block consensus on the CD agenda has prevented the start of any formal discussions. But the increasing crowding of space itself, the need for improved control over debris, and expanded efforts to avoid collisions are providing top-down pressures on all countries—regardless of region—to cooperate more closely in ‘managing’ space. While relatively autonomous policies were possible in the early decades of space activity, recent events (such as the 2007 Chinese ASAT test and the 2009 Iridium–Cosmos collision) and the resultant increase in orbital debris have forced countries and their militaries to begin thinking more collectively about space. The recent willingness of the US Air Force to expand its international data sharing on conjunction analysis regarding space debris and satellite collisions marks a signiﬁcant evolution in American thinking. China’s restraint from conducting additional kinetic ASAT tests since 2007 may be part of the same learning curve. These factors suggest that increasing cooperation and transparency may yet emerge in the coming years, since states recognize that the alternative is the possible loss of safe access to low-Earth orbital space. 

Obama is pursuing space cooperation with China.

Washington Post, 11

[Washington Post, “Mistrust stalls U.S.-China space cooperation”; 1/22/2011; http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/21/AR2011012104480.html; Boyce]

BEIJING - China's grand ambitions extend literally to the moon, with the country now embarked on a multi-pronged program to establish its own global navigational system, launch a space laboratory and put a Chinese astronaut on the moon within the next decade. The Obama administration views space as ripe territory for cooperation with China. Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates has called it one of four potential areas of "strategic dialogue," along with cybersecurity, missile defense and nuclear weapons. And President Obama and Chinese President Hu Jintao vowed after their White House summit last week to "deepen dialogue and exchanges" in the field. But as China ramps up its space initiatives, the diplomatic talk of cooperation has so far found little traction. The Chinese leadership has shown scant interest in opening up the most sensitive details of its program, much of which is controlled by the People's Liberation Army (PLA). At the same time, Chinese scientists and space officials say that Washington's wariness of China's intentions in space, as well as U.S. bans on some high-technology exports, makes cooperation problematic. For now, the U.S.-China relationship in space appears to mirror the one on Earth - a still-dominant but fading superpower facing a new and ambitious rival, with suspicion on both sides. "What you have are two major powers, both of whom use space for military, civilian and commercial purposes," said Dean Cheng, a researcher with the Washington-based Heritage Foundation and an expert on the Chinese military and space program. NASA's human spaceflight program has been in flux in recent years, fueling particular concern among some U.S. observers about the challenge posed by China's initiatives in that area. There is "a lot of very wary, careful, mutual watching," Cheng said. Song Xiaojun, a military expert and commentator on China's CCTV, said that substantial cooperation in the space field is impossible without mutual trust. Achieving that, he said, "depends on whether the U.S. can put away its pride and treat China as a partner to cooperate on equal terms. But I don't see that happening in the near future, since the U.S. is experiencing menopause while China is going through puberty." But while China may still be an adolescent in terms of space exploration - launching its first astronaut in 2003 - it has made some notable strides in recent months and years, and plans seem on track for some major breakthroughs. On the day Hu left for his U.S. trip, Chinese news media reported the inauguration of a new program to train astronauts - called taikonauts here - for eventual deployment to the first Chinese space station, planned for 2015. As part of the project, two launches are planned for this year, that of an unmanned space module, called Tiangong-1, or "Heavenly Palace," by summer, and later an unmanned Shenzhou spacecraft that will attempt to dock with it. On a separate track, China is also working through a three-stage process for carrying out its first manned moon landing. The first stage was completed in October with the successful launch of a Chang'e-2 lunar orbiter. In 2012 or 2013, an unmanned landing craft is scheduled to take a rover to the moon to collect rock and soil samples. By 2020, according to the plan, a taikonaut could land on the moon. Yet a third track is devoted to the development of a Chinese global navigational system, called Beidou, or "Compass," to challenge the current supremacy of the American global positioning system, or GPS. Beidou is scheduled to provide satellite navigation services to the Asia-Pacific region next year and to be fully global by 2020. Chinese academics involved in the space program said Beidou is crucial for China's military. Without its own navigational system, Chinese troops and naval vessels must rely almost exclusively on the American GPS system, which could be manipulated or blocked in case of a conflict. The new system "can cover the civilian and military sides," said Xu Shijie, a professor of astronautics at Beihang University in Beijing. "For the military side, it's more urgent." Xu, who heads a space research team, acknowledged that even some Chinese might question the government's decision to fund a costly space program at a time when there are other pressing concerns, such as developing the country's western provinces to bring living standards and incomes there into line with those in the more prosperous east. But he called the space program "a long-term investment," with the potential for beneficial spillover effects on the civilian economy. "The government is concerned with social welfare issues," Xu said. "But a scientist is also trying to look 20 years down the road." There is also the matter of prestige. As with other grandiose projects - high-speed rail, the world's biggest airport in Beijing, staging the 2008 Olympics - China's Communist leaders view the space program as a way to show citizens that they can produce successes, thus fostering patriotism and support for the party's continued rule. "National pride will increase," Xu said. "It's a selling point used by leading scientists." As part of the effort to expand public awareness of and excitement about the space program, the government broke ground in December for a 3,000-acre space-launch center and theme park on the southern island of Hainan, modeled after the Kennedy Space Center in Florida. When the center opens in 2014, the public will be able to watch rocket launches there from an elevated platform. The adjacent Hainan Space Park, meanwhile, will be divided into four sections, replicating the moon, the sun, Mars and Earth. "We want to combine tourism with education," said Liu Xianbo, an official with China Aerospace International Holdings, which is building the theme park. Hainan offers several advantages as a launch site, compared with China's existing, secrecy-cloaked sites in sparsely populated areas of Shanxi province, Sichuan and the Gobi Desert. It is already a major tourist destination. Its southern location, closer to the equator, maximizes the effects of Earth's rotation, boosting rocket thrust. And in the event of a mishap, launches over water, rather than land, would make rescues easier. Hainan also has another advantage: Parts of the island are already zoned for military use under the PLA's control. China's space program has a civilian component, under the China National Space Administration, but it is run primarily by the military. That could make enhanced cooperation with the United States difficult - and not just from the Chinese side. Last fall, when NASA administrator Charles F. Bolden Jr. visited China to explore areas where the two countries could cooperate in space, two senior Republican members of Congress - Reps. Frank R. Wolf (Va.) and John Abney Culberson (Tex.) - wrote to Bolden beforehand to protest, saying they had "serious concerns about the nature and goals of China's space program" and warning that "China's intentions for its space program are questionable at best." Since Republicans won control of the House in November's elections, Wolf now chairs the House Appropriations Committee's commerce, justice and science subcommittee, which oversees NASA's budget, and Culberson is a senior subcommittee member.

Space co-operation is high now - US & china working together
Foust ’11—aerospace analyst, journalist and publisher of The Space Review, degrees from Caltech and MIT (Jeff, “Resetting US-China Space co-operation,” http://www.spacepolitics.com/2011/01/20/resetting-us-china-space-cooperation/)

In November NASA administration Charles Bolden suggested any US-China space cooperation would proceed at a slow pace after his visit to China in October. That meeting, set up after a meeting of Presidents Hu and Obama in China in 2009, was also to feature a visit to the US by “the appropriate Chinese counterpart” to Bolden in 2010. That visit didn’t come, though, as Aviation Week suggested that Bolden was trying not to “alienate” Rep. Frank Wolf (R-VA), a leading critic of China and the new chairman of the appropriations subcommittee whose jurisdiction includes NASA. In a joint statement yesterday during Hu’s visit to Washington, the issue of space again appeared, with a new offer by the US for hosting a Chinese space meeting: The United States and China agreed to take specific actions to deepen dialogue and exchanges in the field of space. The United States invited a Chinese delegation to visit NASA headquarters and other appropriate NASA facilities in 2011 to reciprocate for the productive visit of the U.S. NASA Administrator to China in 2010. The two sides agreed to continue discussions on opportunities for practical future cooperation in the space arena, based on principles of transparency, reciprocity, and mutual benefit. The statement this time refers to a “Chinese delegation” instead of the “appropriate Chinese counterpart” to the NASA administrator, perhaps getting around one issue Chinese space experts like Dean Cheng have observed: China has apparently never designated who the counterpart to the NASA administrator is in the Chinese space program.

Obama is expanding international cooperation in space.

Frank A. Rose, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Arms Control, Verification and Compliance 2010 (Remarks at the Secure World Foundation and UNIDIR Conference, Space Security: Next Steps in TCBMs, “The U.S. National Space Policy, International Cooperation and the Pursuit of TCBMs” October 14, 2010 http://www.state.gov/t/avc/rls/149491.htm Herm

The Obama Administration’s expanded efforts in international space cooperation in space reflect our view and that of other space-faring nations that all of us face several critical challenges to our ability to operate safely and responsibly in space. As more nations and non-state organizations are using space for a wide variety of activities, congestion in space is becoming an increasingly difficult challenge. This Administration is focused on developing and implementing approaches to mitigate orbital debris by promoting “best practices” for the sustainable use of space. We are continuing to lead the development and adoption of international standards to minimize debris, and we are pursuing research and development of technologies and techniques to mitigate on-orbit debris, reduce hazards, and increase our understanding of the current and future debris environment. These activities provide valuable opportunities for expanded and beneficial international cooperation with the global space-faring community and the private sector.

US expanding increased international cooperation now

John R. Crook B.A. 1969, Wabash College; J.D. 1972, Yale University 10 The American Journal of International Law, Vol. 104, No. 4 (October 2010), pp. 666-668, American Society of International Law “New U.S. National Space Policy Emphasizes Cooperation, Signals U.S. Willingness to Consider Verifiable Space Arms Control Measures” October, 2010 http://www.jstor.org/stable/10.5305/amerjintelaw.104.4.0666  Herm

In July 2010, President Obama approved a new U.S. national space policy emphasizing enhanced cooperation with other countries in space activities.1 The policy document indicates that the United States intends to keep the International Space Station in operation until at least 2020, rather than 2015 as previously seemed possible. The policy expresses U.S. willingness to consider proposals for arms control measures in space if they are equitable and verifiable and if they enhance U.S. national security. Emphasizing the difficulties of verification, the United States has, in the past, opposed proposals by China and Russia to pursue arms control regimes in space.2 The policy was announced against a background of greatly increased activity in space by many countries. That activity has led to problems requiring enhanced cooperation, such as a growing threat to satellites and spacecraft from the mounting volume of orbiting space debris.3 An excerpt from a White House fact sheet summarizing the new policy follows: The United States remains committed to many long-standing tenets in space activities. The United States recognizes the rights of all nations to access, use, and explore space for peaceful purposes, and for the benefit of all humanity.
The US and China will cooperate in space now.  

Augustine et al, The Review of U.S. Human Spaceflight Plans Committee released by the USFG,  Under Secretary of the Army from 1975-77. & Chairman of the Review of United States Human Space Flight Plans Committee.”, 9

[The Review of U.S. Human Spaceflight Plans Committee, Norman R. Augustine, et al; “Review of Human Spaceflight Plans Committee”; “Seeking a Human Spaceflight Program Worthy of a Great Nation”; Press conference 10/22/2009; http://legislative.nasa.gov/396093main_HSF_Cmte_FinalReport.pdf; Boyce]

The Committee notes that China has had an operational human spaceflight program since 2003, and India has announced plans to launch astronauts into space using indigenous assets. The U.S. and India have already begun cooperative activities in space: the Chandrayaan-I spacecraft was flown to the Moon in October 2008 with U.S. instruments onboard. A number of nations are already developing capabilities that could significantly contribute to an international space exploration program. The U.S. has announced that it held preliminary discussions with China regarding joint space activities. It is the view of the Committee that China offers significant potential in a space partnership. China has a human-rated spacecraft and booster system and is only the third country to launch astronauts into space. It has demonstrated advanced capabilities, including extra-vehicular activity on a September 2008 mission. China plans to fly the heavy-lift Long March V vehicle before 2015, which it indicates will eventually be used to establish a space station, currently planned for initial launch in 2020.

Uniqueness—China Pursuing Commercial Space

China modernizing in space: Moon program but it’s not violent.

Xinhua 6/9

(Deng Shasha, 6/9/11, " China's second moon orbiter Chang'e-2 goes to outer space    ", http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/china/2011-06/09/c_13920425.htm; Boyce)

BEIJING, June 9 (Xinhua) -- China's second moon orbiter Chang'e-2 on Thursday set off from its moon orbit for outer space about 1.5 million km away from the earth, Chinese scientists said Thursday. The orbiter left its moon orbit at 5:10 p.m. and it will take about 85 days for the orbiter to reach outer space, according to the State Administration of Science,Technology and Industry for National Defence (SASTIND). The orbiter had finished all its tasks within its designed life span of six months by April 1. Scientists decided to let it carry out additional exploratory tasks as the orbiter still had fuel in reserve. Traveling into outer space from the moon's orbit is the most important task among five additional ones, according to the SASTIND. "It's the first time in the world for a satellite to be set off from the moon in remote outer space," said Zhou Jianliang, deputy chief engineer of the Chang'e-2 measure and control system of the Beijing Aerospace Control Center (BACC). Moon exploration means about 400,000 km away from the earth, but outer space exploration means 1.5 million km, posing great challenges to the country's technology in measure and control, telecommunications, data transaction and orbit design, scientists said. Before flying away, the orbiter had finished two additional tasks as of May 23. One was to take photos of the northern and southern poles of the moon. The other was to descend again to the perilune orbit, about 15 km away from the surface, to catch high-resolution images of the Sinus Iridum, or Bay of Rainbows, the proposed landing ground for future moon missions. Scientists hope the satellite can continue operations until the end of next year. "We are developing outer space measure and control stations in outer space and they will be capable to carry out tasks by the end of the second half next year," said an SASTIND scientist, who declined to be named. At that time, the satellite can be used to test the two stations' functions, the scientist said. Challenges exist as Chang'e-2 was not designed for the additional task and it is now in extended service without extra capacities to deal with abnormal risks, Zhou said. Meanwhile, long-distance brings many problems like weakening signals and difficulties in measure and control, Zhou said. The Chang'e probes are named after a legendary Chinese moon goddess who flew to the moon. Besides the current operations, China's ambitious three-stage moon mission will include a moon landing and launch of a moon rover around 2012 in the second phase. In the third phase, another rover will land on the moon and return to earth with lunar soil and stone samples for scientific research around 2017. The country has no plan or timetable for a manned moon landing for now. China launched its first lunar probe, Chang'e-1, in October 2007. It became the third country after Russia and the United States to send a person into space in 2003. Two more manned space missions followed with the more recent in 2008 involving the country's first human space walk.
Uniqueness-Existing Chinese Modernization Defensive

Existing Chinese modernization is defensive.

NPR 6-20

[NPR by LOUISA LIM, foreign correspondant; “China's Growing Military Muscle: A Looming Threat?”; 6/20/2011; http://www.npr.org/2011/06/20/136901727/chinas-growing-military-muscle-a-looming-threat; Boyce]

A 'Changing Situation' Many within the military establishment downplay the idea of a "China threat," asserting that China's aims are not expansionist. "We only want one thing: Don't harm our interests," says retired Maj. Gen. Xu Guangyu. But China's interests are expanding at warp speed, encompassing ever more shipping lanes, oil supply channels and Chinese citizens overseas. "The U.S. must accept the changing situation. As China becomes more powerful, we'll start voicing our opinions about our maritime demands, and any conflicts regarding surrounding territories," he says. He characterizes China's security stance as "active defense," and says Beijing has no intention of opening military bases overseas or replacing the U.S. as a "global policeman." But there are clearly more hawkish voices, which are becoming ever louder in this debate. TheGlobal Times, a nationalistic-leaning tabloid, recently ran an editorial calling for Chinese military bases overseas. "If the world really wants China to take more responsibilities in Asia-Pacific region and around the world, it should allow China to participate in international military co-operations and understand the need of China to set up overseas military bases," said the Global Times. "It will not only make our world safer, but can also protect trade routes from pirates and terrorists. Worrying about China's overseas military activity will only isolate China from the rest of the world." Perhaps hoping to defuse tensions, China recently sent its military band, along with its top generals, to the U.S. In public, the talk was of friendly cooperation. But many fear China's speedy military modernization speaks another language.

China Rise Peaceful

China rise will be peaceful.

Chung-in, professor of political science at Yonsei University, 6-21

[Moon Chung-in, published in Korea JoongAng Daily; “[Viewpoint] Don’t overestimate China’s rise”; 6/21/2011; http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2937814; Boyce]
I attended the June 12-13 World Economic Forum on East Asia in Jakarta, Indonesia. China was the central focus of the meeting amid growing antagonism and a joint stand among Southeast Asian nations against China over territorial claims in the South China Sea. China said it wants to settle the dispute through dialogue, but few among Southeast Asian states were reassured. But is the hard-headed standoff the only approach? In his recent book “On China,” former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger compares the intransigent rivalry between the British and Germans in pre-World War I Europe to the present tension between the United States and China. In his concluding chapter arguing for a “balance of power” and the use of meaningful diplomacy to work out sticky foreign and economic affairs with China, Kissinger cited the “Crowe Memorandum,” authored by Eyre Crowe, a senior British foreign officer, for presentation to British Foreign Secretary Earl Grey in 1907. The memorandum suggested that the British Empire take a hard-line approach to the recently unified German state, a policy that would eventually influence the break out of World War I seven and a half years later. “England must expect that Germany will surely seek to diminish the power of any rivals, to enhance her own by extending her dominion, to hinder the cooperation of other states, and ultimately to break up and supplant the British Empire,” Crowe argued. The conciliatory moves from moderate German statesmen, he argued, were gestures to mask ambitions for expansion and advised against any attempt to seek alliance or mutual trust between the two powers. Kissinger expressed concern that the same power game and choices are laid out between two major protagonists in the Pacific. Hawkish policy makers in Washington are arguing that “China is surely seeking to extend its dominion and ultimately supplant the United States” in calling for actions to suppress China’s increasing global clout. He warns the U.S. against repeating the apparent European fallacy of a century ago as its relations with China cannot be a zero-sum game, and advised the two major powers to instead seek a richer “co-evolving” pattern of alliances. His argument, based on his ample experience in dealing with China, also makes us rethink our own response to China’s assertiveness. To pose as a formidable challenge to the U.S., China must be equally competent in capabilities, motives and political will. But China today falls short of meeting these qualifications. In capabilities, China cannot be genuinely regarded as a rich country even if it becomes the world’s largest economy in terms of gross domestic product by 2017, as the IMF predicts. Even as the world’s largest exporter and holder of foreign exchange reserves, the economy supports an enormous population of 1.3 billion people, of which a majority remain poor. In military power, it is hardly comparable to the United States. The United States has military alliances with more than 60 countries compared with China’s one alliance with Pakistan. China cannot think of mobilizing military power on a global scale. China should not be seen as a real threat in intentions as well. Its foreign stance is still a “peaceful” rise, as the leadership is primarily engrossed in domestic affairs of improving the wide wealth gap among the income classes and regions, dealing with corruption, and addressing resource and environmental problems. It must maintain peace with the outside world to pursue harmony within. The egocentric and hard-line view remains a muffled voice in governance. Will we see the Chinese leader pursuing aggressive expansion in the near future? The bureaucratic leaders after Mao Zedong and Deng Xiaoping won’t likely pursue a risky gamble on the global stage. They are too preoccupied with more urgent complexities at home - such as the growing democratic movement, a restive ethnic minority and other social unrest. China cannot afford to invest power and resources for external aspirations with such preoccupations at home. If the international society overestimates the minority’s view and mounts an excess defensive against China, it may only end up provoking Chinese military aspirations and nationalism. Inflated defense and debate over China’s rise can only accelerate its presence as an imminent threat. We must learn from the wise wisdom of a veteran diplomat who experienced it all.

China rise broadly perceived as peaceful.
Herbert Yee Sr. Engineer at Northrop Grumman Corp: Defense & Space industry ‘9- (China's Rise: Threat Or Opportunity? Ed. Herbert Yee p.3 [JUNEJA])
lronically, "China bashing" has been relatively subdued at the beginning of the second decade of the 21st century when China has become more powerful, assertive and uncompromising. Indeed, there are increasing signs of "China flattery"� among Western media and analysts. Compared to a decade ago, more countries including China's neighbours tend to accept and accommodate China's rise, although some countries such as South Korea, India and ASEAN states feel somewhat uneasy with an increasingly powerful China and adopt at the same time a policy of hedging against China. Countries tend to see China`s rise more as an opportunity to increase their trade and economic cooperation with China than as a threat to their national interests or security. Countries rich in natural and energy resources such as OPEC and African states, Brazil and Australia welcome China's rise and its hunt for natural and energy resources as a counterbalance to American domination. .  African states welcome China's financial and technical assistances which, unlike the Western and American aids, normally do not attach any political strings. They prefer the Chinese development model, the so-called "Beijing consensus", over the Western or American model, the "Washington consensus". industrialized states such as Japan and European Union states desperately need the huge and booming Chinese market to keep up their exports while domestic demands remain weak. Some also welcome China`s rise as a political balance to or check on unilateral actions taken by the United States. Voices demanding China improve its human rights record have been rarely raised by Western officials at international organizations or diplomatic meetings with Chinese representatives. lnsteacl, some Western analysts choose to overpraise China's big economic success as well as social and political stability while tlownplaying the social cost, environmental and other problems caused by China's rapid economic expansion.9 Many, however, "llatter China with a clear purpose. They urge China to share more global responsibility by, for instance, contributing to global economic recovery by revaluating its currency RMB and participating actively in curbing the warming of global climate. As pointed out by Henry Kissinger in chapter one of this volume, the world cannot achieve the above without the participation and cooperation

Uniqueness—No China Space Mil

Beijing has no intention to militarize space right now

Yuan, Director of East Asia Nonproliferation Program (EANP), 2008- (Washington Quarterly, “Sino-U.S. Relations: Dealing with a Rising Power,” 2008, se2.isn.ch) [JUNEJA]

Beijing has long maintained a no-first-use stance and has called on other nuclear weapon states to adopt the same position. In addition, China has pledged negative security assurance to non-nuclear weapon states of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the nuclear-weapon-free zones. It opposes the deployment of nuclear weapons on foreign soil and endorses the principle of nuclear disarmament. It in principle supports eff orts to start the negotiation on a Fissile Material Cutoff Treaty (FMCT) although for years it has sought to include negotiation on banning weapons in outer space and fi ssile materials at the Conference on Disarmament.10 China has also signed although not yet ratifi ed the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), with the latter imposing signifi cant constraints on its ability to develop new nuclear weapons. It is believed to have stopped producing weapons-grade highly enriched uranium and military plutonium, although it retains a stockpile suffi cient in quantities for future expansion of its nuclear arsenal, should the need arise.11 Th e 2006 Defense White Paper highlights China’s commitments to international arms control and nonproliferation agreements. While Beijing has yet to ratify the CTBT, which it signed in 1996, the paper notes China’s coordinated activities between the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) and the various government agencies in preparation for that treaty’s implementation. China’s signature of the CTBT means that China continues to accept the constraints imposed on its ability to test, a critical step in the development of new nuclear weapons, especially the miniaturization of nuclear warheads for new ballistic missiles currently under development.

Chinese modernization slow

Strategic Discourse 10 “Chinese Military Modernization Program Continues Apace, Though Persistent Domestic Development Problems Remain” December 28, 2010 http://strategic-discourse.com/2010/12/chinese-military-modernization-program-continues-apace-though-persistent-domestic-development-problems-remain/ Herm
For all the discussion of China’s military modernization program, defense expenditure, and sometimes ineffective industrial base – the conclusions are fairly simple, if unexpected. Firstly, there are undoubtedly areas in which China has made great gains militarily, and will continue to do so, but in other aspects, whether they be engine technology, transport aircraft, naval sustainment, or multinational operations – the Chinese military has much work to do. Secondly, while China’s defense expenditure has rise sharply over the past decade, it is a natural outgrowth of the country’s rise, which not only necessitates, but also allows modernization to occur. Thirdly, for all their self-confidence in the inevitability of China’s emergence as a superpower, the Chinese government and armed forces have much to learn about military-politico affairs; especially in regards to international cooperation, concrete assurances for neighbors, meaningful transparency, and the responsibilities of great powers.

Link-General

Space is about power and prestige – status quo US retreat increases Chinese soft power

Kahn, ’10 –  Jeremy Kahn is an independent journalist based in New Delhi, India, where he covers everything from politics and foreign affairs to business and the arts. (2/1. http://thefastertimes.com/india/2010/02/01/new-moon-rising-america-abandons-manned-lunar-missions-india-embraces-them/)

So it says quite a lot about current geopolitics that just as the United States has decided it will abandon its publicly-funded effort to put men back on the moon, India has announced that it might have a manned lunar mission as early as 2016 (although at the moment, it has only committed itself to putting two Indian astronauts into low Earth orbit that year.) China has already said it plans to have a manned moon shot by 2020. Welcome to the new multipolar world, one where American power is on the wane, while new great powers, such as India and China, are rapidly on the rise. It is also a world characterized by “coopetition” and space is a great example of this. Great powers cooperate on some space efforts (the International Space Station or probes such as Chandrayaan-1, a unmanned moon explorer that was built and launched by India but carried scientific instruments designed by NASA as well as scientists in the UK, Germany, Sweden and Bulgaria) and yet, at the same time, compete fiercely for bragging rights on other space missions (so far the Indian and Chinese manned space flights seem to be wholly national projects.) And maybe more than bragging rights if you look at the increasing militarization of space by the U.S., Russia and China. But as Ben Sandilands at the Australian blog Crickey points out, this new world order may be tough for Americans to come to terms with. Americans once took great pride in their space program, which was seen as a representative of many of the values they believed made their nation great: its ingenuity, its resourcefulness, its ability to think big, to conquer nature (an American value since the first settlers eked out an existence in a forbidding wilderness), and to ever be at the cutting edge of technological progress. Most importantly, it was evidence that America was a country that could achieve monumental, even seemingly impossible, things if it could put its collective mind to the task. Further, it was a nation that believed it was worth spending national treasure to prove such a proposition. As President John F. Kennedy famously said in the 1962 Rice University speech in which he affirmed that America would seek to put a man on the moon by the close of the 1960s (a decision he had actually committed the U.S. to in May 1961): 

US space influence trades off with Chinese soft power and diplomatic agenda.

Pollpeter Master’s degree in International Policy Studies from the Monterey Institute of International Studies 2008

Kevin, master’s degree in International Policy Studies from the Monterey Institute of International Studies,  “BUILDING FOR THE FUTURE: CHINA’S PROGRESS IN SPACE TECHNOLOGY DURING THE TENTH 5-YEAR PLAN AND THE U.S. RESPONSE,” Strategic Studies Institute, http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub852.pdf, Holden Choi) 
Diplomatic Interests. The importance of China’s space diplomacy should not be overstated, but is nevertheless noteworthy. Good relations in space do not drive good relations on Earth. International cooperation on space activities usually follows progress in the overall relationship and is more of an indicator of the state of a relationship than a critical component. It is more likely that China's penchant to offer aid and investment to developing countries without conditions will increase its influence more than cooperation on space activities, Nevertheless, China's space program does play a role in advancing China’s diplomatic agenda and China's leadership in this area may contribute to its overall increase in diplomatic influence. China’s cooperative space activities present another avenue for countries to participate in space without the United States and increases multipolarity. The failed attempt by China to become a major player in the Galileo project is just one example of how attempts by China to promote a more multipolar world can impinge on U.5. security interests. China's cooperation with the European Union (EU) and Russia also provide additional opportunities for technology transfer. While China's participation in Galileo has been diminished, future activities may result in closer cooperation between the EU and China. The Sino-Russian cooperation on a Mars exploration mission will certainly result in some form of technical cooperation. Moreover, the likelihood of cooperation with China has prompted some countries to develop space technologies independent of the United States in order to avoid US. International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR). For example, the Apstur 6 satellite launched by China in April 2005 was Acatel's first ITARfree satellite. Consequently, cooperation with China is making Europe more technologically independent of U.S. industry, which could increase competition and result in the loss of market share for US. aerospace companies. THE U.S. RESPONSE: CONTAIN, COMPETE, COOPERATE, OR DO NOTHING? The difficulty in deciding an appropriate response to China's rise as a major space power arises from the inability of both sides to determine whether their relationship Will be friendly or hostile. The United States views a more capable China as potentially coming into conflict with its interests. China, for its part, views the US. hedging strategy as possibly thwarting its ambitions to become a major power. The uncertainty of the US-China relationship is reflected in the rise of China’s space program, which appears to hold more negative-sum outcomes than positive-sum outcomes for the United States. Indeed, the focus on the negative-sum outcomes of China’s space program and possible U,S. responses has increased with the renewed emphasis in both countries on human space flight and lunar exploration. The United States is thus presented with four policy options to meet the changing dynamics presented by China's space program: contain, compete, cooperate, and do nothing. Contain. Containment is the least viable of the four options, and as China becomes more integrated with the world, it will become even less practical. As Avery Goldstein writes, China's grand strategy of integrating itself into international politics and the world economy "undermines the feasibility and desirability of a U.S. policy of containment. Nations Without the security concerns of the United States will increasingly look upon space as another venue for interacting with China. China has stable and positive working relationships with its neighbors and other major powers, and these relationships, for the most part, are improving. China cooperates with many nations in space and looks to Europe in particular for access to technology and expertise that is denied by the United States. It maintains important cooperative activities with Russia in which Russia sells technology or expertise, especially in regards to China's human spaceflight program. It also maintains important cooperative relationships with organizations based in the EU, including with Surrey Satellite Technology, Ltd. with which China developed two microsatellites. China’s heading of the Asia Pacific Space Cooperation Organization also demonstrates just how difficult it would be to isolate China as it takes a leadership role in international space forums. China will benefit from international space cooperation with or without the United States and trying to contain China's space cooperation with other countries, except when US. interests are directly threatened as with the Galileo project, may only undermine its position with other space powers. Compete. The similarities of the two countries human spaceflight programs in terms of technology and lunar programs in terms of timelines has raised the prospect of a new space race in which the two countries compete to send humans to the moon. Accelerating the U.S. return to the moon, however, would require devoting increased resources to the US. space program at time when the federal budget has come under greater scrutiny. Since the Apollo program the American public has been unwilling to fund the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) much beyond a 1 percent share of the federal budget and at a time of deepening budget deficits and ongoing wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, it appears unlikely that NASA can garner the support needed for greater budgets. Indeed, in February 2007 the U.S. Congress passed a continuing resolution which froze NASA's budget at the level for 2005-06, which was a $545 million reduction in the amount requested by the Bush administration. The action resulted in $677 million less for the human space flight program due to funding required for the construction of the International Space Station and will delay development of the new Crew Exploration Vehicle until 2015. Support for another space race faces an additional hurdle. The American public is not as emotionally invested in its space program as during the 19505 and 19605. The historical conditions that created the space race were unique and pitted rival superpowers in a contest of economic systems and global support. While many Americans recognize China as a potential threat, most do not regard it as inimical to US. interests as the Soviet Union. U.S.-China relations may be ambivalent, but they are also ones in which extensive cooperation takes place, and it is not apparent how defining China as a competitor in a space race will further relations. lt is also not apparent whether the American public will support a race which it has already won. The United States first landed men on the moon in 1969 and may be in no rush to return. Cooperate. Alternatively, the similarities of the two space programs have prompted calls for cooperation. Supporters of cooperation argue that cooperation in space has the potential to increase transparency and trust and to lessen competitive aspects that may lead to armed conflict. Supporters of cooperation also argue that cooperation can produce dependencies on the United States for technologies that could be used as leverage to influence the Chinese space program in ways advantageous to the United States and can increase the transparency of the Chinese space program.  A policy that treats China as a friend, however, has its own shortcomings. Because China's strategy is designed to further its own national interests and because its interests are often not aligned with US interests, 1t is unlikely that assist1ng China in increasing its space power will eliminate these differences and may, in fact, exacerbate them, Moreover, cooperation in space is of limited value m advancing U.S.-China ties considering the secondary role of space diplomacy, and cooperat1on in space Will not help resolve differences over Taiwan, human rights, or Chinese economic pract1ces. 

Link - Military
Space weaponization causes China to freak out – causes nuke war and prolif

Hui in ’09—Research Associate at Harvard’s Belfer Center for Intl. Affairs (Zhang, “Space Weaponization and Space Security: A Chinese Perspective,” China Security, a journal for China’s strategic development) azhar http://www.wsichina.org/attach/CS2_3.pdf
The United States does have legitimate concerns about its space assets, given that U.S. military operations, economy and society are increasingly dependent on space assets and such assets are inherently vulnerable to attacks from many different sources. However, it does not mean that the United States currently faces credible threats from states that might exploit those vulnerabilities. 6 Further, space-based weapons cannot protect satellites, since these weapons are also vulnerable to many types of attack, similar to the satellites requiring protection. The true aim of U.S. space plans is not to protect U.S. assets but rather to further enhance American military dominance. Prof. Du Xiangwan, vice president of the Chinese Academy of Engineering, recently presented his view that Security in Space the Transformation Flight Plan indicated that “many types of space-based weapons will be developed,” and “the tendency toward space weaponization is obvious and serious.” He further noted that military dominance on Earth is not enough, “the U.S. also seeks to dominate space.” 7 Beijing fears that by unilaterally developing missile defense systems and pursuing space weaponization, the United States is seeking to establish a global military superiority using both offensive and defensive means. 8 Moreover, China’s fears about U.S. hegemonic tendencies are exacerbated by the fact that space weapons, due to their vulnerability to other less expensive, asymmetric measures, are inherently first-strike weapons. 9 Neutralizing China’s nuclear deterrent In particular, China is concerned that the U.S. missile defense network will undercut China’s strategic nuclear deterrent. Even a limited missile defense system could neutralize China’s fewer than two dozen single-warhead ICBMs that are capable of reaching the United States. China is even more concerned about space-based BMD systems that would be far more dangerous to China’s nuclear deterrent than a non-space-based BMD system. In addition, Beijing is worried that the deployment of missile defense systems would further promote a preemptive U.S. military strategy. As viewed by Chinese leaders, China’s own small strategic nuclear arsenal appears to be a plausible target for U.S. missile defenses. 10 China fears that the BMD network would give the United States more freedom and power to intervene in its affairs, including undermining the country’s efforts at reunification with Taiwan. Moreover, China is concerned that putting weapons in space would constrain its civilian and commercial space activities. China sees itself as a developing economic space power, dependent on free access to space for financial gain. However, U.S. driven space weaponization directly threatens this access. Arms race Due to the threatening nature of space weapons, it is reasonable to assume that China and others would attempt to block their deployment and use by political and, if necessary, military means. 11 Many Chinese officials and scholars believe that China should take every possible step to maintain the effectiveness of its nuclear deterrent. This includes negating the threats from missile defense and space weaponization plans. 12 In responding to any U.S. move toward deployment space weapons, the first and best option for China is to pursue an arms control agreement to prevent not just the United States but any nation from doing so – as it is advocating presently. However, if this effort fails and if what China perceives as its legitimate security concerns are ignored, it would very likely develop responses to counter and neutralize such a threat. Despite the enormous cost of space-based weapon systems, they are vulnerable to a number of low-cost and relatively low-technology ASAT attacks including the use of ground-launched small kinetic-kill vehicles, pellet clouds or space mines. It is reasonable to believe that China and others could resort to these ASAT weapons to counter any U.S. space-based weapons. 13 This, however, would lead to an arms race in space. To protect against the potential loss of its deterrent capability, China could potentially resort to enhancing its nuclear forces. Such a move could, in turn, encourage India and then Pakistan to follow suit. Furthermore, Russia has threatened to respond to any country’s deployment of space weapons. 14 Moreover, constructing additional weapons would produce a need for more plutonium and highly enriched uranium to fuel those weapons. This impacts China’s participation in the fissile material cut-off treaty (FMCT). 15 Eventually, failure to proceed with the nuclear disarmament process, to which the nuclear weapon states committed themselves under the Non-Proliferation Treaty, would damage the entire nuclear nonproliferation regime itself, which is already at the breaking point. As Hu Xiaodi, China’s ambassador for disarmament affairs, asked, “With lethal weapons flying overhead in orbit and disrupting global strategic stability, why should people eliminate weapons of mass destruction or missiles on the ground? This cannot but do harm to global peace, security and stability, and hence be detrimental to the fundamental interests of all States.”

Missile defense triggers hardline Chinese response.

AFAR, Association for Asian Research, seeks to provide the U.S. public with info on Asian affairs, 5
[AFAR by Gabriele Garibaldi, “The Chinese threat to American leadership in space”; 1/6/2005; http://asianresearch.org/articles/2434.html; Boyce]
For some analysts the Shenzhou, with the rest of the space program, is intrinsically tied to the Chinese efforts to modernize its own military forces and to catch up to America's space assets. According to Michael Stokes, aerospace analyst at the Department of the Defense, “the Chinese human space flight program is part and parcel of the nation’s broader ambitions in space that have very clear implications for U.S. national security 10 to 20 years in the future”. Stokes declared that China has paid great attention to the strategic role that the space assets have played in the American military actions in the post-Cold War period (from the 1991 Gulf War to the recent 2003 war against Iraq) and commented that he was personally worried less about China's attempt to catch up with the “human space flight club”(the launch of Shenzhou 5 hadn’t yet occurred) than about its efforts “to develop a robust network of military satellites of its own, while at the same time researching ways to take out the other’s satellites in the event of a conflict”. Evidently the US military think the enemy has the desire to “deny space to others, if necessary”, as expressed many times in the US Space Command documents, in the conclusions of the Space Commission presided over by Donald Rumsfeld (before his nomination to the head of the Pentagon) and finally sealed by the Rand Corporation's “Mastering the Ultimate High Ground”. China's official reply to America's anxiety over its competitor's desire to abuse Space responds by stating their respect of international law regarding this new territory. In fact, China emphasizes that “certain countries”, i.e. America, are showing their will to realize “space weaponization”, notably after the abrogation of the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM) and since declaring their will to develop the Theater Missile Defense (TMD). The Chinese authorities, therefore, indirectly admonish the USA in these terms: “China is concerned about certain countries’ joint research and development of theater missile defense (TMD) systems with a view to their deployment in the Northeast Asian region. This will lead to the proliferation of advanced missile technology and be detrimental to peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. China resolutely opposes any country which provides Taiwan [a notoriously independent state] with TMD assistance or protection in any form [italics in original text].”

China will respond militarily to of US space weaponization - ASAT tests prove  

Theresa Hitchens, Director of World Security Institute’s Center for Defense

Information, 07 

China Security, "US Sino Relations in Space: From "War of Words" to Cold War in Space", Winter 2007, PDF, [Zheng]
Considering the international outcry that one would hope Chinese officials anticipated, what could have been such a strong motivator that Beijing would be willing to go forward with the provocative test and “face the heat?” Certainly, the testing of a destructive ASAT weapon is, on its face, a complete repudiation of China’s decades-long public diplomacy on space, which has touted China’s space program as aimed primarily at national development and has stressed Beijing’s commitment to promoting the peaceful uses of space, cooperation with other space-faring nations and opposition to space weaponization. China’s 2006 White Paper on space, “China’s Space Activities in 2006,” states: “China is unflinching in taking the road of peaceful development, and always maintains that outer space is the common wealth of mankind.”7 On its face, the test is completely contradictory to China’s declaratory policy and raises questions about Beijing’s sincerity. If nothing else, China’s leadership must have known that what “soft power” in-roads it has gained by espousing such a policy – such as cooperative civil and commercial ventures with a number of nations ranging from the United Kingdom to Nigeria – could be put at risk by such a blunt demonstration of “hard power” in space.  China’s motivation, of course, is the billion dollar question being asked in Washington, and other national capitols around the world. There are several possible interpretations, including (but perhaps not limited to): 1. The Chinese military had long ago decided that they needed an offensive and asymmetric strategy of holding U.S. space assets at risk in any conflict over Taiwan, and Beijing’s diplomatic offensive against space weaponization has been nothing more than political cover to buy time to achieve that capability. 2. The Chinese ASAT test (and possibly ongoing program) was conceived largely as a deterrent to U.S. space-based missile defenses, which China views as a threat to its nuclear deterrent, rather than as an offensive program. 3. The test was an effort to bring the United States to the negotiating table over space-based missile defense and space weapons – a classic Cold War “two track” tactic using a display of hard power to jolt the other side into discussions and to ensure a bargaining chip. 

China will weaponize if provoked

Shixi 2007- (China ProgramWorld Security Institute, p.9 “Deterrence Revisited: Outer Space.” 2007. http://www.wsichina.org/cs5_1.pdf [JUNEJA])

In short, while China resolutely opposes the weaponization of space, it will develop its own space weapons if the United States does so first. The guiding principle for the development of new weapon systems is the following: if an adversary has developed a new weapon and is prepared to use it in the future battlefield, China will attempt to develop the same kind of weapon. This holds true regardless of whether the battlefield is on land, sea, air or space.

US space militarization causes Chinese military modernization. 
Blazejewski, Lawyer New York City, MA  public affairs from the Woodrow  Wilson School at Princeton University and JD NYU Law 8

[Kenneth S. Blazejewski, Strategic Studies Quarterly, Spring 2008; http://www.au.af.mil/au/ssq/2008/Spring/blazejewski.pdf; Boyce]

I recommend that the United States accept a commitment to forgo placement of weapons in outer space. The costs of space weaponization simply outweigh the benefits. Above, I argue that China would respond to US space weaponization with some level of military buildup. In the least, this response would include the deployment of a more robust ASAT system capable of attacking and potentially eliminating space weapons. 52 After all, space weapons, like military satellites, make for vulnerable military targets. 53 The use of space-based weapons in a conflict must be discounted by the likelihood that they would be eliminated by Chinese ASAT attack. More importantly, increased ASAT deployment would have the counterproductive effect of exposing US satellites to greater threat. Aside from ASAT issues, Chinese response to US space weaponization would include an increase in China’s ICBM fleet and nuclear arsenal. Vertical proliferation cannot be in the interests of the United States, if only for the increased peacetime risks of accidental launch or the terrorist risk associated with increased availability of weapons technology and components. Finally, the United States should not discount the possibility, often cited by opponents of space weaponization, that the deployment of US space weapons would instigate a space arms race. These costs must be weighed against the benefits of space weapons championed by advocates of space weaponization. Despite their relatively open exposure to ASAT attack, some space weapons do provide significant military capability. One question, however, is whether the military benefit of space weapons, for example a long rod penetrator, is much greater than the benefit provided by terrestrial or Air Force weapons. A second reason for US commitment not to place weapons in space is the negotiating leverage such a concession would provide. Of course, such leverage cannot be taken for granted. Rather, agreement not to weaponize outer space could be loosely conditional on making progress in other areas of US security. There are at least three areas where the United States could expect to gain concessions from China in return for a commitment not to weaponize space. First, China’s participation at the CD strongly suggests that it might be willing to begin negotiations on an FMCT, a top security priority of successive US governments, if the United States agrees to negotiate on space weapons. 54 Since China’s commitment to the FMCT can facilitate the FMCT commitments of India and Pakistan, its participation is critical. 55 Second, the United States can demand greater support from China on the Proliferation Security Initiative. The PSI, which seeks t prevent illicit sea and air transport of fissile material, has been identified by the Bush administration as a key program in reducing the possibility of acquisition of nuclear weapons by a terrorist organization. To date, China’s muted opposition to the PSI stands as one of the greatest impediments to a fuller development of the initiative. 56 Chinese cooperation could be vital to this program’s success. Third, the United States should demand greater transparency in Chinese military planning, especially with regard to ASAT and space-focused programs. Such transparency, long sought by US defense officials, would reduce the likelihood of potential conflicts over speculative intelligence and give the United States greater insight into how military decisions are made (and whether China indeed suffers from a stovepiped bureaucracy). I argue that progress in each of these three areas would represent a greater security gain than proceeding with the weaponization of space. If the United States is able to negotiate a quid pro quo in one or all of these areas in return for a commitment not to weaponize outer space, the agreement would represent a clear US net security gain. A third reason for the United States to agree not to launch weapons into outer space is that such an agreement need not threaten two stated US interests— protection of satellites and the development of a limited BMD system. Before turning to each of these issues, it is necessary to note two potential problems with a decision to forgo space weaponization. First, as stated above, there is no guarantee that China does not plan to develop its own robust ASAT and space weapons programs regardless of US activity in this area. “Space racers” doubt that a US commitment not to place weapons in space will influence China’s policy on space weaponization. Ultimately, cheating is a risk that countries run whenever they agree to be bound by a shared international agreement. However, certain factors significantly reduce this risk. First, while the secret development of space weapons technology might be possible, any effort to deploy or test space weapons will be clearly visible to the international community. 57 Without the capacity to test, any space weapons program will be stifled at an early stage of development. Second, there is little reason to think that in the foreseeable future the technological capacity of the United States would fall far behind that of any state planning to launch space weapons. A commitment not to deploy weapons does not mean that all research and development must cease immediately. Once it becomes clear that a state is preparing to launch space weapons, the United States could respond by executing its own space weapons contingency plan. Third, as stated above, space weapons are relatively easy targets for ASAT attack, a feature that can work in the interests of the United States if others deploy first. Fourth, a universal ban on space weapons would engender a normative framework that would justify a swift reaction by the United States, such as the deployment of its own space weapons or ASAT attack if another country violated the ban first. Finally, if the United States is able to negotiate for greater transparency in Chinese military planning, as suggested above, it would reduce the possibility of a surprise Chinese launch.

Link - Space NMD

Missile defense threatens China and causes space arms race. 

ACUTHAN  06  Fellow -  French Centre for Research on Contemporary China 

Jayan Panthamakkada Acuthan, 2006, China Perspectives, “China’s Outer Space Programme: Diplomacy of Competition or Co-operation?” http://chinaperspectives.revues.org/577#authors [stolarski]

China is opposed to the weaponisation of space for a number of reasons. Most importantly, Beijing opposes the use of space-based equipment is missile defence systems, such as the space-based sensors and intercept warheads in outer space potentially to be deployed is planed US missile defence systems. China is concerned that the US deployment of missile defences, especially national missile defence (NMD), will negate its strategic nuclear deterrent, potentially forcing China into an expensive arms race that it cannot currently afford. Beijing’s focus on arms control in outer space is an attempt to block future deployment of missile defence by the United States. In addition, as the United States rapidly improves its ability to deploy weapons systems in space, China is concerned that this pre-eminence will enable the United States to use this technology to achieve global dominance. China’s defence industry has seen the difficulties in developing and absorbing new technologies and the cost of developing space-based sensors and weapons, Beijing worries it will be unable to match the United States for an indefinite period of time. Without a formal multilateral agreement banning the deployment of space-based weapons, the United States will have an increasing strategic advantage for the foreseeable future. Moreover, Beijing is aware of US preparation for future space warfare against China, as seen by various reports of US war games with China as “enemy”. For example, in early 2001, a war game in Colorado pitted the United States against an opponent threatening a small neighbour (i.e., China threatening Taiwan), where both the two main countries facing off were relying heavily on space assets. As a result of these reports, China increasingly views itself as the target of US increased militarisation (and possible weaponisation) of space25.

U.S. Missile Defense activities lead to Chinese space militarization- ASAT proves

Yuan, Director of East Asia Nonproliferation Program (EANP), 2008- (Washington Quarterly, “Sino-U.S. Relations: Dealing with a Rising Power,” 2008, se2.isn.ch) [JUNEJA]

Finally, U.S. missile defenses pose the most serious challenges to China’s second-strike nuclear capabilities. Given the size and sophistication of its small nuclear arsenal, survival of first strikes would be critical in maintaining the credibility and reliability of its deterrence. What Beijing is seeking—and this may well explain its current nuclear modernization efforts—is to reverse the growing imbalance as a result of U.S. missile defense plans, not to mention the new nuclear security environment that China has to face, namely, the emergence of India and Pakistan as nuclear weapon states and North Korea’s nuclear weapons development. This may also explain China’s efforts in developing a limited antisatellite capability, given the U.S. dependence on its space assets for military operations and what Beijing considers as the precursor to weaponization of outer space—U.S. missile defense systems.1

Space-based Missile defense provokes Chinese response. 

Podvig and Zhang, Zhang: Postdoctorial Fellow from NASA Goddard Space Flight Center. Podvig:  research associate at the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University, 2008- (American Academy of Arts and Sciences, “Russian and Chinese Responses to U.S. Military Plans in Space,” 2008, https://www.amacad.org/publications/militarySpace.aspx) [JUNEJA]

In addition to the U.S. space control theory and doctrine, other U.S. actions suggest to China that the move toward space weaponization is real. For example, as discussed in detail below, the United States is developing and deploying missile defense systems, and has a number of active space weapons programs. Moreover, the U.S. has withdrawn from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty. Though not a party to the treaty, China viewed it as a cornerstone of strategic stability and an important legal instrument for preventing the deployment of weapons in space. Since withdrawing from the ABM Treaty, the United States has had free reign to accelerate its space weaponization plans if it so chooses. It is expected that the Bush administration will soon issue a new statement on military space policy—providing strategic guidance to the armament of the U.S. forces and the development of military technology in the foreseeable future. Missile defense is one important step toward U.S. space control. The United States has promoted the development and deployment of missile defense, particularly of an integrated, layered system, and it has increased the budgets for missile defense programs. Since 2004, the United States has begun deployment of a ground-based midcourse defense (GMD) system. The system—comprised of seven interceptors in Alaska and another two in California—was activated in the summer of 2006. As many scientists and experts in the United States have pointed out, this initial GMD system would likely be ineffective against a real attack by long-range ballistic missiles 13 ; however, from a Chinese perspective, there is no guarantee that the system would not someday, with the help of a breakthrough technology, become effective. Moreover, this GMD system could be the first step toward a more robust, layered system, capable of targeting missiles at various points in their flight trajectories. Some Chinese observers view this GMD system as a space weaponry system. The scope of space weaponry, as generally defined in China, includes not only space-based weapons, but also any weapons that target objects in outer space, regardless of where they are based. Objects in outer space would include satellites as well as intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) traveling through outer space.

Link – Leadership

US space leadership threatens Chinese sovereignty and softpower.

Eric Hagt Eric Hagt is the director of the China Program at the World Security Institute, in Washington, D.C. and Beijing. His research interests include Sino-U.S. relations in the field of space, energy and a range of non-traditional security issues. 2007 China Security, pp. 31 – 51 ©2007 World Security Institute, “China’s ASAT Test: Strategic Response” Winter 2007 Herm 

In the past decade, China has derived a number of key conclusions from its observations of U.S. military activities in space that have fundamentally shaped China’s own strategic posture. The first is the profound implications of space for information and high-tech wars. China witnessed with awe and alarm the power of the U.S. military using satellite communication, reconnaissance, geo-positioning and integration capabilities for an impressive show of force beginning first with the Gulf war in 1991 to the recent campaign in Afghanistan and Iraq.1 The U.S. military’s almost complete dependence on space assets has also not escaped the close examination of Chinese analysts.2 Coupled with a number of key U.S. policy and military documents that call for control in space and the development of space weapons as well as the U.S. refusal to enter into any restrictive space arms control treaty, China has concluded that America is determined to dominate and control space.3 This perceived U.S. intent leads Beijing to assume the inevitable weaponization of space.4 Even more worrisome for China is the direct impact of these developments on China’s core national interests. The accelerated development of the U.S. ballistic missile system, especially as it is being developed in close cooperation with Japan, has been cited as threatening China’s homeland and nuclear deterrent.5 The ‘Shriever’ space war games conducted by the U.S. Air Force in 2001, 2003 and 20056 strongly reinforced the conclusion that U.S. space control sets China as a target.7 Most central to China’s concerns, however, is the direct affect U.S. space dominance will have on China’s ability to prevail in a conflict in the Taiwan Straits.8 As U.S. military space developments have evolved, China’s observations and subsequent conclusions have engendered a fundamental response: we cannot accept this state of affairs. For reasons of defense of national sovereignty as well as China’s broader interests in space – civilian, commercial and military – America’s pursuit of space control and dominance and its pursuit to develop ASATs and space weapons pose an intolerable risk to China’s national security.9 China’s own ASAT test embodied this message. Attempting to redress what China perceives as a critically imbalanced strategic environment that increasingly endangers its interests, China demonstrated a deterrent to defend against that threat. Its willingness to risk international opprobrium through such a test conveys China’s grim resolve to send that message.

U.S. space leadership causes Chinese space militarization.   

Baohui Zhang, Associate Professor of Political Science and Director of the Center for Asia 

Pacific Studies at Lingnan University, Hong Kong, 11 

Asian Survey, "The Security Dilemma in the US-China Military Space Relationship," November 2, 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/10.1525/AS.2011.51.2.311.pdf?acceptTC=true, [Zheng] 
In both cases, Chinese security experts believe that the U.S. seeks “absolute security” in order to maximize protection for the American population from external threats. 9 This means that China at least recognizes the defensive motivations behind the U.S. quest for space dominance and missile defense. However, with the chaotic nature of international relations, one country’s efforts to maximize its security could degrade the security of others by changing the balance of power. Inevitably, the U.S. quest for “absolute security” evokes countermeasures from other countries. As Kenneth Waltz observes, when a great power seeks superiority, others will respond in kind, since “maintaining status quo is the minimum goal of any great power.” 10  According to Robert Jervis, “The heart of the security dilemma argument is that an increase in one state’s security can make others less secure, not because of misperceptions or imagined hostility, but because of the anarchic context of international relations.” In this context, “Even if they can be certain that the current intentions of other states are benign, they can neither neglect the possibility that the others will become aggressive in the future nor credibly guarantee that they themselves will remain peaceful.” 11 Inevitably, when one state seeks to expand its military capability, others have to take similar measures. 

U.S. space control will cause China arms race.

Podvig and Zhang, Zhang: Postdoctorial Fellow from NASA Goddard Space Flight Center. Podvig:  research associate at the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University, 2008- (American Academy of Arts and Sciences, “Russian and Chinese Responses to U.S. Military Plans in Space,” 2008, https://www.amacad.org/publications/militarySpace.aspx) [JUNEJA]

CHINA’ S MAJOR SECURITY CONCERNS U.S. missile defense and space weaponization plans could affect China’s national interests, security environment, and commercial and civilian space activities. What are the various Chinese perspectives on U.S. plans and proposals? How does the U.S. pursuit of space dominance affect China’s security? What is China’s view on the effect of U.S. plans on the prospects for arms control, the nonproliferation regime, and the protection of the environment of space? What China Perceives The United States is pursuing a “Space Control” strategy. Many Chinese officials and security experts have read with great interest the U.S. military planning documents issued in recent years. 3 These documents explicitly envision U.S. control of space and the achievement of global military superiority through the use of weapons in or from space. The United States has issued a series of official statements in recent years that discuss the vulnerability of U.S. space assets to attack without warning and the need to protect U.S. satellites from all possible threats. The statements propose that the U.S. respond with the forceful domination of space and denial of access to those who may intend harm. 4 Space control would assure U.S. access to and freedom of operations in space, and would deny others’ use of space. This mission includes: space surveillance, protection of U.S. space systems, prevention or negation of an adversary’s ability to use space systems and services for purposes hostile to U.S. national security interests, and direct support for battle management, command, control, communications, and intelligence. 5 The negation mission would include “measures to deceive, disrupt, deny, degrade, or destroy an adversary’s space capabilities.” 6 A number of high-level official documents show the intention of the United States to develop, deploy, and use space weapons. In 2001, the report of a special commission on U.S. national security in space, chaired by current Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, warned of the need “to avoid a ‘space Pearl Harbor.’” The commissioners recommended “the U.S. government… vigorously pursue the capabilities called for in the National Space Policy to ensure that the president will have the option to deploy weapons in space to deter threats to, and, if necessary, defend against attacks on U.S. interests.” 7 In its 2003 report, Transformation Flight Plan, the U.S. Air Force lists a number of space weapon systems desirable in the event of a space war. 8 These include space-based kinetic kill vehicles, space-based lasers (SBL), hypervelocity rod bundles, space-based radio-frequency energy weapons, space maneuver vehicles, and evolutionary air-and-space global laser engagement. In August 2004, the Air Force released the doctrine document Counterspace Operations, which defines space superiority as the “freedom to attack as well as the freedom from attack” in space. 9 Counterspace operations include of- Although there has been no formal public change in U.S. space policy, many Chinese are convinced by official statements and visible activity that U.S. policy is driving toward space weaponization—the development of weapons able to destroy targets in or from space. These weapons would presumably provide the United States with control over access to space and activity in space. Professor Du Xiangwan, vice president of the Chinese Academy of Engineering, said that the 2003 Transformation Flight Plan indicated that “many types of space based weapons will be developed” and that “the tendency of space weaponization is obvious and serious.” He further pointed out that achieving military supremacy on Earth is not enough, as “the U.S. also seeks to dominate space.” 11 Ambassador Li Daoyu, President of the China Arms Control and Disarmament Association, recently stated, “As we cheer for every success of peaceful exploration and use of outer space, we also hear the approaching bugling of war. The space military technology is advancing rapidly. New military and combat concepts and theories like ‘control of space’ and ‘occupation of space’ are emerging. Research and development programs of space weapons are in implementation. The danger of the weaponization of and an arms race in outer space is ever more imminent.”

China pursuing space multipolarity.

Michael Sheehan, Professor of International Relations at the University of Wales, Swansea, 07 

Rutledge, "The International Politics of Space", 2007, http://bib.tiera.ru/dvd64/Sheehan%20M.%20-%20The%20International%20Politics%20of%20Space(2007)(248).pdf, [Zheng]  

China also continues to pursue the possibility of participation in the International Space Station. Having indigenously developed its own manned space programme China is in a stronger comparative bargaining position than it previously was. In addition, since Chinese manned space systems are based on Russian designs they ‘can easily be made compatible and interoperable with the ISS, which relies on many Russian components’.45 However, it has made it clear that if this does not materialise, then it will go ahead and develop a second international space station in partnership with other countries, in order to encourage the development of multipolarity in space. This would allow other states to use space in a way which reduces the American dominance in a way that no state could hope to do purely through its own efforts. It would also allow other states, particularly those from the developing world, to play a genuine role in shaping future international space developments from the outset, rather than simply participating in an environment shaped by others.46 

Link – Unilateralism

US acting alone insures a chinese backlash

David M. Lampton 2007  George and Sadie Hyman Professor of China Studies at Paul H. Nitze School of Advanced International Studies (SAIS). He is Director of China Studies at SAIS 

“Alternative Security and Foreign Policy Futures for China: 2020” Asia Policy, Number 4 (July 2007), 7–15 <muse.jhu.edu/journals/asia_policy/v004/4.lampton.pdf>

A second set of variables concerns major power alignments that provide the geopolitical context in which China operates. The key major power configuration is the Sino-Japanese-U.S. “triangle.” Given history in the region and American-Japanese ideological affinities, it will be a constant temptation for the United States and Japan to define their interests and behavior as an offset to Chinese power. This vision, and the behaviors of Washington and Tokyo to which it would give rise, would bring out the worst tendencies in the Chinese body politic and foreign and national security policy apparatuses. A future major power configuration in which Japan, China, and the United States define their interests cooperatively and mutually would produce more stabilizing and cooperative behavior from Beijing. How other major (or growing) powers such as India and Russia relate to China is important in creating the broader context as well, but the U.S.-Japan-China nexus appears to be key. A U.S. policy that de-emphasizes multilateralism and emphasizes maintaining preemptive and hegemonic supremacy (a la the U.S. “National Security Strategy” of 2002 and 2006) will increase the likelihood of a conflict-laden scenario. Using Japan as the U.S. deputy in Asia to constrain China is a fundamentally flawed and counter-productive conception.

Link – Civilian Development

China feels threatened by US Space Policy, on brink of retaliation 

Bao Shixiu, a senior fellow of military theory studies and international relations at the Institute for Military Thought Studies, Academy of Military Sciences of the PLA of China, 07 

China Security, "Deterrence Revisited: Outer Space", Winter 2007, http://www.chinasecurity.us/pdfs/Issue5full.pdf [Zheng] 

The reality is that many space technologies are inherently dual-use and it is therefore very difficult to distinguish sufficiently and effectively the intentions and capabilities in space. Without some kind of mutual understanding on controlling arms in space, suspicion will dominate relations between China and the United States. U.S. actions seem to support the notion that China’s space program is a threat even if China only develops commercial space assets. On the one hand, the United States has rejected Russian and Chinese proposals to negotiate a treaty banning space weapons and their testing. 
 According to official U.S. statements, such a treaty is not necessary as there is no military race in space. In reality, the United States rejects such proposals because it would constrain its freedom of action in space. In effect, this provides the United States with the opportunity to weaponize space at a time of its choosing or at a time of its perceived need. Coupled with the fact that a series of American space reports in recent years have argued vehemently for the development of military capabilities to control and dominate space, from a Chinese perspective it appears that the United States aims to deploy space weapons regardless of China’s developments and intentions in space. 6 In this context, the only conclusion that can be drawn is that the United States unilaterally seeks to monopolize the military use of space in order to gain strategic advantage over others and afford it the ability to protect U.S. interests. While China is committed to upholding international treaties and norms, it also has its own national interests and cannot subsume them to the interests of another country. China may consider the security problems of the United States, but cannot change its national security considerations at their whim. Hence, China must be prepared to avoid being at the mercy of others in space. China must seek countermeasures to deal with this problem accordingly. How will China address these profound security concerns? Currently, China does not have a clear space deterrence theory to guide its actions for countermeasures. Still, the fundamental principles can be found by looking at the philosophy that Chinese leaders have long looked to when dealing with aggressive threats: “We will not attack unless we are attacked. If we are attacked, we will certainly counterattack.” 7 To launch any effective counterattack requires by definition a powerful military capability. But what such a capability and its strategy mean specifically for space is not clear. What is clear is that China is threatened by U.S. policies in space, a reality that is compelling China to make the decision to have its own space systems capabilities. 

Presence of dual-use tech and Chinese nationalism ensure any additional US development of space leads to retaliation 

Michael Caldararo, graduate student at the University of Nebraska at Omaha (UNO) studying Public Administration, 08 

Global Innovation and Strategy Center, "The Impact of Chinese Culture," December 2008, PDF, [Zheng] 

Strong Chinese nationalism also plays directly into Chinese leaders’ frequent feelings of insecurity. Chinese leaders often worry whether global powers such as the U.S. will seek to remove the CCP. Accordingly, China’s political and military leaders are constantly on the lookout for threats and conspiracies168 and often follow more conservative foreign policies, which will secure the CCP’s political legitimacy.169 The Chinese sense of insecurity and fear might also be attributed to the power of the U.S. and its national space policy, which is often described as a “doctrine of space dominance.”170 With the current international political climate, countries like China look to U.S. actions in the Middle East and wonder whether the U.S. space policy follows the tenants of preemptive strikes. Countries aiming to become independent powers in space technology might spend time and 166 effort making sure that they could withstand an aggressive U.S. space policy.171 Furthermore, countries fearful of space globalization might also see an aggressive space policy as an attempt to negate the deterrence of nuclear weapons. This could prompt countries with nuclear capabilities to build up their space programs to remain a worldwide power.172 However, it has been said that China is noticeably relieved that the U.S. remains focused on the Middle East instead of containing China’s rise to power.173 Such views of the potential U.S. threat exacerbate already present fears, which serve to create a circular argument reminiscent of the violence escalation cycle discussed in psychological research. Any event could start the violence escalation sequence (e.g., the Chinese ASAT test in January 2007 and the Chinese Embassy bombing in Belgrade), which would then cause the U.S. to perceive China as a threat to international space cooperation, while at the same time China would see the U.S. as a similar threat and seek to challenge its hegemony. Both sides have merit to their arguments, as access to space and dualuse technologies for both civilian and military organizations understandably cause insecurity. Accordingly, China’s label of the U.S. as a hegemon that seeks to threaten or contain China could be seen as an appropriate response to U.S. policies and Congressional acts seeking to isolate China and prevent it from obtaining space technologies. While some progress has been made following the Cold War, many Chinese analysts remain highly critical of U.S. policies and see the U.S. as actively seeking to manipulate China and subvert its return to power.174 In turn, the Chinese government’s response often fuels the U.S. perception that China must be isolated and prevented from acquiring space technology. Constant suspicion likely results in continued mistrust between states, allowing the escalation cycle to continue. For international progress to be made, the escalation cycle must be broken before a space arms race emerges. This break can also emerge through reciprocal understanding of different cultures. China can learn much from the economic and diplomatic actions of global powers and the U.S. can strive to better comprehend Chinese culture and interpersonal relations. 

China perceives commercial programs as zero sum 

Brown, MSc, S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies, Nanyang Technological University [Singapore]); 9

[Trevor Brown, published in Air and Space Power Journal; “Soft Power and Space Weaponization”; Spring 2009; http://www.airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj09/spr09/brown.html; Boyce]

The United States would do well to keep a low profile for its military space program and burnish its technological image by showcasing its commercial and scientific space programs. Doing so would enable it to accumulate rather than hemorrhage soft power. Such a rationale is not lost on the Chinese, who certainly have had their successes in recent years in building soft power and using it to extend their influence around the globe. According to National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) administrator Michael Griffin, the Chinese have a carefully thought-out human-spaceflight program that will take them up to parity with the United States and Russia. They’re investing to make China a strategic world power second to none in order to reap the deals and advantages that flow to world leaders.30 Analysts believe that the United States’ determination to maintain dominance in military space has caused it to lose ground in commercial space and space exploration. They maintain that the United States is giving up its civilian space leadership—an action that will have huge strategic implications.31 Although the US public may be indifferent to space commerce or scientific activities, technological feats in space remain something of a marvel to the broader world. In 1969 the world was captivated by man’s first walk on the moon. The Apollo program paid huge dividends in soft power at a time when the United States found itself dueling with the Soviets to attract other nations into its ideological camp. Unless the United States has a strong presence on the moon at the time of China’s manned lunar landing, scheduled for 2017, much of the world will have the impression that China has approached the United States in terms of technological sophistication and comprehensive national power.32 If recent trends hold, this is likely to come at a time when the new and emerging ideological confrontation between Beijing and Washington will have intensified considerably.33

Commercial space technology development threatens Chinese space leadership.

Brown,; MSc, S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies, Nanyang Technological University [Singapore 9

[Trevor Brown, published in Air and Space Power Journal; “Soft Power and Space Weaponization”; Spring 2009; http://www.airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj09/spr09/brown.html; Boyce]
But the United States does not necessarily have to choose between civilian and military space programs since much of the technology developed for space is dual use. The space industry provides a tremendous opportunity for militaries that desire more affordable access and space assets that can significantly augment terrestrial forces. As Alfred Thayer Mahan pointed out, “Building up a great merchant shipping lays the broad base for the military shipping.”36 The US military can maximize its resources, not only financially but also politically, by packaging as much military space activity as possible into commercial space activity. One example involves satellite communications. The arrangement the Pentagon has with Iridium Satellite LLC gives the military unlimited access to its network and allows users to place both secure and nonsecure calls or send and receive text messages almost anywhere in the world.37 Another example involves space imagery. Even though the government must maintain sophisticated imaging capabilities for special situations, it could easily meet the vast majority of its routine requirements at lower cost by obtaining commercially available imagery.38 The Air Force could also use space transportation, another emerging industry, to maximize its resources. Private ventures now under way are reducing the costs of space access considerably. It is possible that one enterprise could become an alternative to Russian Soyuz spacecraft for NASA’s missions to the International Space Station.39 Such enterprises could prove attractive, cost-effective options for delivering the Air Force’s less-sensitive payloads to Earth orbit. Space tourism, a growing industry, could enable the Air Force to procure affordable capabilities to routinely operate 60 to 90 miles above Earth.40 Advances that entrepreneurs are making in suborbital space flight could eventually evolve to a point where the Air Force would find it far easier, politically as well as financially, to acquire platforms capable of delivering munitions from space.

IL - Zero Sum

China’s soft power initiatives are viewed as zero-sum

Kalathil, Senior Fellow at USAID- Associate at Carnegie Endowmen - Consultant and World Bank, 2011-
(GEORGETOWN Institute for the study of diplomacy, “China’s Soft Power in the Information Age: Think Again,” may 2011. http://isd.georgetown.edu/files/Kalathil_Chinas_Soft_Power.pdf [JUNEJA])

 For the last few years, China’s rise has been examined—both uneasily and admiringly—by those who are interested in the country’s power to influence and attract. Chinese officials themselves have mentioned soft power as one of the strategic elements behind China’s rise, and many of the country’s foreign policies are carried out in order to boost soft power capabilities. Some argue that China’s soft power strategy has seemed largely reactive and fairly narrowly targeted to bolster economic resources, shore up strategic regional positioning, and/or counter perceived misperceptions about China. Moreover, some China watchers believe that, rather than being deployed specifically to counter U.S. prestige and influence, China’s soft power initiatives are undertaken mainly to strengthen national interests. 3 Nonetheless, many international observers tend to see China’s upping of its soft power capabilities as a zero-sum game with western powers and with the United States in particular. One analyst believes China’s doctrines of “win-win” and respect for state sovereignty intentionally form an implicit contrast with the perceived arrogance and interventionism of the United States; meanwhile, China’s soft power strategies include focusing on countries whose bilateral relationships with the United States are shaky. 4 Because of this, China’s soft power capabilities have been the subject of much attention in recent years, in both the popular press and academia. In the eyes of many, China’s growing soft power prowess is a formidable given. There is some differentiation between China’s soft power aims in the United States, Europe and in developing countries. In regions such as Africa, Latin America, and Southeast Asia, where China has been particularly active, soft power initiatives tend to be tied to key resources, such as energy resources. Soft power initiatives are also aimed at persuading countries to renounce official diplomatic recognition of Taiwan and hew to China’s “one China” policy. In the West broadly, China’s soft power efforts tend toward subtler and less specifically targeted efforts, such as producing international culture and history exhibits and participating in international events (such as the Olympics) while directly engaging foreign publics through language institutes and media. In these latter initiatives, the goal is generally to shift the narrative on China, countering negative perceptions and burnishing China’s image to the rest of the world. 

Soft power is zero sum

Yoshihara and Holmes, ‘7 – Toshi Yoshihara is a Research Fellow and the resident expert on security issues in the Asia-Pacific region at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis.  James R. Holmes is a defence analyst for The Diplomat and an associate professor of strategy at the US Naval War College where he specializes in US, Chinese and Indian maritime strategy and US diplomatic and military history. (Orbis,  Volume 52, Issue 1, 2008, Pages 123-137. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0030438707001196)

First, is soft power a zero-sum game? In other words, do Chinese gains necessarily portend a loss for the United States? Judging by their words, many Chinese leaders do see soft power as direct competition, describing it in great-power terms. For example, former Foreign Minister Li Zhaoxing has spoken of “soft-power competition” among the “big powers.”36 To date U.S. leaders have viewed Beijing's soft-power diplomacy with equanimity, as a harmless effort to resuscitate the nation's history and traditions. If indeed China intends to use soft power to erode America's position as steward of regional maritime security, then it behooves Washington to start taking Beijing's Zheng He narrative (and other manifestations of soft-power diplomacy) seriously. And, as Joseph Nye counsels, wise statesmen incorporate efforts to enhance their nation's power of attraction into foreign policy as a matter of course—regardless of whether this is a zero-sum game.37 

Any space development is zero sum

Johnson-Freese, ‘4 – Joan Johnson-Freese is Chair of the National Security Decision Making Department at the United States Naval War College (http://yaleglobal.yale.edu/content/chinese-chess-space)

To be sure, there would be resistance to working with China. Washington is replete with individuals adamantly objecting to cooperation with China on grounds from human rights to its status as the largest remaining communist country. Isolating China, however, is increasingly a stance counterproductive to US interests, as a world without China is simply not possible. US and Chinese interests frequently overlap, on North Korea and the Global War on Terror, for example, not to mention economics. The United States has a window of opportunity to step in and use space cooperation to its advantage. Because space is considered so critical to the futures of both the US and China, any activity by one has been considered zero-sum by the other, triggering an action-reaction cycle and threatening escalation into an arms race of technology and countermeasure development. That direction can be changed. A inclusive vision will give the US an opportunity to assume the mantle of leadership on a mission that could inspire the world and shift Chinese activities into areas more compatible with US interests. On the geostrategic Wei Qi board, cooperation is the best "next move" for the US. 

IL – Space key
Space is key – it’s the main area of US-Sino competition

James G. Jinnett 2009 Lieutenant Colonel United States Airforce “US CHINA POLICY:

TIME FOR ROBUST ENGAGEMENT” USAWC Strategy Research Project <http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA497538&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf>

Space is another critical shared arena of potential interest-based engagement which must be addressed immediately because of its perceived strategic importance to both China and the US. As America sees its preeminence in space erode with ever increasing Chinese efforts to dominate space in its own way, China recognizes that space offers it an asymmetric advantage which may help it counter the US during any eventual conflict. Because China depends on access to resources from sea lanes, its primary geopolitical dilemma is maritime power. Quite simply, China views the US Navy as its primary threat. But China well knows how much America’s Navy utilizes space assets to perform its mission, and sees unique opportunities in space to counter the threat to its economic stability. As George Friedman observes, “from the Chinese point of view, the denial of space to the United States would undermine American denial of the seas to China.” For this reason, China has accelerated its efforts in space; it has destroyed a satellite, conducted a manned spacewalk, and has plans to send an unmanned rover to the surface of the Moon with manned mission to follow years later. Reacting to these developments, experts within the Obama team have considered removing some barriers which exist between NASA and the US Military’s space program to find economies and accelerate NASA’s manned space flight timetable. On both sides of the Pacific, space is viewed as a key strategic arena, and both China and the US are taking aggressive steps to gain and or maintain dominance of space to protect their individual national interests. 

US-Sino Conflict IL

China-Taiwan war draws in the U.S.

Lieberthal, Director of the John L. Thornton China Center and senior fellow in Foreign Policy and Global Economy and Development, 05
(84 Foreign Affairs 53, “Preventing a War over Taiwan.” 2005. http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/fora84&div=31&g_sent=1&collection=journals. [JUNEJA])

One of the greatest dangers to international security today is the possibility of a military confrontation between China and Taiwan that leads to a war between China and the United States. Such a war would be not only tragic but also unnecessary, since it would result from a failure of imagination and diplomacy-fought because a place that has long declared itself independent was attacked for doing so again. Neither Beijing nor Taipei wants awar, but both sides have adopted policies that nm an unacceptably high risk of bloodshed over the next several years. The Bush administration should therefore take steps now to reduce the prospect of conflict across the Taiwan Strait. Understanding what those steps should be, however, requires getting past the rhetorical constructs that have dominated discussion to date. China says that it wants stability across the Taiwan Strait, that it can postpone final resolution of the cross-strait issue for a long time, that it is developing its regional military capabilities solely to deter Taiwanese independence, and that it will use force if necessary to prevent or reverse a declaration of independence. But these positions have not served China's interests well, because it has failed to make clear exactly what "declaring independence” involves. By not doing so, Beijing has risked miscalculation by a Taiwanese leadership that does not want to provoke a military response but continues to push the envelope just short of one. The fact that for more than a decade Taiwan's leaders have declared Taiwan to be "an independent, sovereign country” without dramatic consequences adds to the confusion. Beijing's stance now runs the risk that Taiwanese President Chen Shui-bian will consider China's threats a bluff (Chen's pro-independence predecessor Lee Teng-hui, for example, has said that Beijing is nothing more than a "paper tiger.") Ironically, Beijing's position also enhances the stature and leverage of the pro-independence elements in Taiwan. Since China says war and peace will be determined by what these individuals say and do, they attract enormous domestic and international attention. China may be able to continue on its current course, expanding trade and investment ties with Taiwan while insisting that the is1and's leaders accept the "one-China principle"as a precondition for any political talks and threatening the use of force in response to a declaration of independence. But if it does, it will be tying both its credibility and the chances of a confrontation to forces beyond its control.

US-Sino conflict will escalate & first strike – space & counter-measures insure quick action

TELLIS  08  senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace

[Ashley J. Tellis, China’s Space Capabilities and U.S. Security Interests, Ashley J. Tellis, October 08, http://www.carnegie.ru/publications/?fa=22595]

Fourth, China’s evolving space and counterspace capabilities promise to expand the dimensions of the battlespace – virtually and physically – in the context of any future Sino-American conflict. Because space-supported conventional operations will become critical for victory for both sides; because the space component of military actions – that is, the space, ground, and link segments in their totality – is conspicuous, highly valuable, vulnerable, and contains relatively few nodes; because defensive and offensive counterspace operations may be hard to distinguish especially in the early phases of a conflict; because both sides will seek to competitively use space to expand their situational awareness while denying the same advantage to the adversary; and, because Chinese operational planning, given its overall conventional weakness, calls for counterspace operations as an integrated element of its military response, it is likely that a future Sino-American conflict, even if intended to be limited in a political sense, will be unable to either bound its offensive operations to the local battlefield alone or resist the temptation to launch crippling attacks first. The demands of victory, even in limited wars, will thus require that the force applied – in both material and virtual senses – range far beyond the physical battlefront to the “rear”: in the adversary’s homeland, possibly in territories of third-parties, and certainly in the realms of space, electronic combat, and computer network operations. Moreover, it may create strong incentives for “first strikes” because of the perceived benefits to conventional operations arising from being able to blind an adversary decisively, even if only for a short time. In such circumstances, ensuring that a future limited war between China and the United States stays restricted will itself become a significant challenge.

Assumptions about U.S. position in Sino-Taiwan conflict makes miscalculation more likely

Lieberthal, Director of the John L. Thornton China Center and senior fellow in Foreign Policy and Global Economy and Development, 05
(Hugh F. Macmillan Law Library, 84 Foreign Aff. 53, “Preventing a War over Taiwan.” 2005. http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/fora84&div=31&g_sent=1&collection=journals. [JUNEJA])

The U.S. stance' has probably helped keep the peace in the region until now, but it has not solved the underlying standoiif As a result, the United States now finds itself with a conditional commitment to protect a government in Taiwan that pushes the envelope on independence well beyond what Washington wants, while fending off constant requests from Beijing to do more to rein in Taiwan's actions. However loath Washington is to see the risk of instability grow across the Taiwan Strait, its traditional posture can no longer guarantee that the situation will not deteriorate.   Further complicating matters is a series of misguided assumptions in each capital that could easily lead to war. Many in Beijing believe that the White House seeks to encourage Taiwanese independence and uses its ongoing weapons sales to do so; that Taiwan can be defeated before U.S. military power can be brought into play; and that even if the United States did engage militarily, Beijing could force it to withdraw through a dramatic act such as the sinking of an aircraft carrier. In Taipei, meanwhile, many think that Beijing is so focused on economic growth, domestic political stability, and the 2008 Olympics that it will do anything to avoid a war. Even if Beijing does make good on its threats, the reasoning goes, Washington will step in to defend Taiwan. And, in this view, Taiwan's independent defense capabilities are largely irrelevant, since any conflict will end in either a quick Chinese win or a Sino-American war. Weapons purchases are thus more important for their political symbolism than for their military utility.

US-China Space War Escalates

US space leadership undermines space deterrence – asymmetric Chinese tactics increase risk of escalation.  

MacDonald, Council of Foreign Relations, 08
“China, space weapons, and U.S. security,” http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=o0GkabrNftIC&oi=fnd&pg=PP2&dq=china+space+capabilities+travel+program&ots=OTkmeI0qEW&sig=j_BE-peug7gD5VkyV922dUvY9EI#v=onepage&q&f=false[JUNEJA]

Having crossed a space Rubicon with their ASAT demonstrations, neither nation can un-invent these capabilities. As the United States approaches major security policy reviews with the advent of a new administration in early 2009, both it and China face fundamental choices about the deployment and use of such capabilities, and the development of more advanced space weapons! The United States and China stand at a crossroads on weapons and space: whether to control this potential competition, and if so, how. While the United States is likely well ahead of China in offensive space capability, China currently is much less dependent on space assets than the U.S. military, and thus in the near term has less to lose from space conflict if it became inevitable. China's far smaller space dependence, which hinders its military potential, ironically appears to give it a potential relative near(61111 offensive advantage: China has the ability to attack more U.S. space assets than vice versa, an asymmetry that complicates the issue of space deterrence, discussed later. This asymmetric Chinese advantage will likely diminish as China grows inueasingly dependent on space over the next twenty years, and as the United States addresses this space vulnerability. Thus, the time will come when the United States will be able to inflict militarily meaningful damage on Chinese space-based assets, establishing a more symmetric deterrence potential in space. 

Impact-Chinese Soft Power Good - General

Chinese power and influence prevents global economic collapse and nuclear conflict

Buzan and Foot – Professor of International Relations  at the London School of Economics and Political Science AND Professor of International Relations at St. Anthony College – 2004 (Barry and Rosemary, Does China Matter? A Reassessment: Essays in Memory of Gerald Segal, ed. by B. Buzan and R. Foot, Questia, p. 145-147)

China, East Asia and the world 

The underlying argument in this section is that there is a strong link between the global standing of a major power and the way that power relates to the other states in its home region. As a general rule, the status of great power, and more so superpower, requires not only that the state concerned be able and willing to project its political influence beyond its immediate region, but that it also be able in some sense to manage, and perhaps lead, its region (Buzan and Wæver, 2003). The US clearly does this in North America, and more arguably for the Western hemisphere as a whole, and the EU does it in Europe. The Soviet Union did it from 1945 to 1989, and the possible inability of Russia to do it (and its desperation to do so) explain the current question marks around its status. India's failure to do it is a big part of what denies it the great-power recognition it craves. During the Cold War, and up to a point still, Japan could exploit its political geography to detach itself from much of Asian politics, and float free as a kind of economic great power. China does not have that kind of geopolitical option. Like Russia and India, it cannot escape regional politics. China's global standing thus depends crucially on what kind of relationship it has with its neighbours. If China is able to reassert some form of hegemony over twenty-first century Asia - getting most or all of its neighbours to bandwagon with it - then its global standing will be hugely enhanced. But if China inspires fear in its neighbours - causing them to balance against it - then like India, and possibly Russia, it will be locked into its region, and its global standing will be diminished. Since the US is strongly present in Asia, its influence also plays into this equation. 

Indeed, if China is at odds with its neighbours then its position will be worse than that of Russia and India. In their immediate regions, those two have only to deal with powers much smaller than themselves. In China's region there are several very substantial powers whose antagonism would be a real burden. The importance of regional relations for a major power's global standing is easily shown by two extreme scenarios for China's future. In the first, China's development provides it with the strength and the identity to become the central hub of Asia, in the process largely displacing the US. It projects an acceptable political and economic image, and its neighbours bandwagon with it out of some combination of fear, prudence, admiration and hope for economic advantage. Its economy becomes the regional locomotive, and in political and military terms it is acknowledged as primus inter pares by Japan, Korea and the ASEAN states. Japan takes up a similar subordinate relationship with China to that it now has with the US, and China is able to use the regional institutions created by ASEAN rather as the US uses the Organization of American States. If the other Asian states fear to antagonize China, and don't balance against it, then China is both free to play a larger global role, and is insulated against pressure from the West. And if China succeeds in positioning itself at the centre of an Asian economy, then it can claim 'locomotive' status along with the US and the EU in the global economy. In the second scenario, China inspires fear in its neighbours. Japan's alliance with the US deepens, and India, Southeast Asia, Japan and possibly Russia coordinate their defences against China, probably with US support. Under the first set of conditions, China acquires a stable regional base which gives it both the status and the capability to play seriously on the global political stage. Under the second set of conditions, China may still be the biggest power in East Asia, but its ability to play on the global stage would be seriously curtailed. 

The task for this section is thus to examine the social and material forces in play and ask how they might support or block a move in either of these directions. Is it likely that China will acquire hegemony in East Asia, or is its rise to power more likely to produce US-backed regional balancing against it? I will examine the factors playing into this question on three levels: China's capabilities and the trajectory of its internal development; China's relations with its Asian neighbours; and its relationships with the US and the other great powers. 

China's capabilities and the trajectory of its internal development 

Debates about China's capability and prospects for development can be placed within a matrix formed by two variables:

• Does China get stronger (because its economic development continues successfully) or weaker (because its development runs into obstacles, or triggers socio-political instability)?  

• Does China become a malign, aggressive, threatening force in international society (because it becomes hypernationalist or fascist), or does it become more benign and cooperative (because economic development brings internal democratization and liberalization)?  

If China's development falters and it becomes weak, then it will neither dominate its region nor project itself on to the global stage. Whether it is then politically benign or malign will be a much less pressing issue in terms of how others respond to it in the traditional politico-military security domain. What could happen in this scenario is that a breakdown in the socio-political order, perhaps triggered by economic or environmental troubles, might well trigger large-scale migrations, political fragmentations, or wider economic crises that would pose serious threats to China's neighbours. A major political collapse in China could also pose threats at the global level, via the scenario of a failed nuclear weapon state. But, if China becomes strong, then the malign or benign question matters a great deal. The benign and malign options could be alternative paths, or could occur in sequence, with a malign phase giving way to a benign one, as happened with Germany and Japan during their comparable phases of industrialization. The likelihood of just such a sequence was what underpinned Gerry's concern to promote constrainment. 

Impact – China Soft Power Prevents Taiwan Independence
China soft power key to reunification with Taiwan 

Hongying Wang, associate professor of political science at Syracuse University, and Yeh-Chung Lu, PhD candidate at George Washington University, 08 

Journal of Contemporary China, "The Conception of Soft power and its Policy Implications: a comparative study of China and Taiwan", August 2008, http://pdfserve.informaworld.com/429445_731200556_794248953.pdf, [Zheng] 

Second, what is the nature of international competition in today’s world? Nye’s framework suggests that with the obsolescence of major wars in the post-imperial era, competition in soft power has become more and more important in international relations. Chinese analysts seem to find this persuasive. They argue that since the end of the Cold War, this trend has become even more salient. Nations increasingly compete with one another on beliefs, institutions, cultural attraction, and human resources.61 For example, the US has actively tried to influence others by bringing the American way of life to other parts of the world. The West, in general, has sought to use engagement to lead China down the road of ‘peaceful evolution’.62 To counter this attack, China must launch its own offensives, using its own sources of soft power.63 Some commentators see China and Taiwan as engaged in a soft power competition. They argue that the peaceful unification with Taiwan requires the Chinese government to develop and use soft power to win over the hearts and minds of the people of Taiwan.64 

China using its soft power to bar Taiwan from gaining foreign support for independence 

CRS 06 

Congressional Research Service, "The Rise of China and Its Effect on Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea: US Policy Choices", 13 January 2006, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA462705&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, [Zheng] 

At the diplomatic and political level, cross-strait relations have been cold (frigid). Beijing is using its rising economic and political clout as leverage in furthering its diplomatic agenda. China has held the upper hand in barring Taiwan from membership in most major international organizations (Taiwan’s accession to the World Trade Organization was as a separate customs territory) and from receiving diplomatic recognition from the major countries of the world. The PRC has been particularly aggressive and uncompromising, even going so far as blocking Taiwan from receiving unofficial observer status in the World Health Organization and preventing the president of Taiwan from attending the annual meetings of the leaders of the 21 member states at the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation forum. China’s diplomats also are taking the lead in regional meetings, and China’s economic clout is inducing countries that previously recognized Taiwan to shift their diplomacy toward Beijing.28 Taiwan, on the other hand, has also been pressing for more room to maneuver on both the diplomatic and political levels. President Chen Shui-ban has emphasized that Taiwan is a sovereign state and should not be downgraded, marginalized, or treated as a local government.29 

China's soft power prevent any foreign support necessary for Taiwan independence 

Joshua Kurlantzick, Fellow for Southeast Asia at the Council on Foreign Relations, 07 

Yale University, "Charm offensive: how China's soft power is transforming the world", 2007, http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=fu8FZegPSXcC&oi=fnd&pg=PR5&dq=china+soft+power&ots=1HpHj_IvmE&sig=0Bgl-pKR-EKVGoKgGGDNMTQYd2Y#v=onepage&q&f=false, [Zheng] 

Beijing also flexes its muscles to isolate Taiwan. Countries are dropping Taiwan partly because they desire closer relations with Beijing and partly because they fear offending China. Either way, for many nations cutting ties to Taiwan now makes sense - it hurts very little but pleases China enormously. In Latin America, where Taiwan retains nearly half of its formal allies in the world, China's economic success, aid, and broader popularity have in recent years swayed Dominica and Grenada to switch recognition to Beijing, while Guatemala has opened commercial relations with China, often the first step toward recognition. Latin American nations have prevented Taiwan from obtaining observer status at the Organization of American States, the region's most important international grouping. Matters could get worse for Taipei. If Panama switched recognition to Beijing, other Central American nations probably would follow, since Panama is the most important nation in Central America still recognizing Taiwan. In 2004, during Panama's presidential election, one leading candidate announced that if elected he would open ties to Beijing. Though he lost, his position cannot have reassured Taipei, and several prominent Latin America scholars believe that within a decade Taiwan will retain no formal allies in Central or South America."� 

China soft power key to win Taiwanese "hearts and minds" - prevents them from seceding

CRS 06 

Congressional Research Service, "The Rise of China and Its Effect on Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea: US Policy Choices", 13 January 2006, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA462705&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, [Zheng] 

In no area is the mix of economics and security more intertwined than across the Taiwan Strait. China’s strategy has been to maintain a truculent position against Taiwan independence with credible threats of military action against what Beijing considers to be a “renegade province” should Taiwan attempt to make its de facto quasi-independent status into one more de jure. China has backed up its rhetoric by deploying an estimated 600 missiles that can be aimed at Taiwan along the south China coast and augmenting its ability to launch naval attacks. On the other hand, the PRC has encouraged Taiwan businesses to invest in the PRC in the hope that the increasing economic and financial interdependence would ameliorate the political forces for independence. In a white paper, Beijing said that with respect to Taiwan, “doors have been flung open to facilitate the flow of goods and people. Businessmen from Taiwan are welcome to invest or trade on the mainland. They are accorded preferential treatment and legal safeguards.”17 By creating a dependency by Taiwan’s businesses on Chinese workers, subsidiaries, sources of supply, and markets, China has sought to win the “hearts and minds” of Taiwanese business interests. In the process, however, China also has created its own dependency on Taiwanese businesses — particularly in information technology industries — for advanced technology, manufacturing methods, and export channels. 

Taiwan Independence ( War

Taiwan independence cause global nuclear conflict

Moore, ‘7 – Carol Moore is a peace activist, freelance journalist, ethicist, and systems theorist (http://www.carolmoore.net/nuclearwar/alternatescenarios.html)

SCENARIO 5. CHINA INVADES TAIWAN, STARTING ESCALATION TO WORLD NUCLEAR WAR  Taiwan declares independence. China begins Taiwan invasion, threatening to use nuclear weapons against U.S. cities. U.S. gives China an ultimatum to pull out which it ignores and U.S. uses nuclear weapons to destroy China's weapons. China retaliates against U.S. and nukes Taiwan. A few nervous or chauvinistic Russian regional missile commanders make a first strike against U.S., European and Israeli nuclear weapons sites. The U.S., Israel and Europe retaliate. Israel initiates revenge attacks against Arab and Muslim capitols. Pakistan, India and China exchange pre-emptive nuclear strikes. 

Impact – Modernization ( Prolif

US  space leadership causes China to modernize, causing global proliferation 

Zhang Hui, research associate at the Project on Managing the Atom of the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard University’s John F. Kennedy School of Government, 06 

China Security, "Space Weaponization and Space Security: A Chinese Perspective", 2006, http://www.chinasecurity.us/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=245&Itemid=8, [Zheng] 
Due to the threatening nature of space weapons, it is reasonable to assume that China and others would attempt to block their deployment and use by political and, if necessary, military means.11 Many Chinese officials and scholars believe that China should take every possible step to maintain the effectiveness of its nuclear deterrent. This includes negating the threats from missile defense and space weaponization plans.12 In responding to any U.S. move toward deployment space weapons, the first and best option for China is to pursue an arms control agreement to prevent not just the United States but any nation from doing so -- as it is advocating presently. However, if this effort fails and if what China perceives as its legitimate security concerns are ignored, it would very likely develop responses to counter and neutralize such a threat. Despite the enormous cost of space-based weapon systems, they are vulnerable to a number of low-cost and relatively low-technology ASAT attacks including the use of ground-launched small kinetic-kill vehicles, pellet clouds or space mines. It is reasonable to believe that China and others could resort to these ASAT weapons to counter any U.S. space-based weapons.13 This, however, would lead to an arms race in space. To protect against the potential loss of its deterrent capability, China could potentially resort to enhancing its nuclear forces. Such a move could, in turn, encourage India and then Pakistan to follow suit. Furthermore, Russia has threatened to respond to any country’s deployment of space weapons.14 Moreover, constructing additional weapons would produce a need for more plutonium and highly enriched uranium to fuel those weapons. This impacts China’s participation in the fissile material cut-off treaty (FMCT).15 Eventually, failure to proceed with the nuclear disarmament process, to which the nuclear weapon states committed themselves under the Non-Proliferation Treaty, would damage the entire nuclear non-proliferation regime itself, which is already at the breaking point. As Hu Xiaodi, China’s ambassador for disarmament affairs, asked, “With lethal weapons flying overhead in orbit and disrupting global strategic stability, why should people eliminate weapons of mass destruction or missiles on the ground? This cannot but do harm to global peace, security and stability, and hence be detrimental to the fundamental interests of all States.”16 

Chinese Modernization ( Arms Race

Nuclear modernization in Asia results in nuclear war

Cimbala 08  Professor of Political Science at Penn State University (Stephen, Anticipatory Attacks: Nuclear Crisis Stability in Future Asia, Comparative Strategy, Volume 27, Issue 2 March 2008 , pages 113 – 132) Herm

The spread of ballistic missiles and other nuclear-capable delivery systems in Asia, or in the Middle East with reach into Asia, is especially dangerous because plausible adversaries live close together and are already engaged in ongoing disputes about territory or other issues.13 The Cold War Americans and Soviets required missiles and airborne delivery systems of intercontinental range to strike at one another’s vitals. But short-range ballistic missiles or fighter-bombers suffice for India and Pakistan to launch attacks at one another with potentially “strategic” effects. China shares borders with Russia, North Korea, India, and Pakistan; Russia, with China and NorthKorea; India, with Pakistan and China; Pakistan, with India and China; and so on. The short flight times of ballistic missiles between the cities or military forces of contiguous states means that very little time will be available for warning and attack assessment by the defender. Conventionally armed missiles could easily be mistaken for a tactical nuclear first use. Fighter-bombers appearing over the horizon could just as easily be carrying nuclear weapons as conventional ordnance. In addition to the challenges posed by shorter flight times and uncertain weapons loads, potential victims of nuclear attack in Asia may also have first strike–vulnerable forces and command-control systems that increase decision pressures for rapid, and possibly mistaken, retaliation. This potpourri of possibilities challenges conventional wisdom about nuclear deterrence and proliferation on the part of policymakers and academic theorists. For policymakers in the United States and NATO, spreading nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction in Asia could profoundly shift the geopolitics of mass destruction from a European center of gravity (in the twentieth century) to an Asian and/or Middle Eastern center of gravity (in the present century).14 This would profoundly shake up prognostications to the effect that wars of mass destruction are now passe, on account of the emergence of the “Revolution in Military Affairs” and its encouragement of information-based warfare.15 Together with this, there has emerged the argument that large-scale war between states or coalitions of states, as opposed to varieties of unconventional warfare and failed states, are exceptional and potentially obsolete.16 The spread ofWMDand ballistic missiles in Asia could overturn these expectations for the obsolescence or marginalization of major interstate warfare. For theorists, the argument that the spread of nuclear weapons might be fully compatible with international stability, and perhaps even supportive of international security, may be less sustainable than hitherto.17 Theorists optimistic about the ability of the international order to accommodate the proliferation of nuclear weapons and delivery systems in the present century have made several plausible arguments based on international systems and deterrence theory. First, nuclear weapons may make states more risk averse as opposed to risk acceptant, with regard to brandishing military power in support of foreign policy objectives. Second, if states’ nuclear forces are second-strike survivable, they contribute to reduced fears of surprise attack. Third, the motives of states with respect to the existing international order are crucial. Revisionists will seek to use nuclear weapons to overturn the existing balance of power; status quo–oriented states will use nuclear forces to support the existing distribution of power, and therefore, slow and peaceful change, as opposed to sudden and radical power transitions.

Deterioration of US-China relations leads to Chinese nuclear arms race

James Clay Moltz, November 2006. Deputy director and research professor at the Center for Nonproliferation Studies, and associate Professor on the National Security Affairs faculty of the Naval Postgraduate School. “FUTURE NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION SCENARIOS IN NORTHEAST ASIA,” The Nonproliferation Review 13.3, Informaworld Herm

Chinese nuclear modernization and the growth of its arsenal from an estimated 400 weapons to as many as 500_1,000 weapons, recent analysis suggests that China’s deployed nuclear arsenal may number only 80_130 weapons.17 China first tested nuclear weapons in 1964 and has had time to produce material for at least a few thousand bombs, so it is surprising*in the context of the U.S.-Soviet arms race*that China did not build a larger arsenal. Indeed, China has been perhaps the single most restrained nuclear power to date, particularly given its hostile relationship during much of the Cold War with both of the superpowers, whose arsenals peaked at 32,000 (United States) and 45,000 (Soviet Union) deployed weapons, respectively.18 As Jeffrey Lewis commented recently: ‘‘The Chinese leadership seems to have concluded that technical details such as the size, configuration, and readiness of nuclear forces are largely irrelevant.’’19 If this is the case, Beijing may be the only major world power to have concurred with military strategist Bernard Brodie in believing that minimum deterrence works. Yet it must be remembered that China has enough material and production capability to at least double its arsenal in 10 years; it also has adequate funds to construct new delivery systems, and could deploy multiple warhead missiles. Thus, a deterioration in relations with the United States or heightened threat perceptions due to a Japanese decision to deploy nuclear weapons could result in a rapid increase in China’s arsenal.

Chinese modernization risks arms race on earth and in space

Zhang 07  Associate Professor of Political Science at Lignan University (Baohui, The Modernization of Chinese Nuclear Forces and Its Impact on Sino-U.S. Relations, Asian Affairs: An American Review, Volume 34, Number 2 / Summer 2007

A particularly important issue is for the two countries to conduct regular and frequent strategic dialogues about the proper role of nuclear deterrence in their bilateral relationships. The dialogues should be based on the shared understanding that MAD will inevitably become the foundation of their strategic relationship. As a result, the United States should not see the rise of Chinese nuclear power as a strategic threat. Rather, it should be recognized as an important stabilizing factor in a bilateral relationship that could see more conflicts in the future. If this is possible, China and the United States should also use the strategic dialogues to define the proper balance of nuclear power between the two so as to avoid a needless arms race in the future. More specifically, the U.S. should not overreact to the rise of Chinese nuclear power by deploying a more extensive ballistic missile defense system, such as a space-based one, because it could only force China to pursue a larger offensive capability. Indeed, this could also motivate China to develop a more ambitious space weapons program of its own. The recent Chinese antisatellite test was merely an indication of what could come in the future. A nuclear or potential space arms race will enhance mutual distrust and worsen the security dilemma between China and the United States. A shared understanding of the proper strategic balance of power between the two countries will discourage such an arms race and help stabilize the most important bilateral relationship of the world in the twenty-first century.

China modernization risks nuclear war 

Lewis 09  Director of the Nuclear Strategy and Nonproliferation Initiative at the New America Foundation. (Jeffrey, CHINESE NUCLEAR POSTURE AND FORCE MODERNIZATION, The Nonproliferation Review, 8 sept)

China’s development of new ballistic and cruise missiles, as well as other technologies such as lasers, appears to be driven by a desire to “match” the same capabilities as the United States and other nuclear powers, rather than derived organically from operational or strategic requirements. Th e emphasis on possessing the same capabilities as other nuclear weapon states, if not in the same quantity, is deeply rooted in the historical development of the program, shaped by bureaucratic and ideological factors. As a result, Chinese leaders have probably not fully considered the implications of the broad technological modernization under way. Although Chinese leaders appear willing to fund the development of a new class of ballistic missile submarine and solid-fueled missile, for example, there is relatively little to suggest that they have made corresponding investments in communications infrastructure that would allow the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) Navy to operate a sea-based deterrent. Th e ongoing modernization has profound implications for strategic stability. Over the past few decades, scholars have broadened conceptions of strategic stability from simple rational actor models that emphasize the off ense-defense balance to encompass concerns about how leaders and organizations act under times of great stress. Th e large, alert forces deployed by the United States and the Soviet Union precluded any rational decision to initiate a nuclear war but raised the prospect of accidents, miscalculation, or unauthorized use of nuclear weapons.

Impact – China Cooperation

U.S. – China space cooperation improves space exploration and development by reducing costs.   

Jeffrey Logan, Congressional Research Service Specialist in Energy Policy Resources, Science, and Industry Division, 7

[CRS Report for Congress, “China’s Space Program: Options for U.S.-China Cooperation”; 12/14/2007; http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA474952; Boyce]

Benefits of Cooperating with China. The potential benefits of expanded cooperation and dialogue with China include: ! Improved transparency. Regular meetings could help the two nations understand each others’ intentions more clearly. Currently, there is mutual uncertainty and mistrust over space goals, resulting in the need for worst-case planning. Regular dialogue would need high-level political support to succeed, but could help address national security concerns. ! Offsetting the need for China’s unilateral development. Collaborating with China — instead of isolating it — may keep the country dependent on U.S. technology rather than forcing it to develop technologies alone. This can give the United States leverage in other areas of the relationship. ! Cost savings. China now has the economic standing to support joint space cooperation. Cost-sharing of joint projects could help NASA achieve its challenging work load in the near future. Some have argued that U.S. space commerce has suffered from the attempt to isolate China while doing little to keep sensitive technology out of China.

Space deterrence is irrelevant –cooperation is key

Weeden technical advisor with Secure World Foundation on space security and sustainability ‘8

Brian, M.S. in Space Studies from the University of North Dakota and is a graduate of the International Space University Space Studies Program “How China “Wins” a Potential Space War,” China Security, Vol 4, issue 1, http://www.wsichina.org/cs9_9.pdf, Holden Choi)

This Cold War analogy only goes so far since the current international relations environment is fundamentally different than anything seen since WorldWar II. There is no longer a simple zero-sum situation with two great powers espousing two opposite philosophies backed by massive conventional and nuclear armies. The modern world is a highly dynamic one where nations are interlinked through complex economic ties and where the main prize is international soft power and influence rather than physical territory. Thus, this system inherently already has a form of economic deterrence damping major military action amongmajor powers. There is no need to develop a “space deterrence” similar to nuclear deterrence that was used in the Cold War 

Hurts US Soft Power
Gains in hardpower are offset by losses with China and soft power.

Brown, MSc, S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies, Nanyang Technological University [Singapore]); Published in Air in Space Power Journal, 9

[Trevor Brown “Soft Power and Space Weaponization”; Spring 2009; http://www.airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj09/spr09/brown.html; Boyce]

The United States has plans to weaponize space and is already deploying missile-defense platforms.1 Official, published papers outline long-term visions for space weapons, including direct-ascent antisatellite (ASAT) missiles, ground-based lasers that target satellites in low Earth orbit, and hypervelocity rod bundles that strike from space.2 According to federal budget documents, the Pentagon has asked Congress for considerable resources to test weapons in space, marking the biggest step toward creating a space battlefield since the Strategic Defense Initiative during the Cold War.3 Although two co-orbital escort vehicles—the XSS-11 experimental microsatellite and the Autonomous Nanosatellite Guardian for Evaluating Local Space—are intended to monitor the space environment and inspect friendly satellites, they possess the technical ability to disrupt other nations’ military reconnaissance and communications satellites.4 These developments have caused considerable apprehension in Moscow, Beijing, and other capitals across the world, resulting in a security dilemma. Russia and China believe that they must respond to this strategic challenge by taking measures to dissuade the United States from pursuing space weapons and missile defenses. Their response will likely include developing more advanced ASAT weapons, building more intercontinental ballistic missiles, extending the life of existing ballistic missiles, adopting countermeasures against missile defenses, developing other asymmetric capabilities for the medium of space, and reconsidering commitments on arms control.5 The military options for Russia and China are not very appealing since neither can compete directly with the United States in space on an equal financial, military, or technical footing. Consequently, their first and best choice is the diplomatic route through the United Nations (UN) by presenting resolutions and treaties in hopes of countering US space-weaponization efforts with international law. Although such attempts have thus far failed to halt US plans, they have managed to build an international consensus against the United States. Indeed, on 5 December 2007, a vote on a UN resolution calling for measures to stop an arms race in space passed by a count of 178 to one against the United States, with Israel abstaining.6 The problem for the United States is that other nations believe it seeks to monopolize space in order to further its hegemonic dominance.7 In recent years, a growing number of nations have vocally objected to this perceived agenda. Poor US diplomacy on the issue of space weaponization contributes to increased geopolitical backlashes of the sort leading to the recent decline in US soft power—the ability to attract others by the legitimacy of policies and the values that underlie them—which, in turn, has restrained overall US national power despite any gains in hard power (i.e., the ability to coerce).8 The United States should not take its soft power lightly since decreases in that attribute over the past decade have led to increases in global influence for strategic competitors, particularly Russia and China. The ramifications have included a gradual political, economic, and social realignment, otherwise known as “multipolarism” and translated as waning US power and influence. “Soft power, therefore, is not just a matter of ephemeral popularity; it is a means of obtaining outcomes the United States wants. . . . When the United States becomes so unpopular that being pro-American is a kiss of death in other countries’ domestic politics, foreign political leaders are unlikely to make helpful concessions. . . . And when U.S. policies lose their legitimacy in the eyes of others, distrust grows, reducing U.S. leverage in international affairs.”9 Due to US losses of soft power, the international community now views with suspicion any legitimate concerns that the United States may have about protecting critical assets in space, making it far more difficult politically for the Air Force to make plans to offer such protection.

Chinese space developments are negative sum with US space influence – Chinese space influence is key to agenda

Pollpeter China Program Manager at Defense Group Inc.'s Center for Intelligence, Research and Analysis ‘8

Kevin, master’s degree in International Policy Studies from the Monterey Institute of International Studies,  “BUILDING FOR THE FUTURE: CHINA’S PROGRESS IN SPACE TECHNOLOGY DURING THE TENTH 5-YEAR PLAN AND THE U.S. RESPONSE,” Strategic Studies Institute, http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub852.pdf, Holden Choi) 

China’s space program furthers its grand strategy ambitions by adding to China's comprehensive national power (CNP). Comprehensive national power is defined as the sum of a nation’s economic, political, military, scientific and technological, educational, and cultural strength. CNP can be divided into hard power, such as military force, and soft power, such as economic and cultural influence, While space power is not main contributor to China’s CNP, it nevertheless is considered an important component. Space activities increase China's hard power by improving China's military capability and increase its soft power through its economic and political benefits. China's grand strategy is reflected in its pursuit of space power, China's space program is intended to portray China as a modernizing nation that is committed to the peaceful uses of space while at the same time serving China's political, economic, and military interests. It contributes to China's overall influence and provides capabilities that give China more freedom of action and opportunities for international leadership. With the exception of its ASAT test in January 2007, China has been able to conduct many of these activities without directly challenging the United States in space. Indeed, despite the dual-use nature of space technology, China is loathe to mention the military utility of it space program. China's progress in space technologies, however, has many negative sum aspects for the United States which may lead to confrontation or competition in space. 

***AFF
Non Unique – China Militarizing Space

Displays of peace are a public facade, China is dedicated to space weaponization - Pentagon reports prove 

Michael E. O'Hanlon, a senior fellow in Foreign Policy at the. Brookings Institution, 11
National Defense University, "Balancing US Security Interests in Space", http://www.ndu.edu/press/lib/pdf/spacepower/space-Ch21.pdf, [Zheng] 

China is certainly taking steps to improve its capabilities in space operations. According to a Pentagon assessment, "Exploitation of space and acquisition of related technologies remain high priorities in Beijing. China is placing major emphasis on improving spacebased reconnaissance and surveillance. . . . China is cooperating with a number of countries, including Russia, Ukraine, Brazil, Great Britain, France, Germany, and Italy, in order to advance its objectives in space." China will also surely focus on trying to neutralize U.S. space assets in any future such conflict; no prudent military planner could do anything else, and the early 2007 ASAT test would seem to confirm this logic. According to the Pentagon, in language written before that 2007 test: Publicly, China opposes the militarization of space, and seeks to prevent or slow the development of anti-satellite (ASAT) systems and space-based ballistic missile defenses. Privately, however, China's leaders probably view ASATs—and offensive counterspace systems, in general—as well as space-based missile defenses as inevitabilities. . . . Given China's current level of interest in laser technology, Beijing probably could develop a weapon that could destroy satellites in the future.12 Exactly how many U.S. satellites, and of what type, China might be able to damage or destroy is hard to predict. But it seems likely that low-altitude satellites as well as higher altitude commercial communications satellites would be vulnerable. Low-altitude imaging satellites are vulnerable to direct attack by nuclear-armed missiles, at a minimum, by high-energy lasers on the ground, and quite possibly by rapidly orbited or predeployed microsatellites as well. They are sufficiently hardened that they would have to be attacked one by one to ensure their rapid elimination. And they are sufficiently capable of transmitting signals through or around jamming that China probably could not stop their effective operation in that way. But they are few enough in number, and sufficiently valuable, that China might well find the means to go after each one. 

China is continuing to deploy and develop space weapons to deny the US access.

Asia Times 08, “China take on the US in Space”, June 6, 2008, http://209.85.215.104/search?q=cache:DO4IE-uoJE8J:www.atimes.com/atimes/China/JF06Ad01.html+space+weapon+inevitable&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=25&gl=us //E.Berggren, [Zheng]  
"Even as it tries to rally multinational coalitions and public opinion to oppose 'the weaponization of space', Beijing quietly continues to develop its own space-based weapons and tactics to destroy American military assets," Heritage Foundation vice president for foreign policy and defense studies, Larry M Wortzel, railed in a commentary. "China's strategy here is to blunt American military superiority by limiting and ultimately neutralizing its existing space-based defense assets, and to forestall deployment of new technology that many experts believe would provide the best protection from ballistic missile attack." Last month, Chinese President Hu Jintao sided with Russia in its long-running campaign to block the deployment of a US missile defense system covering much of East Asia that would partly operate from bases in Eastern Europe. Some analysts believe Beijing is worried the deployment of American space-based interceptors would block missiles the PLA has been upgrading to target what it calls the renegade island of Taiwan and US Pacific bases. Certainly, the Chinese military apparatus hasn't been sitting on its haunches while its diplomats have been getting all worked up over the Americans. Security analysts say it has poured cash into an electronic warfare capability designed to jam satellite transmissions, developed laser-based weapons and improved its heavy-lift rockets.

ASAT tests prove China’s intends to contest America supremacy in space

NYT 07 Joseph Kahn, “U.S. Dominance in Space Challenged by China’s Test” http://www.nytimes.com/2007/01/19/world/asia/19cnd-china.html?sq=Hu%20Jintao%20and%20Obama%20outer%20space&st=cse&adxnnl=1&scp=3&adxnnlx=1308428139-xsFjBglmjmD5ctQMpVfscQ, January 19, 2007 Herm

BEIJING,  — China’s apparent success in destroying one of its own orbiting satellites with a ballistic missile signals that it intends to contest American military supremacy in space, a realm many here consider increasingly crucial to national security. The test of an antisatellite weapon, which the government refused to either confirm or deny today, despite widespread press coverage and diplomatic inquiries, . Unlike the Taiwan exercise, the main intended audience this time was the United States, the sole superpower in space. Through energetic diplomacy, generous foreign aid and a number of lengthy policy-study white papers, Chinese officials have taken pains in recent years to present their country in a very different light: as a new kind of global power that, unlike the United States, has only good will toward other nations. But some analysts said the antisatellite test showed that the reality is murkier than that. China has surging national wealth, legitimate defense concerns, and an opaque military bureaucracy that belie its promise of a  “This is the other face of China, the hard-power side, that they usually keep well hidden,” said Chong-Pin Lin, an expert in Taiwan on China’s military. “They talk more about peace and diplomacy, but the push to develop lethal, high-tech capabilities has not slowed down at all.”
Sunk Costs Means China Will Persue Space Weapons

Wayne Smith, @ Space Daily, ‘03 [Will There Be A Nuclear Space Race Between America And China, http://www.spacedaily.com/news/nuclearspace-03d.html] [Andrew Alvarado]

However, the military implications are just as important, if not greater, a consideration. China has already invested too much money into developing a space launch capability to consider pulling back now. In past interviews, they have announced the intention to build space stations, reach the moon and build bases there, and even boasted they will beat the United States with a manned mission to Mars. Their Shenxhou launch system has been played down by critics as primitive but is probably level with 1990's US technology. The fact is we are still using 1990's US technology. The big Saturn V boosters America once used for moonshots are now all gone and funding for NASA's ailing programs such as the ISS have been diminishing annually. With Russia suffering economic problems and the ESA unsure of its future, China seems to be on an inside straight to success. However, Prometheus changes everything. NASA is "moving from windpower to steam" as Sean O'Keefe puts it and that may leave China suddenly out in the cold. Unless of course, they respond with their own nuclear space program. China and Russia have been increasing ties for a number of years now. Space and Arms technology trade in particular have increased due to new treaties. The Russians, who launched more nuclear reactors than the US, are no strangers to nuclear space technology having had their own shadowy nuclear propulsion program -- which no doubt compared very favourably to past US efforts. If pushed to develop their own nuclear space initiative, the Chinese will likely enquire of Russia for help. The Russians, in turn, will demand a high cost for such secret technology, just as they have done for all previously purchased space systems technologies. China will either pay or attempt to develop their own. China, also no stranger to nuclear power, has stated owned national nuclear facilities and a state owned space programme. Efforts at combining nuclear and space branches of Government will face very little red tape within a communist regime. A chinese INSPI or Los Alamos seems very possible.
Non Unique – China Perceives US Aggression

Chinese suspicion of US space activity now - threatened by past US unilateralism in space 

Hui Zhang, Research Associate in the International Affairs at Harvard University’s

John F. Kennedy School of Government, 08 

American Academy of Arts and Sciences, "Chinese Perspectives on Space Weapons", 2008, PDF, [Zheng] 

Although there has been no formal public change in U.S. space policy, many Chinese are convinced by official statements and visible activity that U.S. policy is driving toward space weaponization—the development of weapons able to destroy targets in or from space. These weapons would presumably provide the United States with control over access to space and activity in space. Professor Du Xiangwan, vice president of the Chinese Academy of Engineering, said that the 2003 Transformation Flight Plan indicated that “many types of space based weapons will be developed” and that “the tendency of space weaponization is obvious and serious.” He further pointed out that achieving military supremacy on Earth is not enough, as “the U.S. also seeks to dominate space.”11 Ambassador Li Daoyu, President of the China Arms Control and Disarmament Association, recently stated, “As we cheer for every success of peaceful exploration and use of outer space, we also hear the approaching bugling of war. The space military technology is advancing rapidly. New military and combat concepts and theories like ‘control of space’ and ‘occupation of space’ are emerging. Research and development programs of space weapons are in implementation. The danger of the weaponization of and an arms race in outer space is ever more imminent.”12  In addition to the U.S. space control theory and doctrine, other U.S. actions suggest to China that the move toward space weaponization is real. For example, as discussed in detail below, the United States is developing and deploying missile defense systems, and has a number of active space weapons programs. Moreover, the U.S. has withdrawn from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty. Though not a party to the treaty, China viewed it as a cornerstone of strategic stability and an important legal instrument for preventing the deployment of weapons in space. Since withdrawing from the ABM Treaty, the United States has had free reign to accelerate its space weaponization plans if it so chooses. 

China perceives US space policy as unilateral and aggressive.  

Kevin Pollpeter, China Program Manager at Defense Group Inc.’s Center for Intelligence Research and Analysis, 08 

Army War College, "Building for the Future: China's Progress in Space Technology During the Tenth 5-year Plan and the US Response", March 08, http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=gXoahvJYxwAC&oi=fnd&pg=PR1&dq=us+china+space+policy+peaceful&ots=vNj5ty01Xy&sig=A5hbTWlZ61cDqLhcyE7PGi7pyVo#v=onepage&q=multilateral&f=false, [Zheng] 

Since the mid-1990's, the United States has had little cooperation with China in space. Convictions of US aerospace companies for illegally transferring technology to China put a halt to most cooperation between the two countries. In addition, NASA Administrator Michael Griffin traveled to China in September 2006 to explore the possibilities of cooperative activities, but little came of the trip. Inaction is a safe option that does not risk the transfer of technology or expertise. A policy of inaction does risk ignoring the possible benefits of cooperation, however. As Clay Moltz writes, "It is self-defeating for the United States to be trapped into sending signal about the impossibility of space cooperation to emerging powers, such as China, where threat reduction should instead by a high U.S. security priority." Refusal to participate in multilateral space activities involving China, for example, will unnecessarily put the United States at a disadvantage since it will have little leverage to address its concerns. 

Non Unique – No Chinese Softpower

Human rights violations hurt Chinese softpower

Nye, “Joseph S. Nye, Jr., University Distinguished Service Professor at Harvard University, and former Dean of the John F. Kennedy School of Government has been on the faculty at Harvard since 1964. He has also served as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, Chair of the National Intelligence Council, and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology”, 6

[Discussion: Professor Joseph S. Nye Jr. Professor Erza Vogel Professor Xue Lan Professor Anthony Saich, Moderator; Harvard discussion of soft power; “The Rise of China’s Soft Power ”; 4/19/2006; http://www.iop.harvard.edu/JFKJrForumArchive/transcripts/04192006_The_Rise_of_Chinas_Soft_Power.pdf; Boyce]

Let me turn to the question of soft power. What is it? Well, power is the ability to get others to do what you want, and you can do that three ways: you can threaten people with coercion that sticks, you can pay them with carrots or inducements, or you can attract them so that they want the same things you want. And that third way, attracting people is soft power. And it grows out of a country’s culture, values, and policies. If we think in those sense, in those terms, you ask about Chinese soft power. Look at Chinese culture. Chinese popular culture is becoming more attractive than it used to be. It still doesn’t have anything like Hollywood or India’s Bollywood, but it is a different popular culture today. And I’m not even mentioning of course traditional Chinese culture, which has always been very attractive to other parts of the world. In addition to that you find that China has tripled the proportion of international students at Chinese universities. You suddenly found countries— other countries in Asia but around the world, wanting to go to China. Same thing with Chinese tourism. And if you look at Chinese government efforts to promote Chinese culture: the establishment of Confucius institutions, the increased broadcasting by China Radio International, which now does much more than the Voice of America does in East Asia. These are some examples of China’s investment in soft power. The other thing that’s interesting though is if you’re a country like China, which is growing so dramatically in your military and economic power, you do create a sense of anxiety among your neighbors. Others get worried. So it’s very much in China’s interest to stress what they call “peaceful rise,” or essentially to emphasize Chinese diplomacy as having soft power. If you compare China’s attitudes today towards Southeast Asia or the Spratly Islands in the South China Sea questions, it’s a very much softer diplomacy than it was a decade ago. And I think that’s learning on China’s part that the way you formulate your policies can make you more and less attractive. And I think they’ve been doing quite well in that dimension. And then if you look at the question of China as a role model, that’s an interesting thing. Some people say that you know, the economic role model for the world in the 90s was the so-called Washington consensus of liberal democratic capitalism. Others have argued well no, that’s been replaced by the Beijing consensus, which is authoritarian rapid growth. But that’s where I think Chinese soft power begins to fall apart or run into trouble, in the following sense: It’s one thing to say that the Beijing consensus of authoritarian rapid growth is attractive to Zimbabwe or to the members of the Shanghai consultative organization in Central Asia, but when it comes to Europe or North America, that’s where China starts to lose the soft power. Human rights violations, absence of democracy—these are hurting China in its efforts to build its soft power. So ironically when you get to this issue of economic policies, while they attract some, they repel others. You can say, “Oh, but does it matter?” Well, think back to the last year when China was trying to get Europe to relax the embargo on armed shipments to China. And the fact that China had a rather hard powered view if you think in those terms and its model of economic growth helped it to undercut that policy that China wanted. It’s interesting— Just to finish up by looking at some recent polls that were taken by the BBC in January. Is China’s soft power increasing? Yes. In fact, compared to the United States, Chinese influence was rated positively in twenty out of thirtythree countries polled, whereas the United States only was rated positively in thirteen out of the thirty-three countries polled. And China’s ratings are impressive. But when you get to the question as posed about China’s growing economic power, there’s quite a positive response. But when you get to the question about China’s military power, then there’s— in the words of the poll—“a decidedly cooler reaction” about the prospect of growing China’s military power. And when we asked if people feel is China becoming significantly more powerful militarily than it is today? In seventeen countries more said it would be negative rather than positive. So China’s soft powers’ a mixed bag. And there are some areas where it’s increasing. Government policy have made efforts often successfully to increase it but there are some areas where other Chinese policies are essentially stepping on their own message. I think one of the big questions will be whether China finds a way to continue to increase its soft power or whether it runs into a roadblock because of those internal political problems. 

Alt causes like its ties to dictators prevent China from projecting their soft power 

Bates Gill, expert on Chinese foreign policy and the current director of the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, and Yanzhong Huang, Senior Fellow for Global Health and the Council on Foreign Relations, 06 

Survival, "Sources and limits of Chinese 'soft power'", June 2006, http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/section?content=a747985000&fulltext=713240928, [Zheng] 

The lack of meaningful political reform, coupled with Beijing's friendship with dictators in the developing world, creates a legitimacy problem. As Nye has pointed out, states most likely to project soft power in an information age are those whose dominant ideas are closer to global norms, which now emphasise liberalism, pluralism and autonomy.76 Beijing seems to express few qualms about cutting political and economic deals with corrupt and even brutal, dictators. In July 2005, Beijing lavished honours on Zimbabwean President Robert Mugabe (a disciple of the 'Beijing Consensus'), at a time when UN Secretary General Kofi Annan spoke of Mugabe's 'catastrophic injustice' in implementing his urban eviction programme.77 Beijing's close economic and political ties with such regimes help keep dictatorships afloat and blunt international pressures for any meaningful economic and political change. In 2004, China also helped deflect US and other Western efforts to take tougher steps against Sudan, which supplies nearly 5% of China's oil but has a notorious human-rights record, especially in its Darfur region.78 China's close economic and political relations with Iran will also come under greater scrutiny as the international community seeks to stem Tehran's nuclear ambitions. In justifying its activities in Africa, the Chinese government insists 'business is business'.79 Yet coddling dictators can antagonise democratic oppositions and may bode ill for sustaining Beijing's influence in those countries. The opposition Movement for Democratic Change in Zimbabwe, for example, has made it clear that if it came to power it would not honour any loan repayments or deals signed by Mugabe.80 To the extent that soft power rests on legitimacy, China must also take growing international commitment to human rights into account or else undermine its international standing at a time it is trying to portray a more benign image. Not coincidentally, the only three countries with a plurality viewing Chinese influence as negative (Germany, the United States and Poland) are liberal democracies. 

Non Unique – China Military Modernization Now
China is modernizing – aircraft carriers, stealth aircraft and increasing defense funding.

CNN International 6/18 

(Jaime FlorCruz, 6/18/11, " China's military modernization a cause for concern?    ", http://edition.cnn.com/2011/WORLD/asiapcf/06/17/china.military.modernization/; Boyce)
Editor's note: "Jaime's China&amp;quot; is a weekly column about Chinese society and politics. Jaime FlorCruz has lived and worked in China since 1971. He studied Chinese history at Peking University (1977-81) and served as TIME Magazine's Beijing correspondent and bureau chief (1982-2000). Beijing (CNN) -- "Aircraft carriers are tools of imperialism, and they're like sitting ducks waiting to be shot," a senior Beijing official told a group of overseas visitors. ";China will never build an aircraft carrier." That was in 1971, when China was poor and isolated, ruled by Chairman Mao and his military doctrines. Now China is reorienting its military concepts in keeping with modern times. It is getting ready to launch an aircraft carrier. "It helps China with its maritime territorial disputes in the South China Sea and the East China Sea," said Chris Yung, senior research fellow at the Institute for National Strategic Studies (INSS) at National Defense University in the United States. "Second and perhaps more importantly, it is a symbol of Chinese rise as a major power." Many Chinese apparently want a carrier. A survey conducted in May by the official Global Times showed 81.3% of respondents support China's efforts to build its own aircraft carrier as a way to shore up the country's overall military power. More than 75% said China needs it to defend the country against invasion, while around 50% said it will serve as a "counter-balance" to the U.S. and curb its dominance in the region. The Chinese military is now refurbishing a 67,000-ton carrier, which China bought from Ukraine in 1998. It "is being built but has not been completed," said Chen Bingde, chief of general staff of China's People's Liberation Army (PLA), in an interview with the Hong Kong Commercial Daily last week. It is expected to join the Chinese naval fleet later this year. ";China's strategy is to win a high-tech regional war in modern times and to be able to deal with multiple threats in a complex international environment," Song Zhongping, a military affairs commentator told CNN. ";China aims to stop the enemy before entering its border." As the world's second-biggest economy, China sees the need to extend its power and defend its expanded economic interests. The PLA is now developing a blue-water navy and air power to back it up. Early this year, China unveiled the J-20, a new stealth fighter prototype which can elude radar detection. Photos and videos of the new stealth bomber were published on the Internet. Some military observers say it could rival America's F-22 fighter. These are the latest in a series of moves to transform the once big but poorly equipped and highly-politicized revolutionary army into a modern, professional fighting force. China's strategy is to win a high-tech regional war in modern times and to be able to deal with multiple threats in a complex international environment. --Song Zhongping, military analyst RELATED TOPICS China People's Liberation Army The PLA has come a long way. For several years during the Cultural Revolution (1966-76), China did not even have a system of military ranks, once denounced by Maoists as feudal and capitalist. In the late 1980s, the egalitarian army retired the baggy olive-green pants and jackets and took on tailored uniforms, complete with stars, flaps and epaulets. In phases since 1985, China has demobilized over two million soldiers. The goal: to turn the PLA into a leaner, meaner fighting force. These changes are intended to boost morale in the 2.3-million-strong PLA, which remains the world's largest standing army. "By developing advanced weapons, China is making up for the years of neglect when China merely focused on economic development," Song said. In China's "four modernization&amp;quot; programs, launched in the 1970s, defense modernization ranked last, behind industry, agriculture and science and technology. By all accounts, the Gulf War in 1990-91 gave China's top brass a shocking reality check. They watched in awe on live television as U.S. forces used cruise missiles, smart bombs and stealth bombers to inflict swift and devastating blows on enemy forces. China soon went on shopping sprees to upgrade its air force and navy arsenals, and acquire increasingly sophisticated systems. The Chinese government says this year it will increase its defense spending by 12.7% to 601.1 billion yuan ($91.5 billion). Many analysts say the real figure spent on defense is much higher. Aside from paying the salaries and expenses of its troops, much of the budget goes into new tanks, planes, naval vessels, submarines and missiles. The brass is also pouring money into the development of different fighting strategies, including cyber warfare. China's leaders say the increase is justified. ";China's defense spending is relatively low by world standards," said retired foreign minister Li Zhaoxing, adding that its defense budget was much smaller than that of the United States, which was set at $725 billion in 2011. Nevertheless, the lack of transparency on the pace, scope and direction of China's military buildup continues to be of concern to China's neighbors and the United States, the status quo superpower. The news of the aircraft carrier's imminent launch is creating ripples. "I would describe the reaction as cautious and moderately concerned," said Yung. "The big question is how the Chinese will use their carrier and where." Even when the PLA eventually launches a working aircraft carrier, Yung said it does not give China a fully functioning carrier strike group capability. "An aircraft carrier is an extremely complex piece of machinery with lots of moving parts," he explained. "It has a long way to go to operate an air wing, provide air, surface, and sub-surface defenses for the carrier, supplying the carrier, and training the personnel to operate it. That is many years off."

China modernizing: aircraft carriers

ABC News 6/9 

(Clarissa Ward, Lee Ferran, 6/9/11, " First Chinese Aircraft Carrier Revealed    ", http://abcnews.go.com/Blotter/chinese-aircraft-carrier-revealed/story?id=13800990; Boyce)
A top Chinese official for the first time revealed that the growing Chinese military will soon launch its first aircraft carrier. "An aircraft carrier has been under construction, but has not been completed," China's Defense Minister Chen Bingde told a Hong Kong newspaper Tuesday in a rare admission for the secretive Chinese government. The Pentagon has been long aware of Chinese ambitions to build not just one, but multiple aircraft carriers as part of an effort to modernize its military force, a spokesperson for the U.S. Department of Defense said today. The U.S. will "maintain the military capabilities necessary to protect our interests, defend our allies, and deter potential adversaries from acts of aggression and intimidation," the spokesperson said. The 990 ft., 67,500 ton carrier, long-rumored to be in development, is being constructed in the north-east port of Dalian, the report said. While Chen refused to give a specific date, the vessel is reportedly near completion and tests are expected to start later this year. It took an army of workers five years to transform the Soviet-era hull, which was initially bought by a company with ties to the Chinese army who claimed they were building a floating casino destined for Macau. Itar-Tass/NewscomThe former Soviet "Varyag" aircraft-carrier... View Full Size Itar-Tass/NewscomThe former Soviet "Varyag" aircraft-carrier in the Ukrainian port of Ilyichevsk in this June 19, 2000 file photo. "All of the great nations in the world own aircraft carriers -- they are symbols of a great nation," Chen's assistant chief, Lt. Gen. Qi Jianguo, assistant chief of the general staff, told the Hong Kong Commercial Daily. But Jianguo also emphasized that after the carrier was deployed it would "definitely not sail to other countries' territorial waters." The carrier revelation comes at a complicated time for U.S.-Chinese relations. Earlier this month U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates said that military relations between the two countries are now on "a more positive trajectory," but admitted the military relationship was "underdeveloped." In May, a report out of a Washington, D.C., thinktank predicted a new stealth fighter, secretly developed by the Chinese and rarely seen, could be the first to legitimately challenge U.S. stealth fighters in air dominance. The day after that report came out, ABC News revealed that Pakistani officials hinted that China wanted to take a look at the top secret U.S. stealth helicopter that crashed during the raid that killed Osama bin Laden May 2. Less than two weeks later, Defense Minister Bingde appeared to attempt to allay American anxiety by telling the National Defense University, "Although China's defense and military development has come a long way in recent years, a gaping gap between you and us remains... China never intends to challenge the U.S." However, the Pentagon spokesperson said, "We remain concerned about the lack of transparency from China of the force projection and anti-access/area denial capabilities it is acquiring, the intentions that underline those acquisitions, and the resources dedicated to the task." "The relationship between the United States and China will shape the 21st century, which makes it as important as any bilateral relationship in the world," the spokesperson said. The Associated Press contributed to this report.

Non Unique – No Space Cooperation

Non-unique: China and US not cooperating now.

Reuters, Newswire Service, 1/3/11

[Reuters, published on MSNBC, by Jim Wolf; “Space: A frontier too far for U.S.-China cooperation”; 1/3/2011; http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/40897403/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/space-frontier-too-far-us-china-cooperation/; Boyce]

WASHINGTON — The prospects for cooperation between the United States and China in space are fading even as proponents say working together in the heavens could help build bridges in often-testy relations on Earth. The idea of joint ventures in space, including spacewalks, explorations and symbolic "feelgood" projects, have been floated from time to time by leaders on both sides. Efforts have gone nowhere over the past decade, swamped by economic, diplomatic and security tensions, despite a 2009 attempt by President Barack Obama and his Chinese counterpart, Hu Jintao, to kick-start the bureaucracies. U.S. domestic politics make the issue unlikely to advance when Obama hosts Hu at the White House on Jan. 19. Washington is at odds with Beijing over its currency policies and huge trade surplus but needs China's help to deter North Korea and Iran's nuclear ambitions and advance global climate and trade talks, among other matters. Hu's state visit will highlight the importance of expanding cooperation on "bilateral, regional and global issues," the White House said. But space appears to be a frontier too far for now, partly due to U.S. fears of an inadvertent technology transfer. China may no longer be much interested in any event, reckoning it does not need U.S. expertise for its space program. New obstacles to cooperation have come from the Republicans capturing control of the House of Representatives in the Nov. 2 congressional elections from Obama's Democrats. Repr. Frank Wolf, R-Va., for instance, is set to take over as chairman of the appropriations subcommittee that funds the U.S. space agency in the House. A China critic and human rights firebrand, the Republican congressman has faulted NASA's chief for meeting leaders of China's Manned Space Engineering Office in October. "As you know, we have serious concerns about the nature and goals of China's space program and strongly oppose any cooperation between NASA and China," Wolf and three fellow Republicans wrote NASA Administrator Charles Bolden on Oct. 15 as he left for China. Space exploration Obama and Hu, in a statement in November 2009, called for "the initiation of a joint dialogue on human spaceflight and space exploration, based on the principles of transparency, reciprocity and mutual benefit." The statement, marking a visit by Obama to China, also called for reciprocal visits in 2010 of NASA's chief and "the appropriate Chinese counterpart." Bolden, who went to China as head of a small team, said discussions there "did not include consideration of any specific proposals for future cooperation" — a statement apparently designed to placate Wolf, who will have a big say in NASA's budget. The Chinese visit to NASA did not materialize in 2010 for reasons that have not been explained. NASA representatives did not reply to questions but a Chinese embassy spokesman, Wang Baodong, said he suspected it was "mainly a scheduling issue." China is an emerging space power. Over 13 years starting in August 1996, it ran up 75 consecutive successful Long March rocket launches after overcoming technical glitches with the help of U.S. companies. China launched its second moon orbiter in October. In 2008, it became the third country after the United States and Russia to send astronauts on a spacewalk outside an orbiting craft. Beijing plans an unmanned moon landing and deployment of a moon rover in 2012 and the retrieval of lunar soil and stone samples around 2017. Chinese scientists have talked about the possibility of sending a man to the moon after 2020 — more than 50 years after U.S. astronauts accomplished the feat. Anti-satellite tests Possible U.S.-Chinese cooperation became more controversial after Beijing carried out a watershed anti-satellite test in January 2007, using a ground-based missile to knock out one of its inactive weather satellites in high polar orbit. No advance notice of the test was given. Thirteen months later, the United States destroyed a malfunctioning U.S. spy satellite using a ship-launched Raytheon Co. Standard Missile 3 after a high-profile buildup to the event. The U.S. interception was just outside the atmosphere so that debris would burn up promptly. U.S. officials say China's capabilities could threaten U.S. space assets in low orbit. The Chinese test also created a large cloud of orbital debris that may last for 100 years, boosting the risk to manned spaceflight and to hundreds of satellites belonging to more than two dozen countries. China's work on anti-satellite weapons is "destabilizing," Wallace Gregson, assistant U.S. secretary of defense for Asian and Pacific security affairs, said in December, also citing its investment in anti-ship missiles, advanced submarines, surface-to-air missiles and computer warfare techniques. "It has become increasingly evident that China is pursuing a long-term, comprehensive military buildup that could upend the regional security balance," Gregson told a forum hosted by the Progressive Policy Institute in Washington. The Heritage Foundation, a conservative think tank, called on members of the incoming Congress to be wary of any space cooperation with China on the grounds it could bolster Beijing's knowledge and harm U.S. security. "Congress should reject (the Obama) administration attempts to curry favor with the international community while placing U.S. advantages in space at risk," Dean Cheng, a Heritage research fellow for Chinese political and security affairs, and two colleagues said in a Dec. 15 memo to lawmakers. Proponents of cooperation say even symbolic steps, such as hosting a Chinese astronaut on the International Space Station, might help win friends in Beijing and blunt hard-liners. Gregory Kulacki, China project manager for the Union of Concerned Scientists, a group often at odds with U.S. policy, said cooperation would be more of a political project than a technical one. "We need to get past the idea that the Chinese need us more than we need them," he said.

No cooperation between the US & China now

Yi Zhou, Center for Space Science and Applied Research, Chinese Academy of Sciences, George Washington University 2008
Science Direct, “Perspectives on Sino-US cooperation in civil space programs”, 14 July 2008, http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0265964608000404, [Stolarski]

Both China and the USA are important countries in global politics, economics and space activity. Both countries’ national space policies are supportive of international cooperation on space activities. They have also made progress and beneﬁted from space cooperation with their partners in past years. However, there is only a limited number of individuals from the two countries visiting each other on a non-ofﬁcial basis and sparse information exchange on space. China and the USA have no government space cooperation agreement. China does not have any cooperative space projects with NASA either, although both countries have joined other multilateral government agreements, such as the International Living with a Star (ILWS), Committee on Earth Observation Satellites (CEOS), the Global Exploration Strategy, the Outer Space Treaty and other related international space law treaties. Can China become a new partner of the USA in the near future after Europe, Japan and even Russia, and directly collaborate on space with it? Would both countries beneﬁt from bilateral space collaboration? On the one hand, there are many obvious potential beneﬁts that could emerge for China’s space program. According to China’s ofﬁcial space policy, the country will develop programs balanced between space science, space technology and space applications. The objective is grand, but it is difﬁcult to attain these goals because of China’s present limited space capability, budget and experience. Cooperation with developed space countries, including Russia, Europe and the USA will be a short cut for China to obtain these objectives. 

There is no chance of US-Sino cooperation over space – ASAT test and more.

Hitchens, “Director of World Security Institute’s Center for Defense Information and the author of “Future Security In Space: Charting a Cooperative Course,” She also leads CDI’s Space Security Project. She serves on the editorial board of The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, and is a member of Women in International Security and the International Institute for Strategic Studies”; 07

[China Security, “U.S.-Sino Relations in Space: From “War of Words” to Cold War in Space?”; Winter 2007; World Security Institute, accessed online, pp. 12-30; Boyce]

On the civil space side, Beijing is also likely to feel repercussions in its efforts to spur cooperation with NASA on planetary exploration. Considering that there were strong voices in the U.S. national security establishment, and in Congress, opposing last year’s visit to China by NASA Administrator Michael Griffin and accusing China of wanting nothing except access to technology it could supply to its military programs, it is almost inconceivable that any new progress can be made in the wake of the ASAT test. And since civil cooperation in space is largely a political exercise for the United States, withholding cooperation is also a method of political punishment. Indeed, U.S. National Security Council spokesman Gordon Johndroe told reporters on Jan. 18 that “The United States believes China’s development and testing of such weapons is inconsistent with the spirit of cooperation that both countries aspire to in the civil space area.”18 Likewise, military-to-military cooperation in space as a means of confidence-building – as called for by Gen. James Cartwright, head of U.S. Strategic Command last year19 – is now unlikely to get anywhere fast. Sen. Bill Nelson, D-Fla., the chairman of the Senate Armed Services strategic forces subcommittee that oversees military space spending, called a closed-door hearing on the Chinese test on Jan. 25, and reminded reporters that he has long been concerned about the transfer of U.S. technology to China that could allow it to become a space competitor.20 Christopher Padilla, assistant secretary for export administration at the U.S. Commerce Department, told reporters in Beijing on Jan. 25 that the test had contributed to distrust between the U.S. and Chinese governments. Padilla, who was in China to explain a proposed U.S. plan to heighten export controls on high technology to China, said: “I raised the point that the test is one more example of how a lack of transparency and clarity requires the U.S. to hedge its relations with China.”21 This is too bad, for both sides, in that such cooperation and confidence-building – even if baby steps – would work to improve understanding between Chinese and American space officials and help mitigate against future misunderstandings.
No coop - ASAT tests alienated the US 
Hitchens, “Director of World Security Institute’s Center for Defense Information and the author of “Future Security In Space: Charting a Cooperative Course,” She also leads CDI’s Space Security Project. She serves on the editorial board of The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, and is a member of Women in International Security and the International Institute for Strategic Studies”; 07
[China Security, “U.S.-Sino Relations in Space: From “War of Words” to Cold War in Space?”; Winter 2007; World Security Institute, accessed online, pp. 12-30; Boyce]
The Chinese test has raised the question of U.S. space security to a new level of political concern, with a fever pitch of activity gripping Washington policy-making circles and Congress. The vulnerability of U.S. satellites has been starkly highlighted and the need to seriously address those vulnerabilities is now being recognized. “This is a wake-up call,” said Robert Joseph, the undersecretary of state for arms control and international security. “A small number of states are pursuing capabilities to exploit our vulnerabilities,”14 he said. If the ASAT test was a display of PLA sword rattling intended to drive home U.S. vulnerability in space, it has been successful. Indeed, the Chinese action has spurred the already growing consensus around improving space-situational awareness (the ability to “see” and understand what is going on in space), ensuring that satellite systems have passive protections to the extent feasible, and building redundant capabilities – both in space and in other mediums – to guarantee back-up in case of loss.15 While the U.S. Air Force has long been advocating such activities, investment has not been in line with the rhetoric – something that may well change when Bush’s fiscal year 2008 budget begins to be debated in Congress this spring, according to congressional aides from both Republican and Democratic offices. However, if the intent of the Chinese test was to deter the United States from building space-based missile defenses, it may well backfire. Advocates of space-based missile defenses have leaped upon the Chinese ASAT test as proof of the urgent need for such a system to counter the Chinese threat. An email press release by the Missile Defense Advocacy Alliance, a pro-missile defense lobby group funded by a number of U.S. defense companies, stated: “China has proven, especially to Iran and North Korea that ballistic missile capability represents power, self defense and an ability to deter. This model of international behavior will only encourage proliferators to develop their ballistic missile capability. … The vulnerability of space assets to Chinese ballistic missile attacks or threats of that capability now exists and has been demonstrated.”16 Jeff Kueter, director of the conservative George C. Marshall Institute in Washington, said: “If the international community is truly worried about the debris-generating effects of ASAT weapons, then it ought to embrace, indeed demand, development and deployment of boost-phase missile defense capable of intercepting ASAT missiles long before they reach their satellite targets.”17 While the shift in Congress to Democratic control had raised the prospect that the Bush administration plans for space-based missile defenses would be derailed over the next two years – with many Democrats in power positions on record in opposition – Democratic congressional aides say that the Chinese test will make holding the line more difficult from a political point of view.

No Peaceful Rise

The U.S. will always have fear of China and vice-versa because of their rises. Clashes between these sides leads to major problems.

Friedberg, professor of politics and international affairs @ Princeton 6-21

[Aaron L. Friedberg, published in The National Interest; “Hegemony with Chinese Characteristics”; 6/2/2011; http://nationalinterest.org/article/hegemony-chinese-characteristics-5439; Boyce]
THE UNITED States and the People’s Republic of China are locked in a quiet but increasingly intense struggle for power and influence, not only in Asia, but around the world. And in spite of what many earnest and well-intentioned commentators seem to believe, the nascent Sino-American rivalry is not merely the result of misperceptions or mistaken policies; it is driven instead by forces that are deeply rooted in the shifting structure of the international system and in the very different domestic political regimes of the two Pacific powers. Throughout history, relations between dominant and rising states have been uneasy—and often violent. Established powers tend to regard themselves as the defenders of an international order that they helped to create and from which they continue to benefit; rising powers feel constrained, even cheated, by the status quo and struggle against it to take what they think is rightfully theirs. Indeed, this story line, with its Shakespearean overtones of youth and age, vigor and decline, is among the oldest in recorded history. As far back as the fifth century BC the great Greek historian Thucydides began his study of the Peloponnesian War with the deceptively simple observation that the war’s deepest, truest cause was “the growth of Athenian power and the fear which this caused in Sparta.” The fact that the U.S.-China relationship is competitive, then, is simply no surprise. But these countries are not just any two great powers: Since the end of the Cold War the United States has been the richest and most powerful nation in the world; China is, by contrast, the state whose capabilities have been growing most rapidly. America is still “number one,” but China is fast gaining ground. The stakes are about as high as they can get, and the potential for conflict particularly fraught. At least insofar as the dominant powers are concerned, rising states tend to be troublemakers. As a nation’s capabilities grow, its leaders generally define their interests more expansively and seek a greater degree of influence over what is going on around them. This means that those in ascendance typically attempt not only to secure their borders but also to reach out beyond them, taking steps to ensure access to markets, materials and transportation routes; to protect their citizens far from home; to defend their foreign friends and allies; to promulgate their religious or ideological beliefs; and, in general, to have what they consider to be their rightful say in the affairs of their region and of the wider world. As they begin to assert themselves, ascendant states typically feel impelled to challenge territorial boundaries, international institutions and hierarchies of prestige that were put in place when they were still relatively weak. Like Japan in the late nineteenth century, or Germany at the turn of the twentieth, rising powers want their place in the sun. This, of course, is what brings them into conflict with the established great powers—the so-called status quo states—who are the architects, principal beneficiaries and main defenders of any existing international system. The resulting clash of interests between the two sides has seldom been resolved peacefully. Recognizing the growing threat to their position, dominant powers (or a coalition of status quo states) have occasionally tried to attack and destroy a competitor before it can grow strong enough to become a threat. Others—hoping to avoid war—have taken the opposite approach: attempting to appease potential challengers, they look for ways to satisfy their demands and ambitions and seek to incorporate them peacefully into the existing international order. But however sincere, these efforts have almost always ended in failure. Sometimes the reason clearly lies in the demands of the rising state. As was true of Adolf Hitler’s Germany, an aggressor may have ambitions that are so extensive as to be impossible for the status quo powers to satisfy without effectively consigning themselves to servitude or committing national suicide. Even when the demands being made of them are less onerous, the dominant states are often either reluctant to make concessions, thereby fueling the frustrations and resentments of the rising power, or too eager to do so, feeding its ambitions and triggering a spiral of escalating demands. Successful policies of appeasement are conceivable in theory but in practice have proven devilishly difficult to implement. This is why periods of transition, when a new, ascending power begins to overtake the previously dominant state, have so often been marked by war.

No peaceful rise – U.S.-China mistrust is structural. 

Friedberg, “Aaron L. Friedberg is a professor of politics and international affairs at the Woodrow Wilson School at Princeton University. His book, A Contest for Supremacy: China, America, and the Struggle for Mastery in Asia, will be published in August 2011”, 6-21

[Aaron L. Friedberg, published in The National Interest; “Hegemony with Chinese Characteristics”; 6/2/2011; http://nationalinterest.org/article/hegemony-chinese-characteristics-5439; Boyce]

DEEP-SEATED patterns of power politics are thus driving the United States and China toward mistrust and competition, if not necessarily toward open conflict. But this is not all there is to the story. In contrast to what some realists claim, ideology matters at least as much as power in determining the course of relations among nations. The fact that America is a liberal democracy while China remains under authoritarian rule is a significant additional impetus for rivalry, an obstacle to stable, cooperative relations, and a source of mutual hostility and mistrust in its own right. Relations between democracies and nondemocracies are always conducted in what political theorist Michael Doyle describes as an “atmosphere of suspicion,” in part because of “the perception by liberal states that nonliberal states are in a permanent state of aggression against their own people.” Democracies, in short, regard nondemocracies as less than legitimate because they do not enjoy the freely given consent of their own people. In their heart of hearts, most self-governing citizens simply do not believe that all states are created equal or that they are entitled to the same degree of respect regardless of how they are ruled. Seen in this light, disputes between the United States and China over such issues as censorship and religious freedom are not just superficial irritants that can be dissolved or wished away. They are instead symptomatic of much deeper difficulties. To most Americans, China’s human-rights violations are not only intrinsically wrong, they are also powerful indicators of the morally distasteful nature of the Beijing regime. While the United States may be able to do business with such a government on at least some issues, the possibility of a warm, trusting and stable relationship is remote to say the least.
China’s peaceful rhetoric is a façade – they’ll use space power for military dominance.

CNN, Adam Levine, 09 “In today's space race, watch out for China” November 18, 2009 http://www.cnn.com/2009/TECH/space/11/18/china.space/index.html Herm 

Washington (CNN) -- When China decided to test an anti-satellite missile in 2007, the impact shattered not just the target satellite but any illusions that China did not have military intentions in space and the capabilities to achieve them. The United States is still ahead in space development, but China has been making impressive progress in expanding its own program -- and it has not gone unnoticed. "I think anyone who's familiar with the space business, and particularly the history, our history in the space business over the years, would have to be absolutely amazed at the advancements that China has made in such a short period of time," said Gen. Kevin Chilton, head of the U.S. Strategic Command, which is in charge of the military's space operations. "They certainly are on a fast track to improve their capabilities," Chilton said in early November. "They're to be commended for the achievements that they've done in such a short period of time." China's intentions in space are a matter of great interest to the United States. The Pentagon is trying to encourage more transparency by the communist country and last month hosted a delegation that included Gen. Xu Caihou of China's Central Military Commission. Xu met with Defense Secretary Robert Gates and toured various U.S. installations, including STRATCOM, which oversees space, cyberspace and nuclear military operations. "Where they're heading, I think, is one of the things that a lot of people would like to understand better," Chilton said. He would not speak in detail about any of the discussions between U.S. and Chinese officials. Any hope for transparency will be tough to come by. China itself may not have a handle on its intentions, said Roger Cliff, a Chinese military analyst at RAND, a global policy think tank. Cliff said there is an internal struggle within the Chinese military for who will control the space mission. China's president has said its space efforts are "peaceful." But a top Chinese military official spoke of offensive and defensive capabilities in space because "only power could protect peace," Chinese air force Cmdr. Xu Quiliang told the Xinhua news agency. "It is not clear, and in part the reason for that is because China isn't clear where it is going in space, because they are still arguing it out," Cliff said. Also, transparency is in the eye of the beholder, Cliff noted. For China, transparency "is a luxury of the superior military power." What has become increasingly apparent is that China views having a powerful presence in space as crucial to both its military and its commercial interests. China has launched satellites for communications, reconnaissance and global positioning systems. It is on track to launch more satellites in 2009 than the United States.

U.S.-China Soft Power Not Zero Sum

US-China soft power is not zero sum – five reasons

Nye and Jisi, ‘9 – Joseph S. Nye Jr. is the University Distinguished Service Professor at Harvard. Wang Jisi is Dean of Peking University School of International Studies. (Harvard International Review. http://hir.harvard.edu/agriculture/hard-decisions-on-soft-power?page=0,2)

In their respective foreign policy pronouncements, Americans and Chinese often have opposite views and goals. While Americans want to maintain their leading position in global affairs, Chinese are opposing “hegemonism,” a code word for US ambitions to dominate the world, and are promoting “multipolarity,” signifying an apparent decline in US power. Nonetheless, the seemingly opposite goals and ambivalent feelings described above belie some very fundamental realities, according to which the soft power interaction between the United States and China is far from a zero-sum game. First, there is little evidence that the increase in China soft power is aimed at counterweighing US soft power, or that the “color revolutions,” regardless of their connection to US strategic objectives, are intended to work against China’s influence in those countries where they occurred. The tainted US image in Europe and the Islamic world has little to do with Chinese diplomacy there, and US unpopularity would not directly result in any boosting of China’s cultural and political influences. Just as Yao Ming is not in the United States at the expense of Michael Jordan, Hollywood movies and TV series like Desperate Housewives would do no harm to the quality of Chinese movies. Although some people in China may blame the popularity of American cultural products for reducing the attractiveness of Chinese counterparts, a reverse argument can be made that such competitions are needed and healthy. Similar cases can be found in China-US educational exchanges, in which each side benefits from better students and teachers of the other side.  Second, the perception that the Chinese model of combining market economy with one-party rule (Beijing Consensus) will challenge the Western model (involving open markets, democracy, and rule of law) and values is dubious. More research should be done to find out how many, and to what extent, other developing countries are actually able to learn a great deal from the Chinese model, even if some of them do admire the Chinese performance. For what we know, Americans would be pleased should North Korea or Myanmar now begin to move toward the Chinese market economy. Third, China is using its soft power in diplomacy in ways that may help the United States protect its interests in certain countries and regions. To be sure, China’s actions are taken first of all to serve its own interests, but its quiet efforts to persuade the North Koreans to terminate their nuclear weapon programs and to embark on economic reform do facilitate US policy objectives on the Korean Peninsula. Likewise, Beijing’s quiet diplomacy to persuade Myanmar’s government to modify its behavior at home may pave the way for stabilizing the situation in that country. What is more, China has successfully convinced Khartoum to accept a UN presence in Sudan, which was originally rejected under Western pressures. Fourth, Chinese guardedness against US soft power is essentially defensive, especially in China’s domestic affairs. Despite their suspicions of US intentions and their doubts about the relevance of American experiences to China’s own path to modernity, Chinese political elites share the basic values of democracy, human rights, rule of law, as well as market economy. As a US analyst observed a few weeks after the 9/11 tragedy, “we used to emphasize that China and the United States hold different values. But if we compare the gap between American values and the values held by the Taliban and Al Qaeda, differences between China and the United States are negligible!” Finally, in reality Chinese are borrowing many skills and practices that undergird US soft power. A great number of Chinese government officials, military officers, judges, lawyers, among other professionals, have been trained in the United States, and they have made contributions to US knowledge as well. In the field of foreign policy, many Chinese think tanks have emerged in the last decade or so, and the examples they refer to are their counterparts in the United States, rather than those in Japan, Russia, or Germany. The soft-power interaction between the United States and China thus need not be seen as a competition, but rather as a more complex combination of competitive and cooperative forces. Conclusions It is not surprising to see Chinese leaders and academics referring explicitly to China’s soft power, and adopting policies to promote it. In a sense, this reflects a sophisticated realist strategy for a country with rising hard power. To the extent it is able to combine its hard power resources with soft power resources, it is less likely to frighten its neighbors and others and thus less likely to stimulate balancing coalitions directed against it. Successful strategies often involve a combination of hard and soft power that are called “smart power.” For example, in 19th century Europe, after defeating Denmark, Austria, and France with Prussian hard military power, Bismarck developed a soft power strategy of making Berlin the most attractive diplomatic capital of Europe. During the Cold War, the United States used both hard and soft power against the Soviet Union. Thus it is not surprising to see China following a smart power strategy. Whether this will be a problem for other countries or not will depend on the way the power is used. If China seeks to manipulate the politics of Asia and exclude the United States, its strategy could be counterproductive, but to the extent that China adopts the attitude of a rising “responsible stakeholder” in international affairs, its combination of hard and soft power can make a positive contribution. In return, much will depend upon the willingness of the United States to include China as an important player in the web of formal and informal international institutional arrangements. China is far from the United States’ or Europe’s equal in soft power at this point, but it would be foolish to ignore the important gains it is making. Fortunately, these gains can be good for China and also good for the rest of the world. Soft power is not a zero sum game in which one country’s gain is necessarily another country’s loss. If China and the United States, for example, both become more attractive in each others’ eyes, the prospects of damaging conflicts will be reduced. If the rise of China’s soft power reduces the chance of conflict, it can be part of a positive sum relationship. 

Chinese Military Modernization Good

Modernization encourages peaceful unification with Taiwan- credibility of deterrence key

Ross 02, Professor of Political Science at Boston College

[Robert S., “Navigating the Taiwan Strait: Deterrence, Escalation Dominance, and U.S.-China Relations,” International Security, Fall, Vol. 27, No. 2, p. 59-60] bg

Beijing’s respect for U.S. resolve and for the high cost of a U.S.-China war produces a very high expected cost of an attack on Taiwan for unification. Accordingly, Chinese military officers and civilian analysts urge caution and promote reliance on “peaceful unification” with Taiwan through long-term development of China’s economy and modernization of its military. “Smooth economic development,” not immediate unification, is China’s most fundamental interest and most important national security strategy. It is also the most effective way to assure Chinese territorial integrity. As long as China’s economy continues to develop, time is on its side. 64 As one Chinese analyst has argued, China has already waited 100 years to achieve unification and should be prepared to wait another 50 years. 65 For these analysts, China should not use military force for unification, but should continue to deter Taiwan from declaring independence by threatening military retaliation. They argue that as long as Chinese deterrence of Taiwan is effective, China can avoid war with the United States and achieve unification. 66 

China’s military modernization improves deterrence

Goldstein 00, Director of Center for International Politics at University of Pennsylvania

[Avery, Deterrence and Security in the 21st Century: China, Britain, France, and the Enduring Legacy of the Nuclear Revolution, p. 239-40] bg

 In 1978 China's PLA began referring to its emerging new doctrine as People's War Under Modem Conditions. Its neo-Maoist moniker notwithstanding, the program of military modernization it called for was "designed specifically to avoid a protracted war." The top priority was to deploy deliverable nuclear forces that would dissuade superpower aggression by posing the risk of horrifying retaliation. The next most important purpose of modernization was to deploy conventional forces strong enough to mount a limited forward defense and oblige the adversary to face an escalating risk of retaliation. Dissuasion based on the threat of a protracted People's War was relegated to a "last resort" component of China's security policy geared to the unlikely contingency of full-scale invasion and occupation of the country."� China had finally, if tacitly, acknowledged that conventional deterrence, although compensating for material inferiority by enabling the CCP to convert its politi cal support into a military asset, was a less than satisfactory solution tc the country's actual security problems. 

China’s modernization was only for deterrence- U.S. has too much unjustified hysteria

Moore 99, Senior Editor of Bulletin of Atomic Scientists [Mike, “Call China’s hand,” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, July/August, Vol. 55, No. 4, p. 21-3, PQ] bg 

 (China's current force lags far behind those of the United States and Russia, each of which has thousands of modern nuclear warheads, not to mention Britain and France, which have modern arsenals numbering in the low hundreds. China's long-range force is composed of about 20 1950s-technology liquid-fuel missiles, each with a single warhead. The United States or Russia could theoretically "disarm" China's nuclear capacity in a matter of minutes.) Nevertheless, the strategic meaning of a modern "survivable" force has somehow escaped a lot of people in Congress, in the news media, and even in some think tanks. A populist newspaper columnist in Chicago, for instance, condemned the administration for going "into full reassurance mode" following release of the Cox report. "It's nice to reassure people," said the columnist. "Especially while you're telling them that secrets to build weapons of mass destruction have ended up in the hands of unfriendly governments that might want to kill us." One does not have to be a China apologist to be stunned by that sort of near hysteria. A survivable retaliatory or "second-strike" force is not a first-strike force. Under deterrence theory, such a force is supposed to prevent war, not start one. Even hard-line, pro-nuclear balance-of-power theorists argue that a survivable second-strike force enhances strategic stability rather than degrading it. 

China’s modernization allows peaceful integration with Taiwan- impedes conflict

Ross 02, Professor of Political Science at Boston College

[Robert S., “Navigating the Taiwan Strait: Deterrence, Escalation Dominance, and U.S.-China Relations,” International Security, Fall, Vol. 27, No. 2, p. 59-60] bg

Rather than stress the military instruments of its Taiwan diplomacy and needlessly undermine regional stability, the United States can use its military advantages to support a peaceful resolution of the Taiwan conflict. As China’s modernization continues and economic and social integration between the mainland and Taiwan deepens, both sides may exercise greater caution and the impediments to a compromise solution will likely decrease. By the end of 2001, more than 300,000 Taiwanese were living in Shanghai and more than 30,000 Taiwan companies had manufacturing facilities there. In 2002, a Taiwan bank opened its ªrst representative ofªce in China, Chinese and Taiwanese state-owned energy corporations developed a joint venture for oil exploration, and Chinese ªrms began recruiting Taiwan ªnancial and technology experts. There has also been progress toward establishing direct trade across the strait. 98 Over the next decade, the cross-strait relationship will likely become more amenable to a diplomatic solution. 

Chinese Nuclear Modernization Good – Stops Conventional Modernization
A. Nuclear modernization trades off with conventional modernization

 
Goldstein 00, Director of Center for International Politics at University of Pennsylvania

[Avery, Deterrence and Security in the 21st Century: China, Britain, France, and the Enduring Legacy of the Nuclear Revolution, p. 239-40] bg

The PRC required an economically sound deterrent strategy that more effectively enabled the state to cope with the spectrum of plausible serious threats it confronted. Be cause it supported a more robust strategy at reasonable cost, nuclear deterrence was the preferred solution to the difficulties involved in dissuading aggression by a superpower adversary. With the declining importance of conventional deterrence, China's policy began more closely to resemble the Cold War strategy embraced by the British and especially the French that is described in Chapters 5 and 6. The preceding indicates that as early as the 199os, doubts about the robustness of conventional deterrence against the most plausible superpower threats China faced had led Beijing to assign top priority to developing the forces necessary for nuclear deterrence. Yet while Mao lived, People's War retained its pride of place in China's strategic rhetoric. And until China deployed deliverable nuclear warheads, People's War may have been the only available option in the event strategic alignment with one superpower had failed to dissuade the other. Once Mao died in 1976, however, China's military leaders began more openly to articulate sensible objections to the late Chairman's conventional deterrent strategy that emphasized preparations to lure the enemy deep within China and then to wage a protracted armed struggle against him. Military professionals, who had long doubted the continuing usefulness of People's War for discouraging the superpowers from challenging China's security, called for modernization of both nuclear and conventional forces." But it is noteworthy that even in the context of a more free-wheeling debate, because China was not yet sufficiently confident about its ability to deliver its nuclear retaliatory blow, the priority accorded nuclear weapons over conventional weapons endured. In the early r98os Defense Minister Zhang Aiping announced that "defense funds should be concentrated on those programs which are badly needed and the most important areas which affect the overall situation, such as strategic guided missiles and centers for producing nuclear fuel and bombs."

B. Conventional modernization will trigger an attack on Taiwan

DOD 00 [Annual Report on the Military Power of the People’s Republic of China, p. 46-7, http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Jul2002/d20020712china.pdf] bg

Preparing for a potential conflict in the Taiwan Strait is the primary driver for China’s military modernization. Beijing is pursuing the ability to force Taiwan to negotiate on Beijing’s terms regarding unification with the mainland. It also seeks to deter, deny, or complicate the ability of foreign forces to intervene on Taiwan’s behalf. Beijing has been influenced by the emerging revolution in military affairs and is seeking the means to counter advances the United States could make in this area. PRC doctrine stresses surprise, deception, and preemption as a means to offset weaknesses in equipment and other areas. Currently, China’s conventional short-range ballistic missile force is its most credible and immediate threat to Taiwan 
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Cooperation solves US – China relations and opens the door for further political talks

Jeremiah O. Klomp, Major, USAF 10, Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama,  “IS SPACE BIG ENOUGH FOR A US-SINO PARTNERSHIP?” April 2010 Pg. 17 Herm

A key driver in any joint venture is the political implications of the proposed collaboration. Our political relationship with China is tenuous at best, with neither side trusting the other completely, and in general discord respecting sensitive matters, such as the Taiwan issue and human rights discussions. Any joint venture between the US and China, particularly in an area as sensitive as space, may be perceived as waffling on our part which may then be construed as a moral compromise. Jeffrey Logan, a specialist in Energy Policy in the Resources, Science and Industry Division, points out in a special report to Congress that “China is widely criticized for its record on human rights and non-democratic governance. Any collaboration that improves the standing of authoritarian Chinese leaders might thus be viewed as unacceptable.”15 However, a joint venture in the name of science may help to reduce barriers and open further dialog into many areas that are currently strained. President Nixon’s so-called “Ping-pong politics,” or using non-contentious means to begin dialog in other areas, may be an effective way to open doors currently closed to US involvement.
US-China cooperation over space solves current tensions and boosts US soft-power.

Rob W. Chambers Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature, summa cum laude, University of Minnesota-Twin Cities, 1996 M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, 2001, 2009 NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL March 2009 “CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?” March 2009 http://www.dtic.mil/cgi -bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA497039&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf 

On a more optimistic note, space cooperation between NASA and the CNSA, its Chinese counterpart, through increased contact and exchanges of information, could help overcome mutual mistrust and ambiguity. Over the long-term, it could potentially give way to strengthened confidence and assurance of each others’ intentions and concerns about space, reducing ambiguity and increasing transparency across the board. Even during the height of the Cold War, America held a joint space docking exercise with the Soviet Union in 1975 which “achieved important technical and political breakthroughs”.289 If the United States could work with its bitter communist rival during the dark days of the Cold War, according to the “space partner” perspective, Washington could safely find a place for Sino-U.S. space cooperation in the 21st century. Working in a more direct fashion with the Chinese, it could be argued, may also help keep their space program directed at peaceful objectives and dampen any secret ambitions to militarize outer space. Even some Chinese scholars would agree on this point, including Wu Chunsi from Fudan University’s Center for American Studies. He suggests that Washington’s active engagement China in space could help create a clean break between the civilian and military programs and that “the commercial and civilian elements of China’s space program will see their capabilities grow along with a sense of independence from the military”.290 Furthermore, Wu argues, “if China follows a path of isolation, exclusion will only deepen its suspicion and resentment, and the commercial and civilian sectors…would be forced to seek help from the government, or even the military”.291 Thus, instead of acting as a “space hyper-power,” a U.S. invitation to the Chinese to become a space partner could arguably soften its image as a global hegemon, and also increase U.S. soft power and credibility with the Chinese.292
Cooperation with China is good.

Johnson-Freese, now a Professor of National Security Affairs, “Dr. Johnson-Freese has testified before Congress on several occasions regarding Chinese space activities and space security issues. She is on the editorial board of China Security, a member of the International Academy of Astronautics, the International Institute for Strategic Studies, the International Space University, served on the Space Studies Board of the National Academy of Sciences, and the Lyles Commission to examine the future of the U.S. civil space program, and an Adjunct Professor at the Watson Institute, Brown University.”; 5

[Joan Johnson-Freese through Elsevier; “Maintaining US leadership in human spaceﬂight”; Department of National Security Decision Making, Naval War College; Space Policy 21 (2005) 239-242; Boyce]
China is already working with ESA on programs ranging from DoubleStar to Galileo, it worked with Russia on human spaceﬂight, and it is courting many Asian countries for projects involving cooperative work on environmental and disaster monitoring and management, sometimes through the Asia-Paciﬁc Multilateral Cooperation in Space Organization (APSCO). That the EU considered dropping its arms embargo against China demonstrates that other countries do not necessarily share US views about the value or necessity of isolating China. Over the long term China will increasingly engage partners in space activity. The question is whether the USA will choose to deﬂect or co-opt some of that cooperative activity in directions of its choice. The USA has historically and successfully employed cooperative space activities to ‘shape’ other countries’ programs; guiding them into benign areas of interest and leaving them fewer funds to pursue activities that are less in its interest. Controlled or limited cooperation has also allowed the USA to get a much better idea of exactly what the priorities and capabilities are in other countries. Because China’s program is still largely opaque, isolating it will only limit our ability to monitor what they are doing and, perhaps even more importantly, to determine their long-term intent. Technology transfer remains a critical issue. Given that stopping technology transfer to China is impossible because the USA does not have a technology monopoly, managing it through transfers from the USA, rather than having China obtain it from other countries with fewer controls, becomes a pragmatic option. Further, cooperation with China in space offers the USA leverage in Chinese space activities, removes the counterproductive perception of a space race, and offers the USA the opportunity to develop soft power through a human space program with a goal beyond science and exploration— strategic leadership. Cooperation in space with China does not excuse the Communist regime from its abysmal record on human rights. Indeed, it is because China is an authoritarian state at the crossroads of its political development that it is imperative that America, as the world’s leading democracy, step forward and help shape China’s aspirations in space toward peaceful and cooperative ends, rather than seeing them turned toward more threatening ideological or military goals. It should also be pointed out that attempting to draw linkages between space cooperation and other foreign policy goals, like human rights, is unlikely to be successful. The USA tried this with the USSR and only became frustrated. The USA can use space cooperation to co-opt, or shape, Chinese space activity. That is a worthy goal in itself. An inclusive cooperative human space program returns to the Apollo model, a program with a strategic goal, but this time based on cooperation rather than competition. Cooperation is not easy. But the ISS experience, and studies conducted by groups with long experience in cooperation models, such as the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, tells us there are ways to manage the issues [2]. A ﬁrst step in any model is to ensure that all partners have a vested interest in success, all partners fully understand their roles, and that the science and engineering goals are meaningful. We know how to do it. Let us imagine a few alternative, hypothetical scenarios. If the USA were to ﬁnish the ISS only to then turn it over to the partners so the USA could pursue the Moon/Mars vision, it would then get mired down in technical or political difﬁculties—not be hard to imagine—the USA could end up the only spacefaring nation not involved in ISS. If the USA pursued the Moon/Mars vision with the ISS partners, but not China, it would be China (the developing country) versus the rest of the (developed) world, magnifying the perceived importance of each small advance China made and every misstep by the USA. If the USA were to pursue the Moon/Mars mission alone, other countries could see working with China as an opportunityto work on a human space program, and on a more level playing ﬁeld, creating a US versus China and the rest scenario. Finally, as some have suggested, the USA could simply forego human space activity. But the USA must not allow human space leadership to slip away. Human spaceﬂight requires pushing the envelop in areas of science and engineering—in medical ﬁelds and areas of life support systems engineering, for example— that could otherwise potentially be neglected. While direct beneﬁts to the economy or defense from a particular program may not always be identiﬁable in advance, GPS, once a government program without a clear mission, has certainly demonstrated that we should not be bound by the limits of our imagination. The importance that space provides to building science capabilities generally is not unnoticed elsewhere. China is acutely aware that it has a long way to go toward becoming a science ‘power’ and it hopes human spaceﬂight will accelerate its movement up the learning curve. For the USA to maintain its leadership position, it is therefore imperative that it stays active in space as well. It is also important to remember that human spaceﬂight is part of the US space agenda, but not the entire agenda. We need to maintain a balance to assure continued pre-eminence in all aspects of science and engineering. Finally, space represents the future. It is imperative that the USA, as the world’s leader, remains the world’s leader into the future. The USA should plan for the future of human spaceﬂight from a ‘effects-based’ perspective. What does it hope to achieve? Is it looking to maintain its pre-eminence in human spaceﬂight? I suggest it must. If that is the goal, realistically, we need a rationale beyond science and exploration to sustain the momentum. Competition once served that purpose but will not do so any longer. Indeed, competition places the USA in a race not in its best interests. Strategic leadership of a cooperative space mission off planet Earth offers the USA a viable way forward toward maintaining leadership while generating signiﬁcant soft power globally, soft power necessary toward such strategic goals as effectively ﬁghting the global ‘war on terrorism’. US policy makers must look at space from a strategic perspective, not just from a science or exploration perspective.

Cooperation with China boosts the economy and opens the door to further cooperation

Jeremiah O. Klomp, Major, USAF 10, Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama,  “IS SPACE BIG ENOUGH FOR A US-SINO PARTNERSHIP?” April 2010 Pg. 16 Herm

The economic arena provides a very compelling argument in favor of cooperation. The high cost of research and development as well as constructing and launching satellites makes it extremely prohibitive to initiate a space venture alone. As costs are shared across multiple partners, the same, or nearly the same, benefit is achieved by all partners, making it much more cost effective when compared to developing technology and completing the project solo. It is thus much easier to justify and approve new projects as joint ventures.13 China is a seemingly ideal economic partner, if only because it has very large coffers and has demonstrated a willingness to use those resources in pursuit of space-related objectives. Partnering with China on a peaceful space venture would relieve significant economic pressure on US Government budgetary constraints. There are many valuable, yet low threat, research and development projects and ideas in various stages of development that would be great candidates for a partnership with China. For example, there are many civil projects in need of funding regarding medical experiements in space, effects of space weather on near space satellites, space weather effects on cell phones, to name a few. This type of joint project could open the door to expanded partnerships with China in other areas.

Space cooperation critical to break the deadlock in U.S.- China relations

Moltz, Associate Professor and Academic Associate for Security Studies, 2011- (Journal of Contemporary China:  Volume 20, Issue 68 p. 69-87, “ China, the United States, and Prospects for Asian Space Cooperation” 2011.) [JUNEJA] 

Most experts believe the space science will be the ﬁrst step in any road to ‘normalizing’ US–Chinese space relations. The three main areas of activity on the agendas of all of the world’s leading space programs—including those in Asia—in the coming two decades are long-duration Earth orbital missions, lunar missions, and Mars exploration. In the ﬁrst instance, China is now barred by informal US and Japanese opposition from participation in the ISS. A decision by the Obama administration to attempt to change this policy could possibly cause China to give up its plan to deploy an autonomous space station, or, more likely, limit it to one small prototype; but the fact that US shuttle missions to the ISS are already planned to end in 2011 make such prospects unlikely, although China could conceivably use its own booster or a Russian one.

US wants China as space partner - wants to share economic cost of space programs 

MSNBC 5/6 (5/6/2011, "Obama sees China as a partner in Mars mission", http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/42934529/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/obama-sees-china-partner-mars-mission/) 

U.S. President Barack Obama views China as a potential partner for an eventual human mission to Mars that would be difficult for any single nation to undertake, a senior White House official told lawmakers. Testifying May 4 before the House Appropriations subcommittee on commerce, justice and science, White House science adviser John Holdren said near-term engagement with China in civil space will help lay the groundwork for any such future endeavor. He prefaced his remarks with the assertion that human exploration of Mars is a long-term proposition and that any discussion of cooperating with Beijing on such an effort is speculative. "(What) the president has deemed worth discussing with the Chinese and others is that when the time comes for humans to visit Mars, it's going to be an extremely expensive proposition and the question is whether it will really make sense — at the time that we're ready to do that — to do it as one nation rather than to do it in concert," Holdren said in response to a question from Rep. Frank Wolf, R-Va., a staunch China critic who chairs the powerful subcommittee that oversees NASA spending. Holdren, who said NASA could also benefit from cooperating with China on detection and tracking of orbital debris, stressed that any U.S. collaboration with Beijing in manned spaceflight would depend on future Sino-U.S. relations. "But many of us, including the president, including myself, including (NASA Administrator Charles) Bolden, believe that it's not too soon to have preliminary conversations about what involving China in that sort of cooperation might entail," Holdren said. "If China is going to be, by 2030, the biggest economy in the world … it could certainly be to our benefit to share the costs of such an expensive venture with them and with others." 

