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***China = Threat

Western Bias

Western media underestimates China
Lakes 2011- Geopolitics

(Eli, “China deemed biggest threat to U.S.”, march 10th, 2011, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/10/china-deemed-biggest-threat-to-us/?page=1)

After Mr. Clapper clarified that he was speaking about capabilities and not intentions, Mr. Levin said, “I was just as surprised by that answer as your first answer. You’re saying that China now has the intent to be a mortal adversary of the United States?”Mr. Clapper responded, “Well the question is who, from my vantage, from among the nation states who would pose potentially the greatest [threat] if I had to pick one country, which I am loathe to do because I am more of the mind to consider their capabilities, both Russia and China potentially represent a broad threat to the United States. I don’t think either country today has the intent to mortally attack us.” Defense officials have acknowledged that U.S. intelligence agencies have underestimated China's military capabilities. But the intelligence community is beginning to express more concerns about China's military buildup, which has been carried out largely in secret. Army Lt. Gen. Ronald L. Burgess Jr., the Defense Intelligence Agency director, appeared with Mr. Clapper and agreed that China’s power projection is growing. “While remaining focused on Taiwan as a primary mission, China will, by 2020, lay the foundation for a force able to accomplish broader and regional global objectives,” he said. Gen. Burgess said China's military “continues to face deficiencies in interservice cooperation and actual experience in joint exercises and combat operations.

Aggressive Intentions
Internal statements prove the PLA wants war in space

Wortzel, 7 – PhD in political science from the University of Hawaii, Vice-President for Foreign Policy and Defense Studies at SSI [10/17, Larry, “ The Chinese People's Liberation Army and Space Warfare: Emerging United States-China Military Competition”, American Enterprise Institute, http://www.aei.org/paper/26977, AL]
Space operations and warfare in space are components of what the PLA calls "informationalized," or information age, warfare.[17] In general, PLA strategists are convinced that space will be one of the natural domains of war and that war in space will be an integral part of other military operations.[18] Moreover, PLA authors are convinced that "future enemy military forces will depend heavily on information systems in military operations." Therefore, they believe, China needs to break through the technological barriers and develop information system countermeasures in space.[19] Two authors writing in China Military Science, the PLA's premier military theory journal, believe that "it is in space that information age warfare will come to its more intensive points. Future war must combine information, firepower, and mobility."[20] They believe that future latent military threats will primarily come in aerospace. Like these authors, other military theorists are convinced that "the atmosphere and space will become the primary battlefields [in high technology war], and the dividing line between them will be blurred."[21] Some are convinced that in future wars, space will be used to "carry out war between space platforms and to attack strategic surface and air targets."[22] In order to conduct warfare in space, attack targets in space, or conduct surface or air attacks from space, theorists in the PLA and other Chinese research institutes advocate research into forms of laser weapons, particle beam weapons, and other forms of directed energy and electromagnetic systems.[23] And not all of this research is limited to military theory. There are also PLA organizations conducting basic and applied research into space-to-ground kinetic weapons systems.[24] Senior Colonel Zhang Zhiwei and Lieutenant Colonel Feng Zhuanjiang, both of the Nanjing Army Command Academy, argue that "space supremacy" must be an integral part of other forms of supremacy over the battlefield.[25] They see this as a necessary and logical extension of other forms of military conflict. The bottom line is that the PLA sees war in space as an integrated part of military operations and that offensive and defensive operations are blending.[26] 

Chinese satellite advances give it an advantage over the US – they’re rattling the saber

Reuters, 6/12 – respected news source

[“China Ramps Up Military Space Efforts: Claim”, http://www.aviationweek.com/aw/jsp_includes/articlePrint.jsp?headLine=China%20Ramps%20Up%20Military%20Space%20Efforts:%20Claim&storyID=news/awx/2011/07/12/awx_07_12_2011_p0-346891.xml, AL]
China is developing cutting-edge satellites that will allow it to project power far beyond its shores and deter the United States from using aircraft carriers in any future conflict over its rival Taiwan, a report said. The piece in October’s Journal of Strategic Studies, a U.K.-published defense and security journal, runs at odds with China’s stated opposition to the militarization of space. But the report, an advance copy of which was obtained by Reuters, said that the rapid development of advanced reconnaissance satellites to enable China to track hostile forces in real time and guide ballistic missiles has become a key to the modernisation of its forces. While the United States used to be unrivaled in this area, China is catching up fast, it added. “China’s constellation of satellites is transitioning from the limited ability to collect general strategic information, into a new era in which it will be able to support tactical operations as they happen,” the report said. “China may already be able to match the United States’ ability to image a known, stationary target and will likely surpass it in the flurry of launches planned for the next two years.” Beijing has consistently denied it has anything other than peaceful plans for space and says its growing military spending and prowess are for defensive purposes and modernization of outdated forces. But with the recent unveiling of a stealth fighter, the expected launch of its first aircraft carriers and more aggressive posture over territorial disputes such as one in the South China Sea, Beijing has rattled nerves regionally and globally. 

Tensions are high and both sides are aggressive

Chan, 2/22 – writer for world socialists

[John, “US threatens “military option” against China over space arms race”, http://www.wsws.org/articles/2011/feb2011/usch-f22.shtml, AL]

These tensions have been exacerbated since Obama took office. The White House embarked on an even more aggressive course toward China, signalling a full-scale campaign on strategic, diplomatic and currency fronts by announcing $6.4 billion arms sales to Taiwan. In January 2010, Beijing responded with an anti-ballistic missile test, designed to show Washington that Beijing was also developing a missile defence system. The Obama administration reacted by reiterating the line of the former Bush presidency. A cable sent by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton instructed US diplomats to demand that Australia, Japan and South Korea once again join “in demarching China in a fashion similar to the US approach”. Clinton sharply asked in the démarche: “Which foreign ballistic missile threats are China’s BMD development and testing program intended to defend against?” Clinton instructed embassy officials that if they were asked about the Obama administration’s position on China’s anti-missile test, they must restate the US objections to China’s 2007 test. She stated that the January 2008 US démarches threatening China with a “military option” were “still valid and reflect the policy of the United States”. The threat against China was underscored by this month’s US National Security Space Strategy (NSSS) report. It calls for the establishment of a network of “partnering nations”, such as Japan and Australia, for the “collaborative sharing of space capabilities in crisis and conflict”. In an indirect warning to China, the Pentagon declares: “We believe it is in the interests of all space-faring nations to avoid hostility in space. In spite of this, some actors may still believe counterspace actions could provide military advantage.” The report said the US military “must deny and defeat an adversary’s ability to achieve its objectives”. In other words, the US may carry out pre-emptive strikes on Chinese anti-satellite systems as a means to deny China the capacity to attack the US space arsenal. US Deputy Defence Secretary Gregory Schulte told reporters that the US “retains the option to respond in self-defence to attacks in space, and the response may not be in space, either”. From sharp but secret exchanges between the two governments, the US belligerence to China’s satellite and missile programs has been made public via the NSSS report, itself an indicator of the emerging danger of war between the US and China. 

Internal PLA statements prove aggressiveness

Listner, 4/25 – writer for the space review

[Michael, “An exercise in the Art of War: China’s National Defense white paper, outer space, and the PPWT”, the Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1828/1, AL]
 “If you know the enemy and know yourself, you need not fear the outcome of a hundred battles.”2 The United States is in a unique position among the nations of the world regarding the development of and the reliance upon its outer space systems. These systems not only provide national security functions, but also support the economy and civilian sector as well. It is this reliance that makes those outer space systems particularly vulnerable. The PRC recognizes both this reliance and vulnerability. A 2007 report to Congress from the State Department’s Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division3 addressing the PRC’s January 11, 2007, ASAT test quoted the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff at the time, General Peter Pace. At a March 7, 2007, news conference regarding the ASAT test, General Pace notes several comments made by PRC military and foreign policy personnel concerning the threat of the United States’ outer-space systems to the PRC’s national security: “Various comments by PLA officers and PRC civilian analysts have justified the ASAT test as needed to counter perceived U.S. ‘hegemony’ in space and target the vulnerability of U.S. dependence on satellites.” “A PLA Air Force colonel wrote in late 2006 that U.S. military power, including long-range strikes, have relied on superiority in space and that leveraging space technology can allow a rising power to close the gap with advanced countries more rapidly than trying to catch up.” “A PRC specialist at Fudan University indicated that China’s ASAT program is developed partly to maintain China’s nuclear deterrence, perceived as undermined by U.S. space assets.” The PRC understands the advantage the United States has with it space systems, and that they are critical to its military operations. The PRC also understands that the best way to counter this advantage is to deny the United States the use of its space systems. These open-source statements are not all-inclusive and raise the question of whether they actually reflect the true policy of the PRC. While it is difficult to rely solely on open source literature and commentary from the PRC as a persuasive warning that United States’ outer space systems are vulnerable, neither should they be idly be dismissed.4 
PRC legitimacy relies on space dominance

Beclard, [no date] (Julien, “The North South Divide in Global Security: Regulating a global common,” Declard is a professor at the University of Free Studies in Bruxelles)

The!desire!for developing!an!ambitious!Indian!space!programme!was!also!clearly! motivated! by! a! strong! political! motivation.! Space! was! supposed! to strengthen! India’s!role!and!influence!within!the community!of!nations.!In!this!respect,!space! contributes! substantially! to! the! country’s! position! as! “the$ dominant$ political$ power$in$the$South$Asian$region,$as$a$leader$of$the$nonBaligned$movement$as$well$ as$a$powerful$rival$of$neighbouring$China$and$antagonist$of$Pakistan”11 .! Thus,!beyond!the!socioeconomic!motivation underlying!space!programs,!one!has! also! to! bring! into! the! light! that,! on! the! political! level, space! is also a! dramatic! competition! for! influence! and! prestige. Authorities! expect space! initiatives! to! improve national! prestige,! both! domestically! and! internationally. Successful! space! missions! generate! domestic! pride! and! demonstrate! the! regime’s! competence.! These! are! the! classical! trappings! of! what! scholars! have! come! to! identify! as! “techno7nationalism” 12 .! This! offers! a! useful! framework! for! understanding!the!motivations!of!developing!great!power!such!as!China: “It$helps$ to$answer$such$questions$as$why$would$China,$with$over$1.3$billion$people$to$feed,$ house$and$keep$employed,$spend$money$on$manned$space$program” 13 .!Fuelled!by! the!ideology!of!techno7nationalism,!the!Chinese!space!program!appears!to!have! emerged!as!a!further!unifying!vector!geared!towards!solidifying!the!party’s!grip.! As! such,! Chinese! space! policy! is! further! symptom of! China’s! specific! brand of! techno7nationalism!which!is:!aimed!at!enhancing!the!regime’s!legitimacy;!whilst! attracting!FDI!in!innovative!industries,!and!fostering!a!national!economy!that!is! more!competitive!than!collaborative!in!securing!technology14 . Space! turns! out! to! be a! determinant!medium! for! the! acquisition! or! exercise! of! power,! strategic,! economic,! ideological,! but! always! with! profound! political! implications15 .! The! benefits! of! the! exploration! and! use! of! outer! space! are! to! accrue! all! states! standard! of! living,! including! the! developing! countries.! But,! in! practice, the! benefits of! technology! seem unequally distributed! between! developed!and!developing!countries16 . There!is indeed a!growing!demand!by!the! developing! countries! for! a! more! active! involvement in! space! activities! and! A greater!voice!in!determining!how!the!benefits!of!space technology!can!be!applied! to!resolving real!world!problems17 A!growing!number!of regional!and!global!intergovernmental!conferences18 have! clearly! shown! that! developing! countries! are! aware! of! the! significant! value! of! spatial! technologies! such! as! satellite remote! sensing! and! global! navigation! satellite!systems,!for!a!wide!variety!of!their!development!activities

The PRC has two faces – prefer internal statements to diplomatic facades

Listner, 4/25 – writer for the space review

[Michael, “An exercise in the Art of War: China’s National Defense white paper, outer space, and the PPWT”, the Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1828/1, AL]
 “Humble words and increased preparations are signs that the enemy is about to advance.” As noted earlier, much of the insight into the PRC’s intentions are the result of open-source information; however, there is evidence from official channels that may indicate the intentions and policy of the PRC. An article from the Washington Times reported on an missile-defense test performed by the PRC in 2010 using components of the ASAT system used in the January 2007 test.13 The information concerning the test was gleaned by from a diplomatic cable belonging to the United States and disclosed by Wikileaks.14 In addition to the information relating to the missile-defense test, the disclosed cable purportedly notes concerns from United States’ diplomats that Beijing has duplicitous motives in regards to the issue of weapons in spaces. The international community should continue to be wary of the public perception that the PRC works so hard to manufacture and promote. According to the article, the cable purportedly contains concerns from United States’ diplomats that, while Beijing is promoting international treaties to limit or ban weapons in outer space, it is secretly developing its own missile defense and space weapons programs. The article continues that Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates, during a recent visit to Beijing, offered to hold talks with China on missile defense, space weapons, nuclear weapons, and cyber weapons, but was apparently rebuffed, with the PRC relegating the offer to be studied. If accurate, diplomatic channels seem to verify that while publically touting its intention to prevent a arms race in space, the PRC is willing to do so only on its terms and through mechanisms like the PPWT to the exclusion of other methods, all the while increasing its ability to neutralize United States space systems and gain an upper hand in outer space. 

The space race is already underway between Russia, China, and the US

The Economist, 1/30 – respected news magazine

[“Spooks in orbit: The other space programme”, http://www.economist.com/node/18895010, AL] 
 DESPITE its strong inheritance of military DNA (much of it, somewhat counterintuitively, coming from the American navy), NASA is a civilian agency, set up that way in deliberate contrast to the military-run Soviet space programme. In practice, the distinction is not always so clear-cut: NASA has done plenty of work for the Pentagon. But America’s armed forces maintain a separate space programme of their own, largely out of the public eye. Although hard numbers are difficult to come by, it is thought that the military space budget has matched or exceeded NASA’s every year since 1982. All the signs are that it is roaring ahead. The air force’s public space budget (as opposed to the secret part) will increase by nearly 10% next year, to $8.7 billion, with much of it going on a new generation of rockets. Bruce Carlson, director of the National Reconnaissance Office, the secretive outfit that runs America’s spy satellites, announced in 2010 that his agency was embarking on “the most aggressive launch schedule…undertaken in the last 25 years”. Much of the money goes on satellites—spy satellites for keeping tabs on other countries, communications satellites for soldiers to talk to each other, and even the Global Positioning System satellites, designed to guide soldiers and bombs to their targets, and now expanded to aid civilian navigation. But there are more exotic programmes. The air force runs one for anti-satellite warfare, designed to destroy or disable enemy birds. Another includes experimental aircraft, such as the X-37, a cut-down, unmanned descendant of the space shuttle. The air force will not say what the X-37 is for. One theory is that it is a spy plane, designed to catch savvy targets that know how to go to ground when spy satellites—which have predictable orbits—are overhead. Another is that it is intended to destroy satellites, or to drop bombs from orbit. Other nations are flexing their muscles. American commanders report that China regularly fires powerful lasers into the sky, demonstrating their ability to dazzle or blind satellites. In 2007 a Chinese missile destroyed an old weather satellite, creating a huge field of orbiting debris. Afterwards, Russia spoke publicly about its anti-satellite weapons. This is one space race that is well under way. 

China is rapidly expanding and focused on blocking the US out of space and gaining a military advantage

Rabitnovich, 7/11 – writer for the financial times

[Simon, “China’s ‘eye-in-the-sky’ nears par with US”, The Financial Times, http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/cf83817a-abaa-11e0-8a64-00144feabdc0.html#axzz1ThnHkNI6, AL]
China’s rapidly expanding satellite programme could alter power dynamics in Asia and reduce the US military’s scope for operations in the region, according to new research. Chinese reconnaissance satellites can now monitor targets for up to six hours a day, the World Security Institute, a Washington think-tank, has concluded in a new report. The People’s Liberation Army, which could only manage three hours of daily coverage just 18 months ago, is now nearly on a par with the US military in its ability to monitor fixed targets, according to the findings. “Starting from almost no live surveillance capability 10 years ago, today the PLA has likely equalled the US’s ability to observe targets from space for some real-time operations,” two of the institute’s China researchers, Eric Hagt and Matthew Durnin, write in the Journal of Strategic Studies. China’s rapidly growing military might has unnerved its neighbours, many of whom are US allies, while a series of disputes this year with Vietnam and the Philippines have added to the concerns. China’s military build-up has accelerated in recent years, as it has developed an anti-ship ballistic missile, tested a stealth fighter and is poised to launch its first aircraft carrier. The fast-growing network of reconnaissance satellites provides China with the vision to harness this hardware. Admiral Mike Mullen, America’s top military official, said at the weekend in Beijing that it was clear that the PLA is focused on “access denial” – a term that describes a strategy of pushing the US out of the western Pacific.
Aggressive Doctrine
Star this card-China’s Space program is actually a threat-PLA doctrine

Thian-hok 04 (Li distinguished fellow of the International Assessment and Strategy Center in Washington, Feb 4 2004,“The threat in China's space race” http://www.wufi.org.tw/eng/loo07.htm) HDG 

China must develop economic wealth and military power so it can exact retribution from the foreign powers which have humiliated China for over a century following the Opium War. No PLA officer or PRC official can retain his or her position without paying homage to this obsessive Chinese nationalism. Given this background, Beijing's pursuit of a robust and long-term space program is actually a rational decision to garner economic, political and military benefits. Economically, the CASC employs more than 40,000 researchers, academics and other technical staff, preventing brain drain from the critical human resource sector. China hopes the success of Shenzhou V may trigger renewed interest in its commercial satellite-launch industry. The aura of technological prowess may also encourage direct foreign investment from countries such as Singapore and Taiwan. Since the Tiananmen Square massacre of 1989, the CCP has lost its "mandate from Heaven." Communist ideology no longer has any credibility. Beijing's rule is now based on two things: the promise of rising standards of living as a trade-off for lack of freedom, and appeals to nationalism. A manned spacecraft not only earns prestige abroad, it also makes the Chinese people feel proud of their country. This national pride "vindicates" the communist system and enhances the party's legitimacy. By far the most important justification for China's space program, however, is based in the military arena. China has studied US military performance in the 1991 Gulf War and the campaigns in Kosovo, Afghanistan and Iraq. US battlefield dominance is due to its advanced C4ISR capabilities (command, control, communications, computers, intelligence, surveillance, reconnaissance), which in turn rely on military satellites. Space-based military assets are thus both the US' strength and its Achilles heel. To realize its ambition to become a regional hegemon and thereafter to challenge US dominance of the world, China must catch up to this revolution in military affairs and learn to destroy US military assets in space. So a momentous long-term arms race in space has started. For Taiwan, the impact of China's space program is more immediate and threatening. PLA doctrine is to take Taiwan by a surprise, multi-pronged attack, including information warfare and massive missile attacks. This would be followed by bombing, a naval blockade, occupation of air bases and ports by airborne and air-mobile forces, together with special operations by forces already deployed on the island and those deployed after the onset of the attack. If necessary, there would also be an amphibious assault. The objective is to subjugate Taiwan and secure a fait accompli before the US can intervene. China's space program will greatly improve the chances of success for this "rapid war, rapid resolution" strategy.
 China is a threat-Doctrine 

GODWIN 03 (PAUL H. B., Professor of International Affairs at the National War College, Washington, DC “PLA Doctrine and Strategy: Mutual Apprehension in Sino-American Military Planning” The People’s Liberation Army and China in Transition, pp. 261-284 
Chinese apprehension of U.S. strategic intentions stems back at least a decade. At its core, Beijing’s suspicion is that American policy seeks not to engage (jie chu) but to contain (e zhi) China. Despite Washington’s public commitment to a prosperous, unified People’s Republic, America’s strategic objective is to restrain China’s emergence as a great power and uphold at least the de facto independence of Taiwan. Militarily, China’s most recent defense white paper11 makes no effort to mask Beijing’s apprehension over the menace presented by U.S. military power and purpose. The “new nega- tive developments” Beijing ascribes to the Asia-Pacific region are attributed to the United States. Strengthening the U.S. military presence and alliances, revising the U.S.-Japan defense guidelines, planning the deployment of missile defenses, and selling advanced weaponry to Taiwan are all seen as directed at China. In the white paper’s reference to the South China Sea disputes, the United States is clearly the most important of the “extra-regional countries” seen as interfering in the issue. Following Beijing’s assertion that it is China’s policy to resolve international disputes peacefully, the white paper states: However, in view of the fact that hegemonism and power politics still exists [sic] and are further developing, and in particular, the basis for the country’s peaceful reunification is seriously imperiled, China will have to enhance its capability to defend its sovereignty and security by military means.12 It is important to note how vigorously and directly Beijing stated its apprehension over the purpose of U.S. policy and military strategy in the Asia-Pacific region.13 The 1998 white paper had limited its references to the United States to the code words “hegemonists” conducting “power pol- itics.” While retaining these oblique references, the 2000 white paper de- liberately referred to the United States, indicating increasing apprehension over U.S. policy and strategy. Mutual apprehension has created a condition in which both China and the United States view each other’s military deployments, and the strategy behind them, as at least potentially threatening to their security interests. It is also probable that the degree of apprehension will vary within each country’s security community, with the defense establish- ments of both having the harshest perception of the other’s intentions and capabilities. Therefore, the context of Chinese military doctrine and strat- egy is no doubt developed around the most dangerous potential threat. Lesser threats to China’s security will not be ignored, but the focus and priority will be on the most dangerous probable military threat. For the past decade, this threat has stemmed from the United States and the mar- itime approaches to China. Military concerns over China’s Inner Asian pe- riphery have not been eliminated, but they are currently and will be for the next decade far less a security concern than the potential threat presented by the United States. Because the U.S. Armed Forces are the most technologically ad- vanced, best equipped, and operationally competent in the world, prepar- ing for a near-term clash with the United States over Taiwan and possibly even a long-term regional confrontation has placed China at a severe dis- advantage. Furthermore, defending China’s maritime approaches presents the PLA with a realm of warfare in which it has only extremely limited ex- perience. PLA strength and experience is in land warfare. Even today, ground forces dominate the PLA, with the air and naval services function- ing as their junior partners. The PLA is therefore confronting the United States in a theater of operations in which its weakest services have the heaviest operational responsibilities.

Equalize Power
China won’t outpace the US militarily – space is key
Howard 2004- Head of the Department of Social Sciences, Director of the Combating Terrorism Center,U.S. Military Academy at West Point

(Russ, “The China Threat?” 2004, http://web.mit.edu/ssp/seminars/wed_archives04fall/howard.htm)

Col. Howard took this opportunity to provide an update of a 1999 monograph on the People's Liberation Army (PLA).1 The conclusion of his presentation (and the original monograph) was that the PLA does not represent much of a threat to the United States. The PLA has neither the inclination nor the ability to threaten the United States. Those who speak of a China threat in the short-term are exaggerating and inflating the China threat. Although China has developed capable missiles and aircraft, the PLA's arms are still short and its legs are still slow. After recent efforts at PLA modernization, it may be in a moderately better position compared to other regional militaries, but has not closed the gap with the U.S. military. The gap between the U.S. military and the PLA, especially in terms of technologically-advanced weaponry and ability to efficiently use these weapons, may have grown larger in recent years. In recent years, there have been four important developments related to PLA modernization. First, PLA strategists have focused on developing asymmetric capabilities and focused on tactics that the weaker power could use to defeat the stronger power. Second, the PLA has expanded its arsenal of missiles and advanced aircraft. Third, in 2003 China became the third country to successfully launch a manned spacecraft, which may have important future implications for space warfare. Fourth, with Taiwanese President Chen Shui-bian's re-election in 2004 and calls for revising the constitution, cross-strait relations are very tense. If China tries to become a hegemon, from a capabilities standpoint, this is more likely to be something to worry about in 2050 than in 2015. The PLA is still weak in many fundamental areas including systems integration, propulsion, and computer technology. China is dependent on Russia for most of its advanced weapons. The PLA has shown no signs of being able to indigenously produce advanced weapons. The PLA lacks power projection capability. The lack of in-flight refueling prevents the PLA Air Force (PLAAF) from projecting power. The lack of aerial escort and weak anti-air warfare (AAW) capability of surface ships prevents the PLA Navy (PLAN) from being able to project power on the sea. PLA infantry is very heavy, and when coupled with weak lift assets, severely limits the PLA's ability to transport forces to other places. The PLA has also shown very little ability to deal with a U.S. Navy Carrier Battle Group.
China Rise
China is the biggest threat to the US 

Lake 2011 (Elli, works on the geopolitics desk at the Washington Times, March 11 “China deemed biggest threat to U.S. http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/10/china-deemed-biggest-threat-to-us/

China’s nuclear arsenal poses the most serious “mortal threat” to the United States among nation states, Director of National IntelligenceJames Clapper told the Senate on Thursday. In candid testimony before the Senate Armed Services Committee, Mr. Clapper said he considered China the most significant threat among nation states, with Russia posing the second-greatest threat. He later clarified the comments by saying he did not assess that China or Russiahad the intention to launch an attack on the United States. The testimony contrasts with statements by Obama administration officials who have sought to highlight the dangers of Iran and North Korea while paying less attention to China and Russia. Mr. Clapper said he does not assess that North Korea and Iran pose greater strategic threats because they lack the forces that Russia andChina have that could deliver a nuclear attack on the United States. North Korea has tested at least twice a multistaged long-range missile capable of hitting the United States. On Tuesday, Sen. James M. Inhofe, Oklahoma Republican, told a conference in Washington that analysts estimate that Iran would be able to deliver a payload by missile to the U.S. East Coast by 2015. Asked by Sen. Joe Manchin III, West Virginia Democrat, what country he viewed as the greatest adversary of the United States,Mr. Clapper said: “ProbablyChina, if the question is pick one nation state.” He added, “We have a treaty, the New START treaty, with the Russians. I guess I would rank them a little lower because we don’t have such a treaty with the Chinese.” China, according to successive Pentagon reports to Congress, is building up its strategic nuclear forces and has spurned offers from the administration to begin talks on nuclear arms, missile defenses, space and cyberweapons, as well as an international agreement to limit the production of fissile material. On Libya, Mr. Clapper said besieged leader Col. Moammar Gadhafilikely will prevail in his regime’s battle against rebel forces. He also said the North African state may break into three republics or, in a worst-case scenario, descend into a lawless state like Somalia. That view appears at odds with the position of the White House. President Obama has said Col. Gadhafi should resign from power. This week, senior U.S. officials also suggested that a U.N. Security Councilresolution on Libya would not prohibit the transfer of arms to the rebels. Mr. Clapper’s Libya remarks along with his assessment of the Chinathreat earned him rebukes from some senators. In an interview with Fox News, Sen. Lindsey Graham, South Carolina Republican, said Mr. Clapper should step down or be fired for saying in a public forum thatCol. Gadhafi would prevail over the rebels. During the hearing, Sen. Carl Levin, Michigan Democrat and committee chairman, said he was “surprised” by Mr. Clapper’s statement on China. After Mr. Clapper clarified that he was speaking about capabilities and not intentions, Mr. Levin said, “I was just as surprised by that answer as your first answer. You’re saying that China now has the intent to be a mortal adversary of the United States?” Mr. Clapper responded, “Well the question is who, from my vantage, from among the nation states who would pose potentially the greatest [threat] if I had to pick one country, which I am loathe to do because I am more of the mind to consider their capabilities, both Russia and China potentially represent a broad threat to the United States. I don’t think either country today has the intent to mortally attack us.” Defense officials have acknowledged that U.S. intelligence agencies have underestimated China's military capabilities. But the intelligence community is beginning to express more concerns aboutChina's military buildup, which has been carried out largely in secret. 

China is building up their army now

Norman 11 (Joshua, Contributor for CBS June 6 “WikiLeaks: China Hiding Military Buildup, Intentions” http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503543_162-20027610-503543.html) 
The public line out of Beijing has always been simple: China's military is for the defense of the homeland. The reality, however, may be more complicated. Newly released leaked U.S. diplomatic cables claim China is probably hiding both the size of its military buildup, as well as, on occasion, its intentions. Australia's national intelligence agency conducted a strategic assessment of China's military spending, and concluded that the communist countries military buildup "threatens regional stability," reports the Australian dailyThe Age. A leaked cable states that the agency found that China spent $90 billion on its military in 2006 - double the $45 billion budget publicly announced by Beijing, The Age reports. While this is just a fraction of the nearly $500 billion the U.S. spends annually on its military, it is still noticeable for the fact that they were probably not publicly forthright about their military spending. "China's longer-term agenda is to develop 'comprehensive national power', including a strong military, that is in keeping with its view of itself as a great power," a copy of the secret assessment provided by Foreign Affairs officials to the US embassy in Canberra said. The cable goes on to state: "We agree that the trend of China's military modernisation is beyond the scope of what would be required for a conflict over Taiwan. Arguably China already poses a credible threat to modern militaries operating in the region and will present an even more formidable challenge as its modernisation continues." Another cable written in January, 2008, released by the Norwegian Aftenposten newspaper, cast doubt on China's official explanation for a weather satellite it blew up in orbit in January, 2007. Officially, China said the satellite's destruction by a ground-based missile was a "scientific experiment." U.S. officials, however, concluded that "China had not explained adequately the purpose of the test," and that the test was "inconsistent with China's stated interest in the peaceful use of outer space." The cable goes on to state: "The contradiction between China's statements and actions in this area raise questions about the credibility of China's declaratory policies and commitments in other areas of national security affairs. The U.S. is refraining from any expansion of space-related cooperation with China."

China Modernizing now-makes risk of mislcalc high.

AdelaideNow  2011 (January 7th “Fears over China military buildup” http://www.adelaidenow.com.au/news/national/fears-over-china-military-buildup/story-e6frea8c-1225983427134) 
A strategic assessment by the agencies found that China's military spending for 2006 was $90 billion - double the $45 billion budget publicly announced by Beijing. "China's longer-term agenda is to develop `comprehensive national power', including a strong military, that is in keeping with its view of itself as a great power," a copy of the secret assessment provided by Foreign Affairs officials to the US embassy in Canberra said. "We agree that the trend of China's military modernisation is beyond the scope of what would be required for a conflict over Taiwan. "Arguably China already poses a credible threat to modern militaries operating in the region and will present an even more formidable challenge as its modernisation continues." The 2006 Australian intelligence assessment was contained in a US embassy cable obtained by WikiLeaks. The assessment also warned that factors including China's rising nationalism and difficulties with Japan meant that "miscalculations and minor events could quickly escalate". 
China is modernizing now-makes regional conflict more likely

BBC News 11 (March 4th 2011,“China says it will boost its defence budget in 2011”http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-12631357) 
China is to increase its defence budget in 2011, amid fears in the region that its military might is growing. Spending will increase by 12.7% to 601.1bn yuan ($91.5bn; £56.2bn) up from 532.1bn yuan last year, officials said. Many analysts say China's actual spending on defence is far higher than the government reports. The announcement comes a day ahead of the annual National People's Congress, at which the Communist Party will outline its five-year plan. Military build-up China has been building up its military in recent years; the defence budget was increased by 7.5% in 2010, after double-digit jumps in previous years. Chinese parliamentary spokesman Li Zhaoxing said the increase was justified, and China posed no threat to anyone. "China's defence spending is relatively low by world standards," Mr Li said, echoing previous assertions by Beijing that its defence budget was much smaller than that of the US. "China has always paid attention to restraining defence spending," he added. However, many observers believe that the real figure spent on defence is much higher. Beijing insists that its military modernisation programme is entirely peaceful but the latest hike in defence spending to boost the 2.3m-strong People's Liberation Army is likely to further stir regional unease. China is developing stealth fighters and advanced missile systems, and also plans to launch its first aircraft carrier. China's neighbours say that Beijing is becoming more assertive as its military develops. Relations have been strained between China and Japan over disputed islands in the East China Sea, where there are large potential reserves of oil and gas. On Thursday, Japan said it scrambled jets after two Chinese military aircraft flew close to the disputed chain. "China's modernisation of its military and increased activity is, along with insufficient transparency, a matter of concern," Yukio Edano, Japan's chief cabinet secretary, said. China has also laid claim to vast areas of water and mostly uninhabited islands in the South China Sea, angering several South East Asian nations. On Friday, the Philippines demanded an explanation after it said two Chinese patrol boats threatened to ram one of its ships operating in the area. Sovereignty in the South China Sea is important, not only because of suspected deposits of oil and gas. More important is the fisheries industry and the vital issue of freedom for trade through some of the busiest shipping lanes in the world - 80% of China's energy imports pass through these waters. Regional conflict? "There is no two ways about the fact that China's military is getting much more powerful," said Duncan Innes-Kerr of the Economist Intelligence Unit in Beijing. "Its ability going forward to overwhelm opponents is clearly increasing," he added. However, analysts say there is a low chance of a military conflict over disputed territories in the region. "Territorial claims are a secondary concern for China compared to domestic economic growth and stability," said Mr Innes-Kerr. That focus on the economy is expected to become evident as the National People's Congress begins on Saturday. While Friday is all about China's growing military power, the annual meeting of policymakers is expected to be much more about China's social and economic development. The BBC's Beijing correspondent, Martin Patience, says tackling inequality is expected to be a key focus of the new five-year plan. New social service programmes and spending on education will also be some of th e measures likely to be revealed. 
Nuclear buildup threatens the US
Lakes 2011- Geopolitics

(Eli, “China deemed biggest threat to U.S.”, march 10th, 2011, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/10/china-deemed-biggest-threat-to-us/?page=1)

China’s nuclear arsenal poses the most serious “mortal threat” to the United States among nation states, Director of National Intelligence

 HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtontimes.com/topics/james-r-clapper/" James Clapper told the Senate on Thursday. In candid testimony before the Senate Armed Services Committee, Mr. Clapper said he considered China the most significant threat among nation states, with Russia posing the second-greatest threat. He later clarified the comments by saying he did not assess that China or Russia had the intention to launch an attack on the United States. The testimony contrasts with statements by Obama administration officials who have sought to highlight the dangers of Iran and North Korea while paying less attention to China and Russia. Mr. Clapper said he does not assess that North Korea and Iran pose greater strategic threats because they lack the forces that Russia and China have that could deliver a nuclear attack on the United States. North Korea has tested at least twice a multistaged long-range missile capable of hitting the United States. On Tuesday, Sen. James M. Inhofe, Oklahoma Republican, told a conference in Washington that analysts estimate that Iran would be able to deliver a payload by missile to the U.S. East Coast by 2015. Asked by Sen. Joe Manchin III, West Virginia Democrat, what country he viewed as the greatest adversary of the United States, Mr. Clapper said: “Probably China, if the question is pick one nation state.” China, according to successive Pentagon reports to Congress, is building up its strategic nuclear forces and has spurned offers from the administration to begin talks on nuclear arms, missile defenses, space and cyberweapons, as well as an international agreement to limit the production of fissile material.

Chinese economic and military buildup threatens the US
Kubby 2008- Libertarian 

(Steve, Jan. 10, 2008, http://2008election.procon.org/view.resource.php?resourceID=1649)
"Yes, China is a threat to the US. They're quickly becoming an economic superpower, and they're investing the fruits of their turn toward economic freedom to expand their army, build a blue-water navy, and embark upon their own space program. They have nuclear weapons, and the means to deliver those weapons to distant targets. And politically, they remain a Communist dictatorship. The question isn't whether or not China is a threat, but what we should do about it. A new Cold War is not the answer. Sabre-rattling on our part would unify the Chinese people with their rulers against an external threat and give those rulers cover to more effectively crack down on the pro-freedom dissidents who are slowly but surely leading China out of its dark age. China is the real test of whether or not free trade and friendly relations between a democracy and a dictatorship can bring down that dictatorship peacefully. The Communist Party is betting that it can liberalize economically while still maintaining an iron grip on political power. They seem to be losing that bet, and OUR best bet is to let them KEEP doubling down and KEEP losing."
Chinese military aggression is increasing
Lakes 2011- Geopolitics

(Eli, “China deemed biggest threat to U.S.”, march 10th, 2011, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/10/china-deemed-biggest-threat-to-us/?page=1)

After Mr. Clapper clarified that he was speaking about capabilities and not intentions, Mr. Levin said, “I was just as surprised by that answer as your first answer. You’re saying that China now has the intent to be a mortal adversary of the United States?”Mr. Clapper responded, “Well the question is who, from my vantage, from among the nation states who would pose potentially the greatest [threat] if I had to pick one country, which I am loathe to do because I am more of the mind to consider their capabilities, both Russia and China potentially represent a broad threat to the United States. I don’t think either country today has the intent to mortally attack us.” Defense officials have acknowledged that U.S. intelligence agencies have underestimated China's military capabilities. But the intelligence community is beginning to express more concerns about China's military buildup, which has been carried out largely in secret. Army Lt. Gen. Ronald L. Burgess Jr., the Defense Intelligence Agency director, appeared with Mr. Clapper and agreed that China’s power projection is growing. “While remaining focused on Taiwan as a primary mission, China will, by 2020, lay the foundation for a force able to accomplish broader and regional global objectives,” he said. Gen. Burgess said China's military “continues to face deficiencies in interservice cooperation and actual experience in joint exercises and combat operations.

Threatening military and missile force

Gaborro 2009- China policy examiner

(Allen, “Is China a military threat to the United States and its allies?” April 29, 2009, http://www.examiner.com/china-policy-in-san-francisco/is-china-a-military-threat-to-the-united-states-and-its-allies)

One source of unease among American foreign policy makers and military officials is the escalating pace of expansion of China’s armed forces, a process that has taken on increased significance with the recent comments of China’s Second Artillery Corps commander General Jing Zhiyuan. The commander of what is China’s strategic missile forces stated that “We will accelerate the building of our nuclear and conventional combat strength.”  This planned course of action is reflected in the enormous level of expenditures that China is using for military purposes. The US Defense Department estimates that China spent from $97 billion to $139 billion in 2007 military expenditures. China claims that the correct figures are far below what many experts estimate, although Beijing is suspected of concealing what those figures really are. While the Chinese government reiterates that its military buildup is solely for its national defense, doubters perceive a hidden agenda behind the program. The modernization of China’s military, which has involved large military equipment and weapon purchases from various countries, has set off alarm bells from Taipei and Tokyo to Washington DC. But there are opposing schools of thought on this matter. One side notes that a militarily-susceptible China is simply upgrading its senescent weaponry and that it is not interested in any military adventurism. 

There will be aggressive confrontation with China military

Keyes 2001- former Assistant US Secretary of State

(Alan, "The Chinese Gambit: Did Bush Bungle?” http://2008election.procon.org/view.resource.php?resourceID=1649)
Because of the disagreement over Taiwan, the US Chinese relationship will, for the foreseeable future involve the possibility of serious confrontation. This is especially true in view of the aggressive, ambitious and contentious spirit that still animates Chinese military policy. Scenarios in which we would come to daggers drawn with the Chinese are not far-fetched. Accordingly, it is a crucial American interest to deal with the Chinese in such a way that they will never miscalculate our resolve."
AT: Treaties Prove
China’s support of space Weaponization treaties are just a ruse – our evidence is comparative – China is not responding asymmetrically – they are just inherently agressive
Carroll, 8 (Conn, “Morning Bell: China’s Hollow Case for a space weapon treaty,” February 25, 2008, Conn Carroll is the Assistant Director for The Heritage Foundation's Strategic Communications and he serves as editor of The Foundry, the think tank's rapid-response policy blog.)

Just eight days before a U.S. missile successfully shot down a damaged U.S. spy satellite on February 20, China and Russia submitted a draft treaty to ban weapons from space to the U.N. Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. China claims to want to avoid the unnecessary “weaponization” of space, but there actions clearly demonstrate otherwise. On January 11, 2007 China launched a unannounced anti-satellite (ASAT) test and then followed it up with two straight weeks of steadfast denial. The operation littered outer space with debris that will orbit Earth for centuries and endanger peaceful space operations for years to come. China recognizes they will not be a “peer competitor” of the U.S. military for several decades and therefore is seeking to acquire weapons that can target U.S. weaknesses. Beijing believes that having the capacity to target U.S. space assets will make the American leaders more reluctant and less capable of challenging China on the battlefield. That is why the draft treaty submitted by China does not even address ground-based systems like the one they used last January. The defensive approach behind the U.S. ASAT mission contrasts greatly with China’s aggressive intentions. The U.S. announced their attempt long before it actually occurred and was quick to offer foreign countries, including China, data from the mission. The care the U.S. took in conducting this operation reflects the fundamentally defensive and non-aggressive purpose of a damage limitation strategy. The operation mitigated, if not eliminated, the potential effects of hazardous chemical fuel on board the satellite, and any long-term space debris is believed to have been destroyed. China’s ASAT test was a military exercise designed to demonstrate its ability to execute an aggressive strategy of asymmetric warfare. As such, it does not compare to the transparent and necessary actions taken by the United States in the face of pending humanitarian danger. In addition to the serious difficulties in defining “space weapons” and verifying compliance, China’s power ambitions cast sever doubt on the sincerity of its commitment to a space treaty. 
Go take a shower hippie – China uses treaties to trick the US

Wortzel, 3 (Larry, “China Waging War on Space Based Weapons,” August 11, 2003, Larry M. Wortzel is vice president for foreign policy and defense studies at The Heritage Foundation)
For some time now, China has spearheaded an international movement to ban conventional weapons from space. More than a year ago, the Asian superpower -- joined by Russia, Vietnam, Indonesia, Belarus, Zimbabwe and Syria -- introduced a draft treaty at the United Nations to outlaw the deployment of space-based weapons. But 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. 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. Chinese security experts have a keen appreciation of America's space-based assets and how the military envisions using them in future conflicts. Strategists in the People's Liberation Army have studied our campaigns in the 1991 Gulf War, Kosovo, Afghanistan and this year's war in Iraq. They have observed our overwhelming superiority in the general field of "C4ISR" (command, control, communications, computers, intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance). More importantly, they have noted that our superiority in communication, reconnaissance and surveillance depends on what we have up in space. These lessons have convinced PLA military planners that America's strength can become our Achilles heel. If they can neutralize or destroy our space assets, American forces will lose a critical advantage, leaving them far more vulnerable to China's larger but less-advanced military. The importance the PLA attaches to space technology was stated most succinctly in a Dec. 12, 2001, article posted on the PLA Web site: "Whoever has control [or "hegemony"] over space will also have the ability to help or hinder and affect 'ground' mobility and air, sea and space combat." The article, dramatically entitled "The Weaponization of Space -- A Call to the Danger," dutifully calls for the "peace-loving nations and peoples of the world" to oppose this weaponization. But a decade's-worth of technical articles in Chinese science digests discussing how to fight a war in space and analyzing U.S. strengths and vulnerability make it clear that Beijing has a long-running military program designed to challenge America's dominance in -- and dependence on -- space. China's Technology Research Academy, for example, has been developing an advanced anti-satellite weapon called a "piggyback satellite." The system is designed to seek out an enemy satellite (or space station or space-based laser) and attach itself like a parasite, either jamming the enemy's communications or physically destroying the unit. The PLA also is experimenting with other types of satellite killers: land-based, directed-energy weapons and "micro-satellites" that can be used as kinetic energy weapons. According to the latest (July 2003) assessment by the U.S. Defense Department, China will probably be able to field a direct-ascent anti-satellite system in the next two to six years. Such weapons would directly threaten what many believe would be America's best form of ballistic-missile defense: a system of space-based surveillance and tracking sensors, connected with land-based sensors and space-based missile interceptors. Such a system could negate any Chinese missile attack on the U.S. homeland. China may be a long way from contemplating a ballistic missile attack on the U.S. homeland. But deployment of American space-based interceptors also would negate the missiles China is refitting to threaten Taiwan and U.S. bases in Okinawa and Guam. And there's the rub, as far as the PLA is concerned. Clearly, Beijing's draft treaty to ban deployment of space-based weapons is merely a delaying tactic aimed at hampering American progress on ballistic-missile defense while its own scientists develop effective countermeasures. What Beijing hopes to gain from this approach is the ability to disrupt American battlefield awareness -- and its command and control operations -- and to deny the U.S. access to the waters around China and Taiwan should the issue of Taiwan's sovereignty lead to conflict between the two Chinas. China's military thinkers are probably correct: The weaponization of space is inevitable. And it's abundantly clear that, draft treaties and pious rhetoric notwithstanding, they're doing everything possible to position themselves for dominance in space. That's worth keeping in mind the next time they exhort "peace-loving nations" to stay grounded.
***China = Not a Threat

Western Bias

The western media mis-translates Chinese space efforts
Day 2009 (Dwayne, American space historian and policy analyst and served as an investigator for the Columbia Accident Investigation Board. “Phasing Dragon”http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1322/1
This is not surprising or new, but it might hamper Western understanding of what is happening in China. In the mid-1960s the CIA performed an analysis of Soviet press releases on their space missions and reached the surprising conclusion that the Soviets released accurate payload masses for their satellites. The CIA report noted that this data was valuable in determining the capabilities of Soviet launch vehicles, but that it had been ignored by Western intelligence agencies that had automatically dismissed the information as untrustworthy. Today Western media are apparently repeating that mistake. For years the Chinese have been claiming that they intended to develop a space station, not a human lunar program, and yet Western reporters ignored this information and chose instead to report about Chinese plans to land astronauts on the Moon. A compounding problem is that Western media reports often contain translation errors. Less than two years ago it was common for media articles to claim that China was planning on landing a human on the Moon as soon as 2010. Other stories claimed that China was going to do this by 2017. No matter the date, the stories often said that this meant that China would “beat” Americans to the Moon (well, except for Apollo). The reporters who made these claims usually confused Chinese discussions of robotic lunar plans (unmanned landers are scheduled for 2010 and 2017) with their human space program. In reality, the Chinese were clear at least three to four years ago that their human spaceflight program was focused on eventual development of a space station, not a lunar landing. Translation errors, and mistrust, led to misreporting in the West—misreporting that was later echoed in the halls of Congress.

Peaceful Intentions
The PLA wants peaceful uses of space – the general concedes

Global Times, 9 – chinese news source

[11/6, “Commander calls for peaceful, harmonious use of space, air”, http://military.globaltimes.cn/china/2011-04/483235.html, AL]
The Chinese People's Liberation Army (PLA) air force commander Xu Qiliang on Friday called for peaceful and harmonious use of the space and air by the world's air forces. Xu made the remarks in a keynote speech during an international forum on peace and development in Beijing to mark the 60th founding anniversary of the PLA air force. No single country could stay out of the way, or protect itself if the space and air was turned into a battlefield, Xu said. "We propose that a just, effective safety mechanism in space and air must be built to prevent conflicts and wars, so that space and air can better serve civilization," he said. Xu called on air forces of different countries to enhance cooperation, exchanges and mutual trust in order to ensure mutual safety. Air forces should reach consensus on issues concerning safety in space and territorial airspace and to improve international laws and regulations, he said. They should cooperate to battle terrorism, separatism and extremism, engage in disaster relief, and conduct joint military exercises, Xu said. Environmental protection of space and air was also of great concern, he said. Xu's words came days after he said the shift in the world's military buildup towards space and air was "inevitable" in an interview on Nov. 1. Air force leaders and representatives from China and 34 other countries attended Friday's forum, which aimed to deepen understanding, cooperation and friendship between the air forces. 
New Chinese capabilities are just catching up with US capabilities – the commercial market proves there won’t be offensive Chinese weaponization

Wu, 5 – associate professor at the Center for American Studies, Fudan University

[date last cited, Chunsi, “Development Goals of China’s Space Program”, http://www.wsichina.org/attach/cs2_9.pdf, AL]

The military presence remaining in some civilian and commercial space activities does not necessarily signify that China has the intention of pursuing military capabilities in space through its civilian space programs. Chinese technicians for the Shenzhou VI project have pointed out that all the technologies utilized for the program are necessary for sending astronauts into space. They are all basic technologies for the peaceful exploration of space and not technology for military development. A number of the capabilities exhibited by China’s manned missions are suspected by some in the Western media to have military applications, such as those related to rocket stability, reliability and accuracy. However, these capabilities were developed and mastered by the United States and the Soviet Union decades ago. Furthermore, the liquid-fueled launch vehicle with strap-on boosters that China uses for Shenzhou missions is nearly obsolete in terms of real military value. Modern militaries depend on high-speed and mobile missiles with solid-fuel propulsion systems. A large portion of the civilian space program, in terms of the technologic sophistication, thus is not useful in modern military terms. Furthermore, civilian and commercial uses of space facilities and technologies enjoy a broad market in China, rather than catering exclusively to the military. A simple illustration is the vigorous application of space technology to China’s booming domestic automobile market. The in-car Global Positioning System (GPS) is an increasingly popular feature in developed countries; the availability of this technology in China remains low but is growing. In 2002, there were more than 20 million vehicles running on China’s motorways. This rise in automobiles has unfortunately led to an increase in auto theft. GPS applications are useful not only in providing services such as navigation and road mapping and traffic management, but also in preventing theft. With the continuous growth of China’s economy and the improvement in standards of living, it is forecasted that there will be increasing demand for space-related technologies by Chinese society. Thus, in the context of China’s development strategy, more attention should be given to commercial and civilian space programs by Chinese society.

China wants to cooperate – at worst space mil will be slow and transparent

Klomp, 10 – Major in the USAF

[April, Jeremiah, “IS SPACE BIG ENOUGH FOR A US-SINO PARTNERSHIP?”, research report, AL]
While China and the United States have a long history of disagreeing on political and military issues, their economies are inextricably tied together. Space is an area where perhaps the two countries can find common ground to build a meaningful and lasting partnership. There are, however, significant obstacles which must be overcome before such a partnership can be forged. First, China’s direct-ascent anti-satellite (ASAT) demonstration in 2007 proves China’s willingness to engage in provocative and dangerous activities without consulting or informing other nations. This act caused immeasurable damage on several fronts, including the obvious flooding of the orbit with debris that will take decades to clear naturally. This debris cloud is harmful to anyone who wishes to operate in space due to the physical danger of the debris, much of which is too small to identify and track from the Earth, and will be a cause of concern for all space faring nations, China included. More importantly, however, is the good will lost by China’s blatant demonstration of an offensive space control capability (or space weapon) with no warning or explanation. Lack of information beforehand combined with a weeks-long silence after the test also indicate a lack of coordination between China’s military and political branches, which is a dangerous harbinger for future military as well as space operations.7 Conversely, its evolving manned space flight program has demonstrated its ability to advance its capabilities to a higher level of space competency. 8 Recent rapid progress in this very technologically challenging area shows technical advancement and a willingness to take risks that is not seen frequently in the space community. By joining the elite club of countries with manned space flight community, China has taken its space program to a new level and demands a higher level of respect and admiration for doing so. That it came decades after the US and Russia accomplished the feat does not diminish it significantly: it is still a remarkable achievement that demonstrates considerable resolve and commitment to space development. While China’s space program appears healthy, there may be an opportunity to impact its development at this stage. They are at a critical point in their development as they are improving their manned spaceflight capability. China’s tradition of ‘face’ and its strong desire not to make any mistakes that would reflect poorly on its space program ensure that the pace they take is a very slow and deliberate one. This may provide the US an opportunity to engage China. 

Space Treaties
China is committed to space treaties – COPUOS presentation proves

Xinhua, 7 – chinese news source

[6/18, “China Committed To Peaceful Use Of Outer Space”, http://www.spacewar.com/reports/China_Committed_To_Peaceful_Use_Of_Outer_Space_999.html, AL]
China will as always continue to make its contributions to the peaceful uses of outer space, said Tang Guoqiang, head of the Chinese Delegation at the 50th Session of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (COPUOS) hel during early June in Vienna. China will support and participate in the work of the committee under various items, said Tang, who is also the Chinese permanent representative to the UN and other international organizations in Vienna. Recognizing the exploration and use of outer space should serve peaceful purposes and seek benefits for mankind, Tang stressed the need to "adopt further measures to prevent an outer-space weaponization and an arms race." The year of 2007 marks the 40th anniversary of the entry into force of of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty as well as the 50th anniversary of the launch into orbit of the first man-made earth satellite. Hailing the 1967 treaty and four other outer space treaties, Tang said they "jointly constitute the existing international legal regime governing outer space" and have played a "positive and effective" role in "regulating national space activities, safeguarding national rights and interests in outer space, maintaining order in outer space and promoting international space cooperation". But these treaties have "apparent deficiencies" in "regulating the commercialization and privatization of space activities" as well as in preventing outer space weaponization and an arms race, he added. China is "in favor of making additions and improvements to the existing outer space framework through proper means without jeopardizing the basic principles of the existing space law," said Tang. In his speech, the Chinese envoy also elaborated on the latest developments and progress in China through international cooperation in the peaceful uses of outer space. Concerning China's role in the Asia-Pacific region in this field, Tang said that "as the host country to the Asia-Pacific Space Cooperation Organization (APSCO), China has been working to promote the convention of the organization." China will work closely with signatories to "make sure that APSCO is up and running at an early date so as to contribute to improving space cooperation among and the well-being of the people of Asia-Pacific countries," he added. "China stands ready to join with others in continued efforts in exploring and promoting ways and means of sustainable development in the peaceful uses of outer space," the Chinese envoy said. The 10-day COPUOS Session, attended by more than 50 member states, began in Vienna on Wednesday. During the session, the delegates will discuss such major issues as the peaceful uses of outer space and the promotion of common development of all of humanity. 
China has been spearheading anti-weaponization efforts for decades

Beclard, [no date] (Julien, “The North South Divide in Global Security: Regulating a global common,” Declard is a professor at the University of Free Studies in Bruxelles)

China’s!official!position!regarding!space!weapons!is!that!ASATs!and!space7based! weapons! should! be! banned! under! a! multinational! treaty. China! has! been,! pushing! for! a! treaty! on! the! non7weaponization! of! outer! space! since! the! late! eighties,!driven!by!the!US!Strategic!Defence!Initiative (SDI) and!its!repercussions.! Chinese! military! officials! also! expressed! apprehensions following! the! Gulf! War! about! the! American! military’s! capacity to! use! satellites! to! amplify! American! military! superiority! on! the! ground! in! a! way! not! seen! before.! Chinese! arms! control!officials!say!they!believe!space!weapons!would!be!detrimental!to!world! security,!not!just!Chinese!security61 . In! 1993,! the! delegation! of! China! in! PAROS! along! with! Group! of! 21! countries62 emphasized!that!while!Confidence!Building!Measures!(CBMs) contributed!to!the! positive! development! in! international! relations,! their! role! was! limited.! China! considered! that! CBMs! on! their! own! could! not! eliminate! the! danger! of! weaponization! in! outer! space.! Therefore,! the! discussions! on! CBMs! should! not! obstruct! or! delay! indefinitively! the! process! of! formulating! an! effective! legal! instrument!banning!all!space!weapons!and!preventing!an!arms!race!in!space63 . On! year! later,! members! of! the! Group! of! 21! and! China! maintained! that! the! preservation! of! an! arms! race! in! outer! space! would! pe! way! for! the! exploration!and!peaceful!uses!of!outer!space!solely!for!the!common!interest!and! benefit! of! mankind.! Those! delegations! emphasized! that! the! existing! legal! instruments! were! “far$from$effective$in$preventing$an$arms$race$in$outer$space”.$ Those!delegations!believed!that!any!CBMs!agreed!to!should be!ones!which!could! form! part! of! a! legally7binding,! multilaterally! negotiated! instrument! on! the! prevention!of!an!arms!race!in!outer!space64 . In recent!years,!China!has!kept!on!being a!key!proponent!of!negotiating!such!a! ban!within!the!UN!Conference!on!Disarmament.!At!the!7!June!2001!meeting!of! the!CD!in!Geneva,!Chinese!ambassador!said! that!such!negotiations!are!urgently! needed! because! of! American! missile! defence! and! space7control! plans,! and! presented! a! working! paper! describing! potential! elements! of! such! an international!legal!instrument65 . That!working!paper!included concepts!such!as!! “the$ prohibition$ of$ testing,$ deployment,$ and$ use$ of$ weapons$ and$ weapon$ systems$ and$ their$ parts$ and$ components$ in$ outer$ space;$ and$ the$ prohibition$ of$ testing, 

Co-op Increasing
US-China peaceful co-op is increasing
Hersh and Hachigan 11 *Economist at the Center for American Progress. **Senior fellow as the Center for American Progress 

(“China Comes to Town ... Again: The Importance of the U.S.-China Strategic and Economic Dialogue” http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2011/05/us_china_s_ed.html)

The United States must continue to push for progress, bit by bit, on these and other issues, but recognize that even when our perspectives and principles differ, we should continue to try to forge a mature relationship. From food security to trade and investment, North Korea to Afghanistan, global climate change to outer space, American and Chinese futures are inextricably intertwined. Certainly when compared to last year, China has been more cooperative in the months since President Hu's visit to Washington this past January. China did not veto the U.S.-sponsored U.N. resolution giving the international community license to intervene in Libya—despite Beijing’s longstanding devotion to the principle of “noninterference” in the internal affairs of other countries. China is also laboring to restart the moribund Six Party talks with North Korea. To the consternation of Washington, China did not condemn the North’s spate of aggressive behavior in 2010, which included sinking a South Korean ship, the Cheonan, and shelling a South Korean island. But Beijing did bring North Korea to heel at a point when confrontation on the peninsula threatened to spiral out of control. In the end, the Six Party talks may not lead to the dismantlement of the North Korean nuclear program, but it’s the least bad alternative. As Douglas Paal at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace recently put it, “The outlook for diplomatic engagement is the best it has been in two years, but the prospects for a satisfactory outcome have never looked worse.” Indeed, while Washington and Beijing are managing to cooperate in some areas, they continue to have divergent interests and points of view. That’s why the S&ED forum is useful—it provides a bilateral avenue in which to try to find paths of progress even when our nation and China do not see eye to eye. Oftentimes, of course, the bilateral avenue is not sufficient. America must also work with other countries to alter China’s calculus. Especially in those cases when China acts counter to U.S. interests, a key tactic is to join with allies and partners in shaping Beijing’s choices. When China overplayed its hand last year with regard to its territorial claims in the South China Sea, for example, the Obama administration successfully joined with a group of China’s neighbors and friends, including Vietnam, to stage a deft diplomatic pushback. China has since retracted some of its more sweeping rhetorical claims and restrained its maritime conduct.

AT: Equalize Power
Balance of Power has equalized – no risk of Weaponization

Chang 7/20-staff reporter 

(Rich, “MND report highlights threat of PRC”, Jul 20, 2011, http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/front/archives/2011/07/20/2003508663)

The balance of power in the Taiwan Strait is rapidly shifting in Beijing’s favor, the Ministry of National Defense said in this year’s National Defense Report released yesterday, adding that China’s People’s Liberation Army (PLA) could blockade Taiwan and seize its outlying islands by 2020. The report said the PLA aimed to be able to launch a full-scale military attack against Taiwan by 2020 and it was developing the capabilities necessary to prevent foreign forces from intervening on Taiwan’s behalf. China plans to launch its first indigenous aircraft carrier in 2020 and to deploy stealth fighters on it, the report said. The PLA’s Beidou navigation satellite system, which will greatly enhance precision-strike capabilities, is also scheduled for completion by 2020, it said. The report said “the gap in national defense budgets between both sides is widening, with China’s military budget 21 times that of Taiwan’s, while China’s military spending is now second only to the US globally.” The report said China’s declared defense budget last year was US$77 billion, dwarfing Taiwan’s US$9 billion military budget. However, the actual Chinese military budget might have exceeded US$200 billion, which would provide Beijing with a dollar-for-dollar advantage of more than 20-to-one, it said. The report said that in the 20 years to 2009, China’s military spending had maintained double-digit growth nearly every year, with total spending ranking first in Asia, threatening other countries in the region

Military resources surpass the US

Fravel 2008- assistant professor of political science at MIT 

(M. Taylor, “China’s Search for Military Power”, http://www.tandfonline.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/doi/pdf/10.1162/wash.2008.31.3.125)

Over the past decade, China has been engaged is a sustained drive to create a modern and professional military. How much military power does China ultimately desire? Although the answer is unclear, the ambiguity that surrounds China’s motivations for the modernization of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) generates concern and even anxiety about the future of peace and stability in East Asia. A recent Pentagon report notes, for example, that “much uncertainty surrounds China’s future course, in particular in the area of its expanding military power and how that power might be used… China’s leaders have yet to explain in detail the purposes and objectives of the PLA’s modernizing military capabilities. Looking toward the future, several approaches might be used to determine how much military power China seeks to acquire. One option is simply to focus on the worst case and assume that all states, including China, want to develop as much military power as domestic resources and external constraints permit. The study of threat perceptions offers another approach, tracking changes in China’s security environment to identify core drivers or military modernization and possible force structures. 

AT: China Rise
China’s rise is peaceful 

Xiwen 2011 (Zheng, international issues observer, July 19, 2011 “China's peaceful rise is beyond doubt" http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90780/91342/7444877.html) 

Few countries evolved into world powers peacefully, so many people doubt the feasibility of China's path of peaceful development. By their logic, if China wants to protect and expand its national interests as well as to resolve maritime territorial disputes, a war with neighboring countries will be unavoidable. They believe that China is stuck in a dilemma between development and peace. This is a misinterpretation of China's peaceful development path. In fact, it is highly possible to resolve the South China Sea disputes and other issues through peaceful means. Peaceful resolution of disputes will be an important symbol of China's rise. First of all, China is taking the road of peaceful development, unlike certain Western countries that evolved into world powers through military expansion. Wars are no longer the theme of the times. The United States gained tremendous benefits from the two world wars, but two prolonged wars in Iraq and Afghanistan in the past 10 years have cost it several trillion U.S. dollars. The superpower now carries a heavy burden because of the two wars, and whether it has won the two wars is still open to question. The country hurt itself badly while hurting others. By contrast, China has quickly enhanced its comprehensive national strength and international status by adhering to peaceful development. At present, China is at a crucial period in its reform and opening-up, and problems should be avoided whenever possible. A war may put China at risk of losing rare development opportunities and the momentum for growth. Second, it is completely possible that territorial sovereignty disputes can be resolved in a peaceful manner. China has resolved most of the territorial disputes with other countries through consultations and negotiations since the founding of the New China. China tackled the territorial disputes with countries such as Burma, North Korea, Nepal, Afghanistan and Pakistan through negations between the late 1950s and early 1960s. China's has solved 90 percent of its land border disputes in a peaceful manner and achieved peace and stability in its border regions. Despite the particular complexity in maritime borders, there have been many successive examples in the world. As one of the first countries to put forward constructive ideas for the peaceful settlement of the South China Sea issue, China believes a solution that is acceptable to all sides involved will eventually be produced. Certainly, taking the path of peaceful development does not mean that China will compromise its interests when encountering every problem. China’s rejection of the use or threat of force in dealing with problems such as disputes in territorial sovereignty does not mean that China will allow itself to be seized without putting up a fight. In contrast, China will determinedly fight and never back down if China's core interests such as sovereignty and security are violated. Currently, someone used boundary disputes to violate China's sovereignty and restrict China's development during the critical period of China's development. This will only damage the overall environment of peaceful development and good opportunities for mutually beneficial cooperation and ultimately harm the interests of both sides. China does not fear difficulties and will not deliberately create difficulties in dealing with issues such as territorial disputes. The more difficult the environment is, the more we should strengthen the determination of peaceful settlement. Achieving the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation and creating a favorable international environment for the peaceful settlement of territorial and maritime disputes is a battle that China should make efforts to win.
