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Chinese soft power is on the rise on Space – the U.S. lags behind and competition is zero-sum
Sabathier and Faith 5-17, Vincent G. Sabathier has more than 20 years of experience in aerospace, from rocket and satellite design to space policy.. G. Ryan Faith is a research analyst at the space foundation, (“The Global Impact of the Chinese Space Program,” in, Space Power: A Crowded Field, World Politics Review, 2011)  

Space activity has increased tremendously over the past decade thanks to both the growth of space ap​plications and the entry of many new national and regional players. Space is now understood as a fully dual-use domain, with space systems not only part of the digital and cyberspace domains and as such powerful socio-economic enablers, but also at the core of all global defense policies and operations. Indeed, space is the smart-power tool par excellence, effective for applying both soft and hard power or, as is more often the case, a little bit of both. 

Space power is the modern-day equivalent of the 18th-century sea-power domain so eloquently described by Alfred Thayer Mahan, but extended to both the vertical and digital dimensions. Countries with global ambitions understand that, absent significant space capabilities, they will neither attain nor retain global pre-eminence. But since every post-Cold War national space program, with the exception of the U.S. thus far, has at some point been subject to significant resource limitations, nations have needed to cooperate to some degree or another in order to develop significant capabilities. As space systems become more complex and costly, this trend is going to increase and will likely even affect the U.S.

Although China has relied on cooperation in the past to develop its space capabilities, it is increasingly willing to go it alone, proceeding slowly and steadily in a “long march” fash​ion. China might cooperate on space activi​ties to accelerate a particular program or to gain prestige and recognition along the way, but ultimately its aim is to become a global competitor in space. Over time, Chinese poli​cymakers have studied, analyzed and under​stood both the successes and failures of the U.S.-Soviet space race as well as the benefits China can derive from space. One such ben​efit, increased national pride, is more impor​tant in China than in any other current major spacefaring power -- with the possible exceptions of India and Russia -- because it helps unify the country during periods of great stress and transformation. 

In addition to showing considerable signs of determination and an enormous ambition, China has the re​sources needed to comprehensively develop its space assets in all areas. This will eventually allow China to compete across the board, around the globe and throughout space. China will probably catch up with European commercial space assets and policies before 2020. Its navigation system, Beidou, will be operational before its European counterpart, Galileo, and the Long March 5 family of launch vehicles, slated for use start​ing in 2014, will outperform Ariane 5 and its foreseen successors. China will subsequently land a “ taikonaut” on the moon in the middle of the next decade, at roughly the same time that China’s GDP is projected to exceed that of the U.S. -- a subtle soft-power means of highlighting China’s growing influence. 
A Chinese moon landing ought not to represent an existential threat to U.S. space leadership, given that the U.S. landed on the moon more than 40 years ago and remains far ahead in all fields. However, if the U.S. remains stuck on the International Space Station (ISS) along with Europe, Russia, Japan and other station partners while China invites astronauts from around the world to visit the moon on board Chinese landers, the U.S. will certainly lose its soft-power edge in space for the first time in nearly half a century. It is possible that policymakers in the West will not understand the deeper, underlying significance of this moment and that the event will attract attention in neither Europe nor the U.S. After all, little has been made of the fact that once the Space Shuttle is retired this year, NASA will be forced to pay Russia to fly U.S. astronauts to the ISS at a cost of $75 million for each round-trip ticket. 

In any case, increased global activity in space is making space, especially in the specific orbits used for par​ticular kinds of activities, more and more congested, competitive and contested. This situation impairs U.S. freedom of action, thereby diminishing the strategic and asymmetric advantage the U.S. currently derives from its dominance in space. In the management of orbits and space access, as in business when a resource becomes a commodity, old space will have to be managed and new space will have to be found.

Chinese soft power ensures East Asian stability 
Ying 6, Graduate School of Asia-Pacific Studies (GSAPS) at Waseda University, M.A. from Wuhan University, (Zhou, “Assessing China’s Soft Power Diplomacy and its Implications on Asia Cooperation,”  http://www.waseda-giari.jp/sysimg/imgs/200908_si_st_09zhou_paper_f.pdf
China and Asian cooperation is an evolving concept, the questions of how Asian cooperation influence China‟s internatioal behavior and how China‟s external behaviors shape the process of Asian cooperation is intensely interwined. As previous studies have shown, China has been exhibiting a change in its attitude toward Asia since the mid-1990s: it regards Asia as a core srategic region and has actively implemented regional policies toward the continent, which had not been the case in the past. Based on its size, strategic location, and rising economic and military power, China has become the leading regional power in Asia; and factors of geography and interest have made Asia the main internaitonal arena where the Chinese government has always exerted influence. Reflecting its rising stature and influence in Asia, China has become a key player in dealing with regional hot spots. China‟s decision on Taiwan by military means or by peaceful means cast the decisively role in over the entire Asian security environment. China is rapidly emerging as the engine of growth in Asia, which affords it increasing influence and leverage. 50 For instance, China has begun propagating various diplomatic ideas such as: responsible power, new security concept, peaceful rise and development, harmonious world and harmonious Asia, and has implemented a good neigbor policy to support these notions. These efforts have mitigated the concerns of neighboring countires and warranted China‟s rise as a regional power. 51 China‟s closer integration 
1NC Shell

with economies in the region, along with a trend toward more assertive political and diplomatic manner, has contributed to great optimism for the economic and political regionalization in East Asia. China‟s active participation in international institutions creates more chances to elicit cooperation on key issues. Moreover, China now brings more resources and influence to the table. Beijing‟s lead role in addressing the Korean nuclear crisis is one such example. When come to the Asia community issue, the bloc should cover all actors in this region. However, owing to the awkward situation in the cross-strait relation, Taiwan is excluded from essentially all regional integration efforts in recent years. Sadly, talking about Taiwan in the context of regional integration (or anything else for that matter) remains a taboo for many Asian governments when China is in the same room. But if China‟s further soft power diplomacy can alleviate the confrontation, attracting the two parts on the negotiation table, this will grease the cowheel of the Asia community building. 


 In historical retrospect, China was the dominant regional power both politically, economically and culturally. China had substantial soft power influence and had been the hegemonic power in the East Asian region with tributory relationships with other neigboring countires in the Qing dynasty and before. And culturally East Asia region was also heavily influenced by Chinese traditional culture including language and philosophies. Similar historical and cultural ties hold true for other countries in Southeast Asia and for Vietnam in particular. This predestinates China‟s ongoing role in Asia‟s prospect. The source of China‟s soft power in Asia lies in Chinese civilization, which allows China to take a leading role in creating a new difinition of so-called Asian values. Put differently, Chinese history and civilization are important resources because they can be reconstructed and reinvented to help creat an imaged Asian identity and values. 52 Thus, taking advantage of its history and cultural legacies, China can attempt to increase its soft power by creating common, imagined identities and values for Asians which is of paramount significance for the further Asian cooperation and the integration. For China, it is a possible task to assume because Chinese civilization and history transcend mere representation of a single national history. The rise of China is once again making it possible to pursue Asian values based on Chinese civilization, at least in Confucian East Asian countries. As some scholar mentioned, to speack of China‟s role in East Asian regional integration, it is unavoiable to talk about China‟s soft power. This is because soft power in terms of cultural and political influence, and diplomatic relations are indispensible elements for the region to accept China‟s leadership role in building and influencing policy in the region. 53 To China, no matter what it want to be in shaping policies in the region, political and economic power is indispensible, but soft power is imperative. Soft power diplomacy, an aspect of regional cooperation in Asia, can act as a kind of adhesion to carry out the cooperation. 

The impact is nuclear war

CIRINICONE 2K (Joseph, director of the Non-Proliferation Project at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Foreign Policy, “The Asian Nuclear Reaction Chain,” March)

The blocks would fall quickest and hardest in Asia, where proliferation pressures are already building more quickly than anywhere else in the world. If a nuclear breakout takes place in Asia, then the international arms control agreements that have been painstakingly negotiated over the past 40 years will crumble. Moreover, the United States could find itself embroiled in its fourth war on the Asian continent in six decades--a costly rebuke to those who seek the safety of Fortress America by hiding behind national missile defenses. Consider what is already happening: North Korea continues to play guessing games with its nuclear and missile programs; South Korea wants its own missiles to match Pyongyang's; India and Pakistan shoot across borders while running a slow-motion nuclear arms race; China modernizes its nuclear arsenal amid tensions with Taiwan and the United States; Japan's vice defense minister is forced to resign after extolling the benefits of nuclear weapons; and Russia--whose Far East nuclear deployments alone make it the largest Asian nuclear power--struggles to maintain territorial coherence. Five of these states have nuclear weapons; the others are capable of constructing them. Like neutrons firing from a split atom, one nation's actions can trigger reactions throughout the region, which in turn, stimulate additional actions. These nations form an interlocking Asian nuclear reaction chain that vibrates dangerously with each new development. If the frequency and intensity of this reaction cycle increase, critical decisions taken by any one of these governments could cascade into the second great wave of nuclear-weapon proliferation, bringing regional and global economic and political instability and, perhaps, the first combat use of a nuclear weapon since 1945.
Even the perception of decline triggers a laundry list of impacts
The Epoch Times , 8/3/05 http://www.theepochtimes.com/news/5-8-3/30931.html
Since the Party’s life is “above all else,” it would not be surprising if the CCP resorts to the use of biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons in its attempt to postpone its life. The CCP, that disregards human life, would not hesitate to kill two hundred million Americans, coupled with seven or eight hundred million Chinese, to achieve its ends. The “speech,” free of all disguises, lets the public see the CCP for what it really is: with evil filling its every cell, the CCP intends to fight all of mankind in its desperate attempt to cling to life. And that is the theme of the “speech.”  The theme is murderous and utterly evil. We did witness in China beggars who demanded money from people by threatening to stab themselves with knives or prick their throats on long nails. But we have never, until now, seen a rogue who blackmails the world to die with it by wielding biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons. Anyhow, the bloody confession affirmed the CCP’s bloodiness: a monstrous murderer, who has killed 80 million Chinese people, now plans to hold one billion people hostage and gamble with their lives. 

Uniqueness – Space Specific
Weak US space presence guarantees Chinese leadership now
Sabathier and Faith 5-17, Vincent G. sabathier has more than 20 years of experience in aerospace, from rocket and satellite design to space policy.. G. Ryan Faith is a research analyst at the space foundation. (“The Global Impact of the Chinese Space Program,” in, Space Power: A Crowded Field, World Politics Review, 2011)  

In the past decade, between the ASAT test and the flights of the Shenzou capsule, China has used space quite effectively for both hard- and soft-power purposes. In the future, we can expect that, as the Chinese human spaceflight program advances, China’s space-based military capabilities will follow suit. Landing a Chinese taikonaut on the moon and inviting other nations to join the adventure will not only impact the global percep​tion of China, but will also be an indication of the progress of China’s military capabilities. Regionally, given recent shifts in Japanese geopolitical thinking regarding its regional role, it is not impossible to imagine growing intra-Asian cooperation in space. Indeed, there is a sense at the diplomatic level that China and Japan will have to come to some understanding regarding space as both nations continue to pursue increas​ingly high-profile exploration programs. Strong regional space cooperation in Asia would most certainly allow Asia to become a very strong peer competitor to the West. More broadly, the other BRIC countries, with the exception of Russia, currently lag behind China in space. And although Russia has recently increased funding for its space program, this alone will not guarantee an indefinite lead over China. India’s space program is still addressing the difficulties of evolving beyond its early initial focus on sustainable development applications. India has announced its intention to pursue a hu​man spaceflight program, but it is still quite far behind China. Finally, the Brazilian space program is still in its infancy and is unlikely to catch up to China any time soon without a significant regional effort. In coming decades, China’s size, worldview and economic growth give it the potential to overtake the Western world in space activity. Europe will be the first to feel acute pressure from China’s growing space program, particularly with respect to Europe’s commercial space market share. By 2025, if a taikonaut does land on the moon, Europe will appear -- and indeed will be -- passé in both technological and economic terms. At first glance, the situation for the U.S. space program might appear to be different. Not only did the U.S. land astronauts on the moon in 1969, but the U.S. is also spending some $60 billion a year in space -- two-thirds of which finance space-based national security assets and operations. As a consequence, the U.S. space industry could conceivably be lulled into a false sense of security and fail to compete aggres​sively on the commercial market. However, experience has shown that budget size is not a reliable indicator of the security of space assets themselves. It is easy to state, as did U.S. President Barack Obama on April 15, 2010, that the moon is not of significant interest and that “We’ve been there before.” But the fact is, the U.S. would be hard-pressed to land another astronaut on the moon by 2025, given the difficulty in finding a reliable and affordable replacement for the Space Shuttle. Before the recent budget freeze, NASA had been unable to produce the heavy launch vehicle needed to go beyond low earth orbit, as mandated by Congress. NASA subsequently lost $6 billion in budgeting dedicated to the program for the period 2011-2015, and such a launcher will not be available before 2020 at best. Although China’s space program has historically been isolated and forced into the indigenous development of a number of capabilities, it has more recently tried to engage internationally. As it grows, China will attract more and more partners. In March, the European Union released space-policy guidance directing member states to cooperate more closely with China on space technology and exploration. Although current U.S. space policy explicitly encourages more international cooperation, such cooperation with China is not in the cards. For that matter, even U.S.-EU cooperation has declined sharply, resulting in a great deal of frustration in Europe. America’s other main partner in space, Japan, was already struggling with strict budget limitations, despite the recent successes of its space agency. And the budgetary impact of the 2011 Tohoku earthquake and subsequent tsunami has yet to be fully felt. Although Japan has expressed a commitment to continue its space activities, these events make it unlikely that Japan will either accelerate its space program or significantly increase its budget for space anytime soon. Even without considering the national benefits it has generated, China’s space program has already made a significant contribution to the global understanding of space activity by demonstrating that space must now be shared and managed at the international level. As China grows in space and introduces other nations to space, this will become all the more critical. Space is becoming commoditized, and as the knowledge necessary to use it diffuses and space applications themselves become commonplace, space will no longer be the domain of the few and the brave. Though the asymmetric military and economic advantages the U.S. derives from using space still exist, they are decreasing quickly. For the near future, China will not be able to compete directly with Western nations in terms of military space, but it will certainly be able deny them the use of those capabilities. If by the end of this decade the U.S. is not able to structure truly effective international cooperation or mutually beneficial bilateral cooperation in civil space beyond the limited scope of the ISS, China will be able to use the leverage of its space program as a foreign policy tool without any meaningful competition.
Uniqueness – Space Specific
China is capitalizing on soft power opportunities in space relative to U.S. decline
Craig Covault 2010, Aerospace Journalist, 09 March 2009, (Space.com “China Readies Military Space Station 

for 2010 Launch” http://www.space.com/6391-china-readies-military-space-station-2010-launch.html ) 

China is aggressively accelerating the pace of its manned space program by developing a 17,000 lb. man-tended military space laboratory planned for launch by late 2010. The mission will coincide with a halt in U.S. manned flight with phase-out of the shuttle. The project is being led by the General Armaments Department of the People's Liberation Army, and gives the Chinese two separate station development programs. Shenzhou 8, the first mission to the outpost in early 2011 will be flown unmanned to test robotic docking systems. Subsequent missions will be manned to utilize the new pressurized module capabilities of the Tiangong outpost. Importantly, China is openly acknowledging that the new Tiangong outpost will involve military space operations and technology development. Also the fact it has been given a No. 1 numerical designation indicates that China may build more than one such military space laboratory in the coming years. "The People's Liberation Army's General Armament Department aims to finish systems for the Tiangong-1 mission this year," says an official Chinese government statement on the new project. Work on a ground prototype is nearly finished. The design, revealed to the Chinese during a nationally televised Chinese New Year broadcast, includes a large module with docking system making up the forward half of the vehicle and a service module section with solar arrays and propellant tanks making up the aft. The concept is similar to manned concepts for Europe's Automated Transfer Vehicle. While used as a target to build Chinese docking and habitation experience, the vehicle's military mission has some apparent parallels with the U.S. Air Force Manned Orbiting Laboratory (MOL) program cancelled in 1969 before it flew any manned missions. MOL's objectives were primarily reconnaissance and technology development. While U.S. military astronauts were to be launched in a Gemini spacecraft atop their MOLs, in China's case, the module will operate autonomously and be visited periodically by Chinese astronauts, to perhaps retrieve reconnaissance imagery or other sensor data. At least one unmanned Shenzhou was equipped with a military space intelligence eavesdropping antenna array. Along with launch of the outpost, China is also beginning mass production of Shenzhou taxi spacecraft, says Zhang Bainan, the chief Shenzhou design manager. All previous Shenzhous have been built as individual custom spacecraft for widely spaced missions. But China is now moving to Shenzhou assembly line production to increase flight rates. In addition to operational mission objectives the Chinese mission plans will provide a propaganda windfall in China and send a global geopolitical message relative to declining U.S. space leadership. The Tiangong vehicle's debut in late 2010, and increase in Chinese manned mission flight rates will coincide with the planned termination of the U.S space shuttle program and a five year hiatus in American manned space launches. The first manned NASA Orion/Ares manned mission to Earth orbit is not likely until 2015 with manned lunar operations no earlier than 2020. During that period China can rack up multiple attention getting missions, while Americans launched in the Russian Soyuz will draw meager attention unless they are involved in an emergency. And a larger 20-25 ton "Mir class" station that will follow by about 2020 launched on the new oxygen/hydrogen powered Long March 5 boosters. The Chinese have shown this editor numerous space station models and drawings during six trips to China over the last several years. All of those concepts looked very similar to the Soviet Mir with a core and add-on modules-- nothing like the Tiangong just revealed in China. The heavier Mir type design, however, is the one being pursued for launch on the new Long March 5, Liu Fang, vice president of China Aerospace Science and Technology Corp. (CASC) told me during a visit to Beijing last April. It will weigh twice as much as the man tended military outpost. The Tiangong design is designed for short tasks or limited overnight stays in a pressurized shirtsleeve environment, while the heavier Chinese stations planned for several years from now will be for longer term habitation. In addition to the manned program, the Chinese unmanned program has also reached a major milestone with the Chang'e lunar orbiter. The spacecraft ended its 16 month science mission March 1 when commanded to fire thrusters to begin a 36 min. descent toward lunar impact at 0813 GMT. The impact point was calculated to be at 1.50 deg. south latitude and 52.36 deg. east longitude. on the opposite side of the Moon from where the descent was begun. 
Uniqueness – Space Specific
Space key to Chinese soft power 
Ellis 10, Ph.D., is an adjunct professor at the University of Miami (“Advances in China – Latin America Space Cooperation,”  China Brief Volume: 10 Issue: 14, 7-9, http://www.jamestown.org/single/?no_cache=1&tx_ttnews[tt_news]=36602)  

China’s space cooperation with Latin America is transforming the region. For the new generation of space technicians in Venezuela and Bolivia, Chinese workers, equipment, and training are becoming part of the culture, just as Soviet equipment, technology and personnel shaped the experience of a generation of Cubans and Nicaraguans. Moreover, it is likely that the Venezuelan and Bolivian precedents, in combination with other Chinese investments, will eventually open up the Chilean and Argentine space markets, even as Chinese space diplomacy builds inroads in Peru, possibly Mexico, and eventually in other nations such as Colombia. Each of these developments will advance the PRC’s presence in the technical infrastructure of Latin American while moving it toward an ever more capable, multidimensional space capability—a reality to which the United States and other global players will have to adjust.
China is boosting space leadership in Latin America 
Ellis 10, Ph.D., is an adjunct professor at the University of Miami (“Advances in China – Latin America Space Cooperation,”  China Brief Volume: 10 Issue: 14, 7-9, http://www.jamestown.org/single/?no_cache=1&tx_ttnews[tt_news]=36602)  

 In China’s first white paper on the country's relationship with Latin America released in November 2008, the only reference to cooperation on space issues accounts for a portion of one sentence within the long document: “The Chinese side will also strengthen cooperation with Latin America and the Caribbean in aeronautics and astronautics … and other areas of shared interest” (People’s Daily Online, November 6, 2008). Yet, just one month before the Chinese government released the white paper, China Great Wall Industries Corporation (CGWIC) launched into orbit the first wholly indigenous-built satellite for a Latin American customer. In the four years since 2006, China has made major inroads in space cooperation with Latin America, launching its third satellite in a collaborative venture with Brazil, launching a wholly Chinese-built telecommunications satellite for Venezuela, contracting with Bolivia for a similar satellite, launching a new Beijing-based regional space cooperation organization that includes Peru, and pursuing significant space-related projects in Argentina and Chile. As these examples suggest, advancement in China-Latin America space cooperation is occurring, although largely out of the public eye, and is important, following a pattern shaped by the varied interests and space-related capabilities of Latin American states, as well as the growing ideological divisions in the region.

For the PRC, space-related initiatives in Latin America are oriented to support the development of this strategically important sector while strengthening partnerships with countries that it regards as important. This paper focuses on three categories of Latin American countries with which the PRC has space-related interactions: (1) populist regimes acquiring satellites, (2) other countries developing limited space capabilities, and (3) Brazil as an emerging regional power with a multidimensional space program.  

Uniqueness – Generic 
China-US zero-sum competition for influence now
Jakarta Post, February 2, 2011, http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2011/02/02/soft-power-learning-china’s-charms.html Soft power: Learning from China’s charms
In the wake of the 1998 reform movement, Indonesia’s challenges in the international arena seems to be getting more complex. The impacts of the 1997 Asian financial crisis and human rights violations allegations in Timor Leste have caused Indonesia’s position in international politics to lag. On the other hand, however, a number of countries — such as China, India and other emerging powers — have been expanding their influence through fast development in terms of global issues and diplomatic approaches. It is a new era, where every nation is engaged in tough competition with others in respect to their own national interests. But one should make no mistake: Indonesia has already implemented several policies to gain a global influence. For example, in light of the current global political developments, the Indonesian government has decided to promote a so-called “Natalegawa doctrine” (of Foreign Minister Marty Natalegawa) which emphasizes the state of “dynamic equilibrium” and utilizes the advantages of “cold peace”, or that of the post-Cold War period. Yet, the promotion of such foreign policy remains unclear. Especially if we look into the “careful” and “thoughtful” policy of President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono in adhering to the jargon of “zero enemies, million friends” even in responding to an important case, such as the Indonesia-Malaysia border conflict as well as the Tanjung Berakit incident. Thus, the policy leads to at least two questions: How can this policy work effectively? How can Indonesia succeed in competing with other emerging power? The situation is so different if we compare Indonesia with China. China has come under the spotlight in the global arena. And it is because it exercises all the powers it has. As Joshua Kurlantzick referred to it, “China’s charm offensive”, which describes how China uses its soft power — culture, investment, academia, foreign aid, public diplomacy — to influence many countries in the developing world, the world firmly agreed. China is no longer a poor developing country; it has become a potential superpower that continues to expand its influence.

Link – Generic
China uses space to boost soft power
The Straits Times (Singapore), January 7, 2011, p. http://www.asianewsnet.net/home/news.php?sec=1&id=16631 Accessed 1-8, 11.  “Red Star Aims for the Red Planet”

Just last year, US President Barack Obama said: 'By the mid-2030s, I believe we can send humans to orbit Mars and return them safely to Earth. And a landing on Mars will follow. And I expect to be around to see it.' China has in its favour a rich government which would not stint on a project estimated to cost at least half a trillion US dollars. After all, the country's space programme has an official 20-year goal to 'utilise space resources to...enhance overall national power' and nothing will boost nationalism like a Chinese landing on Mars. China also has newer space infrastructure, such as launch sites and mission control centres, when compared with its rivals. The infrastructure is good for the next 30 years and in time for a human Mars landing.
China is using their space program to launch influence globally
Ajey Lele 2009, Research Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi October 5, , 

(Institute for defense studies and analyses, “ Space Technology and Soft-Power: A Chinese Lesson for India” 

 http://www.idsa.in/idsastrategiccomments/SpaceTechnologyandSoft-Power_ALele_051009 ) 

However, China has also been quietly making investments in some non-military fields with a view to engaging other nations. Space Technology is one area where China is engaging developing nations by providing them assistance to either develop their space programme or to launch satellites on their behalf. It is in this regard that India can look at the ‘China model’ for inspiration and start an effort towards connecting with other states.
Link – Generic

Space is an essential part of china’s soft power plan
Ajey Lele 2009, Research Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi October 5, 
(Institute for defense studies and analyses, “ Space Technology and Soft-Power: A Chinese Lesson for India” 

 http://www.idsa.in/idsastrategiccomments/SpaceTechnologyandSoft-Power_ALele_051009 ) 

For the last few years China is using its space industry to extend its Soft-Power. It is establishing linkages in the space arena with countries in Africa and South America, including Nigeria, Venezuela, and Brazil. China’s ultimate objectives are the natural resources and markets in these parts of the world. China is talking its friendship with Pakistan to a higher plane by helping the latter in the space field as well. It signed an agreement with Pakistan a fortnight back, granting a $200 million loan for satellite construction. China has also promised Bolivia help in developing its space programme within three years and in the launch of its first satellite. It has also been reported that China would be building and launching a communications satellite for Laos.

China is strategically positioning itself as a focal point for all space-related activities, from providing financial assistance to manufacturing, and launching facilities for states in Asia, Africa and South America. This approach has multiple benefits – an increase in China’s global footprint, flow of benefits to the Chinese space industry, experimentation with new technologies, and win friends.

International politics is thus more than the mere acquisition and use of “Hard-Power”. This is what India needs to learn from the Chinese example of collaboration in the space arena. India has a technologically superior and an economically affordable space programme. The growth of its commercial space sector is commendable. Many courtiers are depending on India for launching their satellites. It is essential that India begins to engage space have-nots at a different level, beyond technological and commercial interests. There is a need to influence states for political and strategic purposes by using space technology as a tool. India should steadily and subtly use its ‘space acumen’ to extend its Soft-Power status on earth.
Link – Generic
Space development critical to Chinese soft power

Patrick Besha, Space Policy Institute, George Washington University,  2010, Space Policy, (26) 2010,  214-221, “Policy making in China’s space program: A history and analysis of the China’s lunar orbiter project,” p. 214

China’s space program provides several key benefits to the nation. First, it expands the high-technology sector and helps to integrate key military and technology industries. The joint development of “dual-use” technologies is an increasingly important goal as China seeks to make state defense industries more efficient, while developing indigenous technological capabilities. Second, the space program is an important driver of science and technology innovation in business and of technical education in schools. Third, the space program is a universally recognized symbol of national prestige. In China it is the crown jewel of a burgeoning technology and industrial empire. Fourth, the program is a useful propaganda tool for the ruling Party. Major missions stoke nationalism and provide popular legitimacy.

Space program has boosted China’s international image and prestige
Patrick Besha, Space Policy Institute, George Washington University,  2010, Space Policy, (26) 2010,  214-221, “Policy making in China’s space program: A history and analysis of the China’s lunar orbiter project,” p. 223
It has become practically a conventional wisdom that China is the post-cold war world’s emerging great power, posing the most complex questions for the future of international security [3]. From the late 1980s the Chinese economy began to undergo a remarkable transformation and, since the mid-1990s, the government has been substantially increasing investments in the areas of science and technology as well as defence. These investments notably include the Chinese space programme, which has demonstrated an exponential growth pattern. The present Chinese space policy represents a long tale of struggle both internally and internationally, as a historically great power has sought to return to international prominence, but the success of its space programme has brought tremendous prestige to China. Presently the country could be said to be standing at the pinnacle of the international space prestige hierarchy, alongside Russia and the USA [4]. However, its civil and military space programmes appear to be tightly interwoven. China shocked the world by undertaking an anti-satellite test (ASAT) during January 2007. At the same time it is making a prominent effort to play a major role in international space policy develop- ment and it always presents a view against the weaponisation of space.
Link – Perception Only

China space PERCEPTION link

Katie Drummond, Journalist, August 31, 2010, (Wired.com “China’s Secret Satellite Rendezvous 

‘Suggestive of a Military Program’” http://www.wired.com/dangerroom/2010/08/chinas-secret-satellite- 

rendezvous-suggestive-of-a-military-program/ ) 

Earlier this month, two Chinese satellites met up in orbit. Depending on who you believe, it’s either a sign of China’s increasingly-sophisticated space program — or a sign of its increasingly-sophisticated space warfare program. A well-regarded Russian space watcher was the first to note that the two satellites, newly-launched SJ-12 and two-year-old SJ-06F, had performed maneuvers indicating a cutting edge procedure called non-cooperative robotic rendezvous. A loose network of amateur space spectators and astronomers soon congregated online, and confirmed that the sats had, indeed, converged. This kind of rendezvous can have extremely useful, and benign, applications: removing space debris, refueling satellites or repairing craft in orbit But the military apps are massive, and include up-close inspection of foreign satellites, espionage — and the infliction of some serious damage to adversarial space infrastructure. In other words, orbital warfare that, given just how reliant we are on satellite technology, would have widespread consequences on the ground. “These kinds of rendezvous have been done plenty of times with ground control, but robotically controlled satellites, rendezvousing at higher altitudes, is really quite new,” says Brian Weeden, who offers an in-depth rundown of the incident at The Space Review. “The perception of how this technology is being developed, and what it is being used for, is extremely important.” The United States is the only other country known to have performed a similar feat. In 2005, NASA researchers launched DART (Demonstration of Autonomous Rendezvous Technology) in an effort to rendezvous with a Navy satellite. Navigational errors led to the two satellites bumping, but the initiative did offer proof-of-concept that American scientists were making major headway towards satellites that can autonomously meet up in space. Since then, the Darpa-funded Orbital Express program has demonstrated the capacity for satellites to rendezvous for refueling and module swapping. So, in a sense, it was really only a matter of time before China followed suit. In recent years, they’ve fast- tracked a handful of space exploration and development projects, culminating in a satellite-killing weapons program and 90-pound mini-sat that some speculated was designed with nefarious intent. “The Chinese would be absolutely incompetent to not be trying to reduce U.S advantage in space,” James Oberg, a former NASA space engineer specializing in orbital rendezvous, tells Danger Room. “No potential adversary in their right mind would give us permanent advantage in space operations.” Weeden notes that neither the United States or Chinese governments have been especially forthcoming about their progress on satellite rendezvous capacities, not to mention respective satellite arsenals and specific locations. The dilemma is even more salient because, as this incident illustrates, knowledgeable amateurs with the right equipment can do their own detective work — and then meet online to share the results. “There’s a continued assumption among governments that if they don’t publish satellite details and locations, nobody is going to figure it out,” Weeden says. “That’s wrong.” In this instance, China’s government has yet to acknowledge the incident, and their apparent choice of location for the actual rendezvous adds to the troubling puzzle. According to Oberg, the satellite meet-up occurred in an orbit almost exclusively devoted to earth observation — spy and weather satellites, for example — where “a potential adversary would be most interested in rendezvousing.” “On the other hand, it’s also where a satellite might need refueling,” he adds. “It’s like you could be changing a screwdriver for a hammer, or you could be turning a peaceful ‘bot into a killer one.” But China’s been eager to boast about their prior space exploration projects, and have already publicized plans for a major satellite rendezvous trial next year, so silence in this instance seems telling. “There’s still a vague possibility that this was a matter of computational bias and coincidence,” Oberg says. “But the silence here is suggestive of a military program.” For now, web-based space watchers will keep working. They’re hoping to figure out whether or not the Chinese satellites touched, which would indicate either an error like that of the DART attempt or some kind of military trial run. Regardless, the rendezvous is a stark reminder that the safety of American deep-space systems is by no means guaranteed. “For all we know, these could just be mind games. They don’t have to attack U.S space capacities — they just have to make us think they could,” Oberg says. “We’re not playing chess in space, we’re playing Go. This makes chess look like a kindergartner’s pastime.” 
Link – Space Junk

China actively trying to solve space debris now
Quazze 08 (Chinese reporter ,http://www.abovetopsecret.com/forum/thread412141/pg1)

The Chinese government is implementing a wide series of measures to reduce the amount of debris left in orbit by Chinese rockets and satellites, and to develop a space-surveillance tool to determine what is in orbit, Chinese space-debris experts said. The measures, some of which already have been put into place, include techniques already adopted by some other space powers to reorbit retired satellites out of the geostationary orbital arc and to render Chinese rocket upper stages passive in orbit by emptying their fuel tanks to prevent the threat of explosion and debris propagation. The Chinese government has been a member of the 11-member Inter-Agency Space Debris Coordination Committee (IADC) since the mid-1990s. But Chinese officials concede they have been slow in adopting debris-prevention or debris-mitigation measures. China's seriousness about space debris has been thrown into question since the January test of a mobile ground-based Chinese missile that was used to intentionally destroy a retired Chinese meteorological satellite, creating thousands of pieces of orbital debris in a heavily used region of low Earth orbit. The negative global reaction to that event led China to cancel a scheduled April IADC meeting in Bejing. The meeting was switched to July in Toulouse, France. China sent a full delegation to the meeting, which featured at least one blunt exchange between U.S. and Chinese delegates regarding January's test of the anti-satellite missile. Li Ming, who headed the Chinese delegation to IADC, declined to outline China's space-debris policy immediately after the Toulouse meeting. But in response to Space News inquiries, in August he emailed a summary of China's space-debris policies in reports written by him and by other Chinese space-debris experts. "China has made a relatively late start in space debris research," Li said in a preface to the summary of the debris research. "There is still an obvious gap between China and other advanced countries in space debris-related technologies." China's space-debris research is based at the Purple Mountain Astronomical Observatory, a Chinese Academy of Sciences facility located in Nanjing and home to the Center for Space Debris Observation and Research. Li said the center and related institutes, working under China's 11th Five-Year Plan from 2006-2010, are working on four debris-related aspects: Space debris surveillance. Collision avoidance. Satellite debris protection. Debris mitigation. Two optical telescopes, one a 25-inch (65-centimeter) fixed facility and the other a 10-inch (25-centimeter) car-mounted telescope, have been developed as space-surveillance tools and have been used to time the launch of China's astronaut-carrying capsules to avoid heavier concentrations of debris in low-Earth orbit, Li said. A Hypervelocity Impact Center created by Harbin Institute of Technology has been created and tasked with developing technologies to shield spacecraft from debris. Debris mitigation has been the focus of much IADC work to persuade space powers to take measures to reduce the debris-creating potential of their rocket upper stages and their satellites. Li and Zhang Wenxiang, a research fellow at the Xi'an Satellite Control Center, said Chinese Long March rockets-specifically the Long March (LM) 2C, LM 2D, LM 3, LM 4B and LM 4C vehicles-either already have been fitted with propellant-venting systems or soon will be. 

Link – Space Mil.
China is replacing the US in space militarization

Mark Whittington, Oct 28, 2010, writer residing in Houston, Texas. He is the author of The Last Moonwalker, Children of Apollo and Nocturne. He has written numerous articles, some for the Washington Post, USA Today, the LA Times, and the Houston Chronicle. ( Associated Content from Yahoo “China's Militarization of Space a Long Term Threat” http://www.associatedcontent.com/article/5946740/chinas_militarization_of_space_a_long_pg2.html?cat=15) 

Is the United States on the path to being supplanted by China as the planet's preeminent space power? Some analysts are of the opinion that a combination of President Obama's space policy and China's drive to militarize space presents that danger. According to the Christian Science Monitor: "The Pentagon notes that China, through its space program, is exploring ways to exploit the US military's dependence on space in a conflict scenario - for example, knocking out US satellites in the opening hours of a crisis over Taiwan. "'China is developing the ability to attack an adversary's space assets, accelerating the militarization of space,' the Pentagon said in its latest annual report to Congress on China's military power. 'PLA writings emphasize the necessity of 'destroying, damaging, and interfering with the enemy's reconnaissance ... and communications satellites.''" Some time ago, China conducted a test of a space weapon, exploding it near one if its own derelict satellites, suggesting that it is developing the means to strike at American space assets. Unlike the United States, China does not have separate civilian and military space programs. China's space program is entirely conducted by a branch of the Peoples Liberation Army. That includes the manned Shenzhou space missions, the Chang'e lunar probes, and a proposed manned space station by 2020 and manned lunar landing some time after that. Flying "peaceful" space exploration missions such as Shenzhou and Chang'e gives China experience in such technologies as space communications, orbital maneuvering, and space based reconnaissance. Such technologies can be adapted for anti-satellite weapons.

China gains ground in the Space mil race now
Mark Whittington, Oct 28, 2010, writer residing in Houston, Texas. He is the author of The Last Moonwalker, Children of Apollo and Nocturne. He has written numerous articles, some for the Washington Post, USA Today, the LA Times, and the Houston Chronicle. ( Associated Content from Yahoo “China's Militarization of Space a Long Term Threat” http://www.associatedcontent.com/article/5946740/chinas_militarization_of_space_a_long_pg2.html?cat=15) 

A Chinese space station would have both civilian and military purposes, Besides providing China the ability to conduct real-time reconnaissance of the Earth's surface, its space station would provide experience in rendezvous and docking. China's long-range lunar program should provide a source of considerable concern. The second Chinese lunar probe, the Chang'e 2, is now in lunar orbit. One of Chang'e 2's missions is to attempt to maneuver to a 9.5-mile orbit around the Moon, a remarkable feat not accomplished by any other nation. Subsequent planned Chang'e missions include an unmanned landing that would deliver a rover by 2012 and a lunar sample return by 2017. China has made no secret of its desire to attempt a manned lunar landing around 2020. With President Obama's abandonment of the Moon as a goal for American explorers, a Chinese lunar landing would have immense propaganda value for the People's Republic of China. While America would be too much in decline to explore the Moon, China would forge ahead. The message would be unmistakable. The 21st Century would not be an American Century, but rather a Chinese one. Further in time, George Friedman, who runs the national security website Stratfor, suggests a chilling scenario in a recent book, "The Next Hundred Years." A war breaks out in the middle of this century. An enemy launches space weapons from a base on the far side of the Moon, disguised as space junk and/or meteors. The weapons proceed to targets in low Earth orbit by eccentric orbits, timed to take out those targets, which would include American reconnaissance, communications, and navigation satellites, and also whatever commercial space facilities might exist a few decades from now, effectively blinding and immobilizing American military assets on Earth. 

Link – Space Mil.
China taking the lead militarizing space

Jonathan Adams, October 28, 2010, Correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor (The Christian Science Monitor “China is on the path to militarization of space” http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2010/1028/China-is-on-path-to-militarization-of-space ) 

China is on path to 'militarization of space' The Asian space race is moving along slowly, but steadily – and China is in the lead, with technology that could give it a military advantage over the US. China looks set to pull ahead in the Asian space race to the moon, putting a spacecraft into lunar orbit Oct. 6 in a preparatory mission for an unmanned moon landing in two or three years. Basically, China is looking for a good "parking space" for a moon lander, in a less-known area of the moon known as the Bay of Rainbows. The mission, called Chang'e 2 after a heroine from Chinese folklore who goes to the moon with a rabbit, highlights China's rapidly growing technological prowess, as well as its keen desire for prestige on the world stage. If successful, it will put China a nose ahead of its Asian rivals with similar lunar ambitions – India and Japan – and signal a challenge to the American post-cold-war domination in space. The Asian space race: Compared with the American and Soviet mad dashes into space in the late 1950s and '60s, Asia is taking its time – running a marathon, not a sprint. "All of these countries witnessed the cold war, and what led to the destruction of the USSR," says Ajey Lele, an expert on Asian space programs at the Institute for Defense Studies and Analysis in New Delhi, referring to the military and space spending that helped hasten the decline of the Soviet regime. "They understand the value of money and investment, and they are going as per the pace which they can go." But he acknowledged China's edge over India. "They started earlier, and they're ahead of us at this time," he says. India put the Chandrayaan 1 spacecraft into lunar orbit in 2008, a mission with a NASA payload that helped confirm the presence of water on the moon. It plans a moon landing in a few years' time, and a manned mission as early as 2020 – roughly the same timetable as China. Japan is also mulling a moonshot, and has branched out into other space exploration, such as the recent Hayabusa mission to an asteroid. Its last lunar orbiter shared the moon with China's first in 2007. 

China has lapped the US in militarizing space race

Jonathan Adams, October 28, 2010, Correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor (The Christian Science Monitor “China is on the path to militarization of space” http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2010/1028/China-is-on-path-to-militarization-of-space ) 

Both Japan's and India's recent missions have been plagued by glitches and technical problems, however, while China's have gone relatively smoothly. Mr. Lele said the most significant aspect of the Chang'e 2 mission was the attempt at a 9.5-mile-high orbit, a difficult feat. India's own lunar orbiter descended to about 60 miles in 2008, he said, but was forced to return to a more stable, 125-mile-high orbit. A low orbit will allow for better scouting of future landing sites, said Lele. "They [the Chinese] will require huge amounts of data on landing grounds," said Lele. "A moon landing hasn't been attempted since the cold war." During the famed 1969 Apollo 11 manned mission to the moon, astronaut Neil Armstrong had to take control of the lander in the last moments of descent to avoid large moon boulders strewn around the landing site. China hopes to avoid any such last-minute surprises with better reconnaissance photos, which would allow them to see moon features such as rocks as small as one-meter across, according to Chinese media. Is China's space exploration a military strategy? Meanwhile, some have pointed out that China's moonshot, like all space programs, has valuable potential military offshoots. China's space program is controlled by the People's Liberation Army (PLA), which is steadily gaining experience in remote communication and measurement, missile technology, and antisatellite warfare through missions like Chang'e 2. The security implications of China's space program are not lost on India, Japan, or the United States. The Pentagon notes that China, through its space program, is exploring ways to exploit the US military's dependence on space in a conflict scenario – for example, knocking out US satellites in the opening hours of a crisis over Taiwan. "China is developing the ability to attack an adversary's space assets, accelerating the militarization of space," the Pentagon said in its latest annual report to Congress on China's military power. "PLA writings emphasize the necessity of 'destroying, damaging, and interfering with the enemy's reconnaissance ... and communications satellites.' " More broadly, some in the US see China's moon program as evidence that it has a long-range strategic view that's lacking in Washington. The US has a reconnaissance satellite in lunar orbit now, but President Obama appears to have put off the notion of a manned return to the moon. With China slowly but surely laying the groundwork for a long-term lunar presence, some fear the US may one day find itself lapped –"like the tale of the tortoise and the hare," says Dean Cheng, an expert on China's space program at the Heritage Foundation in Washington. "I have to wonder whether the United States, concerned with far more terrestrial issues, and with its budget constraints, is going to decide to make similarly persistent investments to sustain its lead in space." 

China is militarizing space and will be the new super power nation by 2050

Mark Whittington, Oct 28, 2010, writer residing in Houston, Texas. He is the author of The Last Moonwalker, Children of Apollo and Nocturne. He has written numerous articles, some for the Washington Post, USA Today, the LA Times, and the Houston Chronicle. ( Associated Content from Yahoo “China's Militarization of Space a Long Term Threat” http://www.associatedcontent.com/article/5946740/chinas_militarization_of_space_a_long_pg2.html?cat=15) 

A Pearl Harbor strike from the Moon around the year 2050 could spell the end of America as a super power and the rise of China in her place. That history-changing disaster could happen unless America as well as China occupies the celestial high ground of the Moon. That means reversing Barack Obama's decision to abandon the Moon and make Earth's nearest neighbor once again the focus of America's initial return to space exploration. 

Link – Moon
China winning the race to the moon and H3
The Express, March 24, 2010, p. 24

"Winning the space race gave the US a huge boost," says Dr Whitehouse. "It is the single biggest event that the 20th century is remembered for. A space programme is an expression of a nation's confidence." At the height of the Cold War the landing was one of the defining moments of the 20th century and a crushing victory for the US against its Russian foe. If ways of getting heavy equipment to the Moon can be found, the technology exists to extract Helium-3, says Dr Whitehouse, who adds: "There are many other reasons to go back to the Moon because it is a unique place and has qualities such as a sterile environment and low gravity." Only a handful of other nations, currently led by China, are anywhere near ready to put a man on the Moon. Russia - which has already stated its intention to mine Helium-3 - Japan and India are the others. A European alliance has the technology to land there and we even have our own astronaut, Major Tim Peake, working for the European Space Agency. "China sees the benefits of Helium-3 and psychologically it would also affect America," adds Dr Whitehouse. "India is also training astronauts, although it's a bit of a puzzle because they don't have rockets powerful enough to put people into space. For America, however, if the momentum it has gained over the past 50 years is lost it will be difficult to regain." Under the axed proposals, the US intended to reclaim the Moon in 2020. "That's still possible," says Dr Whitehouse, who believes the US may yet have a rethink. "Now, though, I think it is 50-50 whether China will get there first." For Britain, the last developed nation to have its own space agency, it's a case of too little, too late. "Sadly, it's hard to see Britain ever getting independently involved in manned space flights. The Government only seems interested in sending satellites into space. Our space programme has just ambled along for years. We should be spending more money." It's claimed the current space budget is barely enough to buy a nose cone for a Space Shuttle, although the Government insists that the space industry is worth £6.5billion a year to the UK economy. SOME experts insist there's little to be gained from going back to the Moon after such a long break but Dr Whitehouse believes the next country to conquer our near neighbour, 240,000 miles distant, will gain a major advantage. "This time it will not be grainy black-and-white pictures but in highdefinition colour and it will carry whole new meaning for whoever gets to the Moon next," he says. "I remember when I was nine years old begging my father to be allowed to stay up to watch the Moon landing. "If we are to get to Mars we will need to go to the Moon first. In my opinion, abandoning the Moon is a big mistake." The discovery last year of a signifi-cant amount of water under the lunar south pole brings the reality of establishing a permanent base on the Moon a step closer. The surface of the Moon is drier than any desert on our planet but scientists have long speculated that some permanently shadowed places might harbour huge stores of water, perhaps delivered by impacting comets billions of years ago. This water could sustain astronauts based at the lunar poles. However, efforts to tap into these wells seem more remote than ever. The US space industry has not been at a lower ebb since 1957 when the Soviets launched the first satellite, Sputnik. Then, the Americans were forced to endure the embarrassment of the first beep from space being received in Moscow. The Russians followed up that success by sending the first man, Yuri Gagarin, into orbit but all that was overshadowed when the US narrowly won the biggest prize of all, the race to put man on the Moon. Given Spiro Agnew's ill-conceived boast about Mars, there are some who believe the US rested on its laurels afterwards. One Briton, Steve Bennett, who is battling to launch tourists 62 miles to the edge of space for an unforgettable experience, says: "The Americans are allowing other countries to steal a march. This is a very bad decision and I'm sure the US government has lost the plot." Bennett, nicknamed the Rocketman, faces a constant struggle for funding to achieve his lifelong ambition and has been testing his rocket inventions for years with varying success. Despite a lack of formal training he aims to be at the controls in 2013 when blast-off of his rocket is finally achieved at 3,500 miles per hour. "The US is effectively giving up its governance of space," he says. "How will people in the States feel when they see China celebrating a Moon landing and bringing back souvenir parts from the American lunar modules which are still up there?"

Link – Mars
China desperate to get to Mars first
The Straits Times (Singapore), January 7, 2011, p. http://www.asianewsnet.net/home/news.php?sec=1&id=16631 Accessed 1-8, 11.  “Red Star Aims for the Red Planet”

China will launch its first probe to Mars this year, opening yet another chapter in its space exploration as the country attempts to be the first to put a man on the Red Planet. The young space power announced last Sunday that its Yinghuo-1, or Firefly, orbiter will blast off in October in a joint operation with Russia, according to state news agency Xinhua. The probe comes after a two-year delay, which the Chinese blamed on the Russians, and will realise the country's dream of exploring Mars since the early 1990s under the Project 863 Planetary Exploration Plan.  The top guns of China's space programme, such as chief rocket designer Long Lehao, had publicly articulated the country's wish to venture to the moon and Mars after it launched its first spacecraft in 1999. When the national science week was organised in 2002, exhibits included a Chinese base on Mars - complete with greenhouses and domes. In 2003, China became the third country to send a man into space after the US and Russia. It will have a second Mars probe, likely in 2013, this time on its own. It also plans an unmanned lunar landing in the same year. These are all part of its moon-Mars strategy, which is similar to that of the United States - conquer the lunar rock first before using it as a stepping stone to a much further afield Mars. Beijing wants a manned mission to the moon by 2020 and some experts believe that the Chinese could make the 80-million-km journey to Mars 10 years after that. Russian space patriarch Boris Chertok, for example, has been so impressed with Beijing's space programme that he predicted it would be the Chinese who first 'people Mars'  American historian Jeffrey Wasserstrom said the optimism is rooted in China's current image as a strong high-tech country. 'There's a long international tradition of associating space travel with a country being economically and technologically advanced,' he said. 'It is interesting that now that it is China, rather than the US, which is so closely identified with state-of-the-art trains, there is talk of the possibility that the People's Republic will be the country that gets to Mars ahead of everyone else.'
Link – Mars
China Mars mission critical to Chinese perception of soft power
The Straits Times (Singapore), January 7, 2011, p. http://www.asianewsnet.net/home/news.php?sec=1&id=16631 Accessed 1-8, 11.  “Red Star Aims for the Red Planet”

Just last year, US President Barack Obama said: 'By the mid-2030s, I believe we can send humans to orbit Mars and return them safely to Earth. And a landing on Mars will follow. And I expect to be around to see it.' China has in its favour a rich government which would not stint on a project estimated to cost at least half a trillion US dollars. After all, the country's space programme has an official 20-year goal to 'utilise space resources to...enhance overall national power' and nothing will boost nationalism like a Chinese landing on Mars. China also has newer space infrastructure, such as launch sites and mission control centres, when compared with its rivals. The infrastructure is good for the next 30 years and in time for a human Mars landing.
China focusing on Mars exploration to compete with the US

Agence France Presse, January 2, 2011,  China to explore Mars with Russia this year, ttp://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5iq36CBoacAUGY_olSJdfyd-1PwGg?docId=CNG.16c1b30e593de67ae728d3913839eea5.311 Accessed 1-8, 11
China's first Mars probe is expected to be launched in October this year in a joint operation with Russia after a two-year delay, state media reported Sunday. The probe, Yinghuo-1, was due to blast off in October 2009 with Russia's "Phobos Explorer" from the Baikonur Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan but the launch was postponed, the official Xinhua news agency said. Quoting an unnamed expert at the China Academy of Space Technology, the report said the blast-off had been pushed back to October this year.  It added that China planned to launch a Mars probe on its own in 2013. According to previous reports, the orbiter is due to probe the Martian space environment with a special focus on what happened to the water that appears to have once been abundant on the planet's surface. China has already begun probing the moon and this will be the next step in its ambitious space exploration programme, which it aims to be on a par with those of the United States and Russia.
Link – US-China Cooperation Affs
Perception means if Chinese leaders work with the US on space they perceive political and international legitimacy losses
Paul Heer, Visiting Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, July-August 2000,  http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20000701facomment58/paul-heer/a-house-united.html
For all these reasons, it is futile to adopt any approach to China aimed at cultivating and dealing exclusively with leaders who are thought to be especially sympathetic toward the United States. Jiang and Zhu, for example, may be the architects of Beijing's pursuit of a "constructive strategic partnership" with Washington, but this does not mean they will accept an American definition of that partnership--or that they will compromise on Chinese national interests. True, Jiang and Zhu may be among the Chinese leaders best disposed toward Americans; they may be more interested in and impressed with the United States than many of their colleagues are, and more willing to visit or send their children to American schools. But none of these characteristics is inconsistent with their fundamental ambivalence toward the United States and their basic suspicions of U.S. intentions toward China. The American ability to exploit differences in the Chinese leadership on policy toward the United States is therefore almost nonexistent. Aside from the fact that those differences themselves are narrow or even marginal, the record shows that the last thing any Chinese leader wants is to be perceived in Beijing as a favorite of Washington. There is perhaps no greater liability that he or she can suffer when real leadership struggles or policy debates ensue. Ironically, efforts by Americans to cultivate specific Chinese leaders as preferred interlocutors are likely to undermine those very leaders' credibility and influence in Beijing. This, according to many Hong Kong and Western press accounts, is what happened to Zhu last year--although the setback he suffered was overstated by the same pundits who perpetuate the hard-liners-versus-- moderates dichotomy Indeed, Zhu's central role in concluding the U.S.-China wTO agreement belied those rumors and that dichotomy. METHOD TO THEIR MADNESS Given these dangers, American leaders should resist the temptation to go looking for friends in Beijing whenever their counterparts there do or say problematic things. When it comes to core Chinese sovereignty issues, there is little to be gained--and much to be lost--by dealing with Beijing as anything other than a collective leadership. Furthermore, the unwarranted focus on leadership politics in the formation of Chinese foreign policy--in the hope of finding a U.S. lever against it--has prevented the United States from recognizing and confronting the more fundamental reasons for Beijing's behavior. Foremost among these is the shape of the international environment itself, and Chinese leaders' perception of it. Astute scholars have long recognized this as the most consistent determinant of Beijing's foreign policy To neglect the role of the outside world is to overlook or even deny the challenge that China poses to the United States. Strategic realities outside the Middle Kingdom--such as the relative power, perceived intentions, and actual behavior of other major countries--set the parameters of foreign policy debates in China, much as they do in any other country. These external factors are decisive because they are inescapable. They affect all Chinese leaders equally, and they effectively limit Beijing's viable policy options. This is why the policy spectrum is invariably narrower on foreign than on domestic issues. This is also why major Chinese foreign policies, such as engagement with the United States, have been sustained by different Chinese leaders in various regimes. (In a similar fashion, the U.S. policy of engagement with China has been criticized but ultimately adopted by every president since Nixon, also out of strategic necessity.) This centrality of the external environment among the sources of Chinese foreign policy suggests that major changes in China's diplomatic behavior will most likely occur--indeed, might only occur--when China's external environment changes, or at least when Beijing perceives that it has. Statements by Chinese officials and foreign policy researchers indicate that such a shift in Chinese perceptions has been underway since at least the middle of last year. And as with Chinese nationalism, this change in Beijing's attitude toward the outside world-and especially the United States--transcends factional politics. For the past twenty years, Beijing has described its overall international strategy as an "independent foreign policy of peace" based on the "five principles of peaceful coexistence." Key elements of this approach have included the notions that Beijing could subordinate everything else on its policy agenda, including military modernization, to the goal of economic development; that a peaceful external environment was vital to the success of that goal; and that Beijing could afford to focus on economic development to the detriment of other concerns because China faced no serious external threat. New developments have led the Chinese to reconsider those assumptions and the order of their priorities. This reassessment began with the collapse of the Soviet Union, which eliminated some of the basis for strategic cooperation between China and the United States. But more recent developments have intensified Beijing's perception that it faces a more hostile environment than ever. The Taiwan Strait crisis of 1995-96 and its recurring sequels, for example, reopened an old wound that had never entirely healed. The Chinese remain fundamentally suspicious of the U.S. relationship with Taiwan. Now Beijing's "one China" ultimatum to Taiwan's new president, Chen Shui-bian, and its insistence that Taiwan not be included in any U.S. theater missile defense program, show that the problem has reached a new and possibly decisive stage. Simultaneously, the strengthening of the U.S.-Japanese strategic alliance has quickened China's fears. Wherever Beijing looks today in Asia, it finds fuel for its suspicion that the containment of China and the defense of Taiwan are central American projects in the wake of the Cold War. Finally, China's public reaction to the NATO operation in Kosovo--even before its embassy was hit--was illustrative. The operation greatly alarmed Beijing because Chinese leaders saw it as a demonstration of the post-Cold War purpose of NATO. Beijing also drew conclusions from Kosovo about the interests that will drive future U.S. foreign policy, and about the degree to which China can rely on its leverage in the United Nations to prevent challenges to Chinese interests. In the wake of these events, Beijing now seems to suspect that its security interests are seriously at risk and that China must start shifting its attention and resources toward minimizing those risks and maximizing its security. 
Link – Asteroid Detection

China on the cutting edge of asteroid mapping now – big push proves they perceive it as essential to their soft power in space
Stone 8, (Richard, “Preparing for Doomsday,” Science 7 March Vol. 319 no. 5868 pp. 1326-1329 http://www.sciencemag.org/content/319/5868/1326.full) 

 TIESHAN TEMPLE NATIONAL FOREST, CHINA—In the control room of XuYi Observatory, Zhao Haibin sits at a computer and loads the night sky over Jiangsu Province. A faint white dot streaks across a backdrop of pulsating stars. “That's a satellite,” Zhao says. Elsewhere on the screen, a larger white dot lumbers from east to west. It's a main-belt asteroid, circling the sun between Mars and Jupiter. On a ridge in this quiet, dark corner of southeastern China, about 100 kilometers northwest of Nanjing, XuYi's new 1-meter telescope espies a few dozen asteroids on a good night. Most are known to science. But since China's first telescope dedicated to asteroid detection saw first light early last year, Zhao's team has discovered more than 300 asteroids, including a near-Earth object (NEO), the class of asteroids and comets that could smash into our planet, if fate would have it. China's asteroid hunters are the latest participants in a painstaking global effort to catalog NEOs. Close encounters with asteroids in recent years—and comet Shoemaker-Levy's spectacular death plunge into Jupiter in 1994—have spurred efforts to find the riskiest NEOs before they blindside us. Tracking potentially hazardous objects—NEOs passing within 0.05 astronomical units, or 7.5 million kilometers, of Earth's orbit—is essential for any attempt to deflect an incoming rock. The first test of our planet's defenses could be Apophis, an asteroid the size of a sports arena that made the world sweat for a few days in December 2004, when calculations suggested as great as a 1 in 37 chance of an impact in 2029. Although further data ruled out that day of reckoning, another could be looming. In April 2029, Apophis will pass a mere 36,350 kilometers from Earth, inside the orbits of geostationary satellites. If it enters a keyhole—a corridor of space barely wider than the asteroid itself where gravitational forces would give it a tug—it will end up on a trajectory that would assure a collision 7 years later: on 13 April 2036, Easter Sunday. The odds of Apophis threading the needle are currently 1 in 45,000—but dozens of factors influence asteroid orbits. Researchers will get a better look during Apophis's next appearance in our neighborhood in 2012. By then, a powerful new telescope for detecting asteroids and comets—the Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response System (Pan-STARRS), expected to be up and running by summer—should have unmasked thousands more NEOs. An even grander project, the 8.4-meter Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST), is expected to be operational in 2014. The anticipated bumper crop of NEOs confronts society with urgent questions. In the next several years, with increasing rapidity, Pan-STARRS and its ilk will discover potentially dangerous NEOs. Currently, 168 NEOs have a chance of striking Earth in the next century, although the odds are minuscule. By 2018, the risky rock roster could swell more than 100-fold. Additional observations will allow astronomers to refine orbits, and in most cases, rule out a threat. For that reason, astronomers are debating when the public should be alerted to hazards, to minimize false alarms. Eventually, an asteroid with our name on it will come into focus, forcing an unprecedented decision: whether to risk an interdiction effort. “The very concept of being able to slightly alter the workings of the cosmos to enhance the survival of life on Earth is staggeringly bold,” says Russell Schweickart, chair of the B612 Foundation, a Sonoma, California, nonprofit that lobbies for NEO deflection strategies. We have the means to deflect an asteroid—indeed, “it's really the only natural hazard that we can possibly prevent,” says NEO specialist David Morrison, an astrobiologist at NASA's Ames Research Center in Mountain View, California. There is one “fatal missing element,” says Schweickart, who in 1969 piloted the lunar module for the Apollo 9 mission: “There is no agency in the world charged with protecting the Earth against NEO impacts.” He and others hope to change that.

Link – Space key to soft power

US space leadership’s key to win the soft power race 
Spudis 10, Phd, Senior Staff Scientist at the Lunar and Planetary Institute in Houston, Texas (Paul, “ The New Space Race,” 2/9, http://onorbit.com/node/1954) 

The race to the Moon of the 1960's was an exercise in "soft power" projection. We raced the Soviets to the Moon to demonstrate the superiority of our technology, not only to them, but also to the uncommitted and watching world. The landing of Apollo 11 in July 1969 was by any reckoning a huge win for United States and the success of Apollo gave us technical credibility for the Cold War endgame. Fifteen years after the moon landing, President Reagan advocated the development of a missile defense shield, the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). Although disparaged by many in the West as unattainable, this program was taken very seriously by the Soviets. I believe that this was largely because the United States had already succeeded in accomplishing a very difficult technical task (the lunar landing) that the Soviet Union had not accomplished. Thus, the Soviets saw SDI as not only possible, but likely and its advent would render their entire nuclear strategic capability useless in an instant. In this interpretation, the Apollo program achieved not only its literal objective of landing a man on the Moon (propaganda, soft power) but also its more abstract objective of intimidating our Soviet adversary (technical surprise, hard power). Thus, Apollo played a key role in the end of the Cold War, one far in excess of what many scholars believe. Similarly, our two follow-on programs of Shuttle and Station, although fraught with technical issues and deficiencies as tools of exploration, had significant success in pointing the way towards a new paradigm for space. That new path involves getting people and machines to satellite assets in space for construction, servicing, extension and repair. Through the experience of ISS construction, we now know it is possible to assemble very large systems in space from smaller pieces, and we know how to approach such a problem. Mastery of these skills suggests that the construction of new, large distributed systems for communications, surveillance, and other tasks is possible. These new space systems would be much more capable and enabling than existing ones. Warfare in space is not as depicted in science-fiction movies, with flying saucers blasting lasers at speeding spaceships. The real threat from active space warfare is denial of assets and access. Communications satellites are silenced, reconnaissance satellites are blinded, and GPS constellations made inoperative. This completely disrupts command and control and forces reliance on terrestrially based systems. Force projection and coordination becomes more difficult, cumbersome and slower. Recently, China tested an ASAT weapon in space, indicating that they fully understand the military benefits of hard space power. But they also have an interest in the Moon, probably for "soft power" projection ("Flags-and-Footprints") at some level. Sending astronauts beyond low Earth orbit is a statement of their technical equality with the United States, as among space faring nations, only we have done this in the past. So it is likely that the Chinese see a manned lunar mission as a propaganda coup. However, we cannot rule out the possibility that they also understand the Moon's strategic value, as described above. They tend to take a long view, spanning decades, not the short-term view that America favors. Thus, although their initial plans for human lunar missions do not feature resource utilization, they know the technical literature as well as we do and know that such use is possible and enabling. They are also aware of the value of the Moon as a "backdoor" to approach other levels of cislunar space, as the rescue of the Hughes communications satellite demonstrated. The struggle for soft power projection in space has not ended. If space resource extraction and commerce is possible, a significant question emerges - What societal paradigm shall prevail in this new economy? Many New Space advocates assume that free markets and capitalism is the obvious organizing principle of space commerce, but others might not agree. For example, to China, a government-corporatist oligarchy, the benefits of a pluralistic, free market system are not obvious. Moreover, respect for contract law, a fundamental reason why Western capitalism is successful while its implementation in the developing world has had mixed results, does not exist in China. So what shall the organizing principle of society be in the new commerce of space resources: rule of law or authoritarian oligarchy? An American win in this new race for space does not guarantee that free markets will prevail, but an American loss could ensure that free markets would never emerge on this new frontier. Why are we going to the Moon? In one of his early speeches defending the Apollo program, President John F. Kennedy laid out the reasons that America had to go the Moon. Among the many ideas that he articulated, one stood out. He said, "whatever men shall undertake, free men must fully share." This was a classic expression of American exceptionalism, that idea that we must explore new frontiers not to establish an empire, but to ensure that our political and economic system prevails, a system that has created the most freedom and the largest amount of new wealth in the hands of the greatest number of people in the history of the world. This is a statement of both soft and hard power projection; by leading the world into space, we guarantee that space does not become the private domain of powers who view humanity as cogs in their ideological machine, rather than as individuals to be valued and protected. The Vision was created to extend human reach beyond its current limit of low Earth orbit. It made the Moon the first destination because it has the material and energy resources needed to create a true space faring system. Recent data from the Moon show that it is even richer in resource potential than we had thought; both abundant water and near-permanent sunlight is available at selected areas near the poles. We go to the Moon to learn how to extract and use those resources to create a space transportation system that can routinely access all of cislunar space with both machines and people. Such a system is the logical next step in both space security and commerce. This goal for NASA makes the agency relevant to important national interests. A return to the Moon for resource utilization contributes to national security and economic interests as well as scientific ones. There is indeed a new space race. It is just as important and vital to our country's future as the original one, if not as widely perceived and appreciated. It consists of a struggle with both hard and soft power. The hard power aspect is to confront the ability of other nations to deny us access to our vital satellite assets of cislunar space. The soft power aspect is a question: how shall society be organized in space? Both issues are equally important and both are addressed by lunar return. Will space be a sanctuary for science and PR stunts or will it be a true frontier with scientists and pilots, but also miners, technicians, entrepreneurs and settlers? The decisions made now will decide the fate of space for generations. The choice is clear; we cannot afford to relinquish our foothold in space and abandon the Vision for Space Exploration.
Strong Chinese leadership’s critical to their soft power 
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 


Despite some of the military and national security concerns, the focus of this thesis is on how China is using space as a “soft power” tool in International Relations (IR) and whether Washington is miscalculating the main direction of China’s threat to U.S. space policy and strategy. To that end, Joan Johnson-Freese notes that one purpose of space programs is “techno-nationalism,” which she defines as, “using technology to build stature and power perceptions”.19 Clearly, a country that is able to build its own satellites, launch them, and then control them to exploit the space domain is among an elite group of nations and enjoys higher prestige than those that cannot. Especially for nations wishing to become “players in space” and “build knowledge-based societies, technology development…attract more global information technology jobs…and link [rural] villages and cities,”20 some kind of national investment in space is absolutely essential. As China dips into its state resources to pursue its space program, there are natural, tangible benefits that will result. Job creation, stimulation of national interest in science, math, aerospace, and astronomy, and “spin-off” technologies resulting from space program research and development are but a few. However, there are more intangible, yet very real, benefits as well. First, a successful space program, especially a manned-space version, brings heightened global prestige as well increased internal credibility and prowess to the supporting scientific and technical communities. Johnson-Freese likens the Chinese effort to the American success enjoyed during the heyday of the Apollo program, and adds that “a successful demonstration…in manned spaceflight carr [ies] significant geopolitical implications…technology advancements can be viewed to indicate national stature, and potentially, power”.21 Johnson-Freese follows this theme in another work, stating that “space is one of the most globalized aspects of world commerce,”22 inferring that non-space players are behind the power curve in the increasingly globalized world. Specifically addressing China, Johnson-Freese notes that China wants to develop space capabilities “as part of globalization efforts and to send a techno-nationalist message regionally and globally”.23 The concept of “techno-nationalism” has some parallels to Joseph Nye’s term “soft power,” which he defines as “the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments. It arises from the attractiveness of a country’s culture, political ideals, and policies”.24 Nye sees China’s efforts in space as a way to “help increase its prestige and attraction”.25 For China’s space program to attract countries in Africa and South America, some measure of soft power may have been usefully applied. Joshua Kurlantzick cites as growing evidence of Chinese soft power the “large official delegations from…Brazil and various African nations that now regularly visit China at the government’s invitation”26 as well as “in older groupings like the Association of Southeast Asian Nations [ASEAN] and in newer pan-Asian institutions, like the East Asia summit”.27 From a space perspective, this was manifested initially in the creation of the Asia-Pacific Multilateral Cooperation in Space Technology and Applications (AP-MCSTA) and then its subsequent transformation into the Asia-Pacific Space Cooperation Organization (APSCO), conveniently headquartered in Beijing.28 U.S. Navy Commander John Klein assesses China’s rise in space as primarily associated with national power, national strategy, international influence, and world prestige. Although his main intent is to use historical maritime strategy to address current U.S. space strategy, he notes that as China continues to expand its “celestial lines of communication,” it will have a “greater say in how the most desirable communications frequencies and geostationary orbital slots are assigned and used,” and thus able to use coercive diplomatic influence if needed.29 China scholar David M. Lampton also elaborates the argument about China’s “underappreciated space program” as one aspect of its power projection, economic development, and more importantly “ideational power”.30 At its foundation, ideational power does not involve financial incentives or threats of military force. Rather, it comes from “the intellectual, cultural, spiritual, leadership, and legitimacy resources that enhance a nation’s capacity to efficiently define and achieve national objectives”.31 He acknowledges some similarities between “ideational power” and Joseph Nye’s “soft power” and Amitai Etzioni’s “normative power,” but adds that his term is broader in the sense that it also “includes leadership, human resources, innovation, and culture”.32 Thus China’s push into space has intellectual attraction, creates a sense of national unity, can help promote economic development and raise standards of living, and can add diplomatic legitimacy to China as its participates in international space affairs.33 A recent study by Kevin Pollpeter portrays China’s efforts as aimed at taking “a leading role in regional space cooperation” and as having the potential for space power to contribute to China’s comprehensive national power, as well as to “advance China’s diplomatic interests with oil-rich countries”.34 He devotes considerable effort to documenting the rise of Chinese commercial space prowess and how that will challenge American military, political, commercial, and economic interests. Janie Hulse highlights the gradual pullout of American clout in Argentina and its subsequent replacement with Chinese technical assistance and influence. She underscores the threat to the United States manifested in China’s desire cooperate with Brazil on spy satellite technology, as well as Western hemispheric space tracking facilities, which would give China extremely convenient monitoring of U.S. satellites and improved imagery of North America.35 Although she also focuses on the telecommunications industry, she nonetheless sees the international commercial space arena in Central and South America as a vital industry where America’s preeminence may be waning. 

Weakened U.S. space leadership gives China a key soft power opportunity 
Sterner 10, fellow at the George C. Marshall Institute. He held senior staff positions on the House Armed Services and Science Committees and served in the Department of Defense and as NASA's associate deputy administrator for Policy and Planning, (Eric, “Unforced Errors in the New National Space Policy,” inFocus Quarterly Fall 2010, http://www.jewishpolicycenter.org/1889/national-space-policy)  

The United States has wrestled with the space age's implications since before the Soviet Union launched the first artificial satellite in 1957. Successive presidents often approached space issues in clusters of national security, civil, and commercial activities. More often than not, they addressed those issues in isolation from one another as problems arose. Consequently, national space policy has been frequently disjointed and given short shrift to interdependencies across the three sectors. This created substantial risk for U.S. space power, which is a critical component of its national security, economy, and soft power leadership. The U.S. space industry is a net exporter of goods and services, making it economically important, and space-derived goods and services form key components of critical U.S. infrastructure. Global space spending totaled some $262 billion last year with the United States clearly the dominant player. The U.S. armed forces depend on space systems, such as the Global Positioning System, communications satellites, and reconnaissance satellites for the global projection of American power. NASA has been the recognized leader of international efforts to explore space and U.S. commercial firms have led global space commerce. To its credit, the Obama administration, which released its National Space Policy in June 2010, attempted to reconcile that disjointedness. The policy is comprehensive, addressing issues in all three sectors, and forward leaning, seeking to fundamentally change the manner in which the U.S. government approaches civil space activity. Unfortunately, the policy contains a number of unforced errors that present real risks for U.S. national space power. Space and National Security National security leaders historically approached U.S. national security in space through the parallel prisms of capabilities and the right to use them. The Bush administration was most explicit on the point in its 2006 National Space Policy, declaring space capabilities "vital" to U.S. national interests and reaffirming that it considers "space systems to have rights of passage through and operations in space without interference." The 2010 National Space Policy reaffirms the right to pass through and operate in space without interference, but shifts the focus from U.S. capabilities to the domain of space. Rather than securing U.S. interests through the development of national security capabilities and preserving them vis-à-vis potential adversaries, the 2010 policy intends to protect U.S. national security by securing the domain of space itself through the promulgation of rules, norms, and codes of conduct. As the National Space Policy recognizes, the number of spacefaring states is growing. Many of them are historical U.S. allies, but some lack such close relationships, or may even be potential adversaries in certain scenarios. Many clearly recognize space's military potential. For example, China is aggressively developing more advanced space-based communications and intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance systems that help it project power over longer distances. India has developed a tri-service space cell to consider future direction for its space capabilities relative to its military capabilities. Iran has launched its own satellites and Venezuela is procuring communications satellites. Because space systems are generally dual-use, even dedicated civilian systems have military applications. Taken together, the spread of space capabilities represents a potential means by which countries might offset relative U.S. military advantages. The administration's policy does not grasp the entirety of the problem. Rather than addressing the contributions space capabilities make to an overall military posture, it focuses on the role that space systems may play in promoting transparency and crisis management. With that in mind, international rules and norms to enhance this role for space systems seem desirable. However, others with a more comprehensive perspective are likely to use a rule-making process to constrain U.S. space capabilities, effectively reducing U.S. military advantages at the negotiating table. For example, in 2002, at the United Nations Conference on Disarmament, Russia and China proposed a treaty text that would prohibit the development of space-based counterspace systems, in which the United States would potentially have an advantage, while permitting the continued deployment of terrestrial counterspace systems, which Russia inherited from the Soviet Union and China recently demonstrated. While the 2006 space policy ruled such negotiations out, the Obama National Space Policy leaves the door open to them. At the same time, the 2010 policy quite publicly erased the Bush administration's commitment to superior space capabilities, practically inviting others to seek rough parity with the United States both through negotiation of international rules and improvements in their own space capabilities. Despite the risks, a rule-making approach does not have to constrain U.S. capabilities. Instead, pursuing issue-focused agreements to prevent routine problems may create a more stable environment for U.S. space activities. Orbital debris, for example, is a growing problem with the potential to cascade out of control. It presents a "security of the global commons" problem for all spacefaring states, although some appear more committed to addressing it. Interference with legitimate operations in the electromagnetic spectrum represents another problem. Iran routinely interferes with communications satellite transmissions without consequence. More innocently, in the spring of 2010, the multinational corporation Intelsat SA lost the ability to ensure that its Galaxy 15 communications satellite maintained its station. As the satellite drifted, it began interfering with other satellites. Yet, there were no pre-established procedures for Intelsat SA, or any relevant government, to work through issues of warning, tracking, liability, etc. Pre-established procedures could help reduce the transaction costs of resolving problems on an ad hoc basis. The administration should remain focused on rule-making in these areas to protect the domain, rather than opening itself up to broader security discussions that would more likely result in constraints on U.S. capabilities. Private, bilateral discussions will prove more fruitful than multilateral forums, which usually involve multiple, ulterior, competing motives and interests, voting blocs, and political grandstanding. Civil Space In 2004, the Bush administration announced the Vision for Space Exploration, which it offered, in part, in response to the loss of the space shuttle Columbia in 2003. The "vision" intended to send people to Mars, after first establishing a permanent presence on the moon. These goals provided a focus for NASA, which had been criticized for its lack since the end of the Apollo program. Congress endorsed the vision, and the programs attached to it, twice—under both Republican and Democratic majorities. Unfortunately, from the time it was announced until President Obama took office, funding for the vision was continually cut, either to meet increased demands in NASA's "non-vision" programs or through reductions in the projected top line. As a result, President Obama took office with a woefully underfunded program. A review committee indicated that the program of record, built around a rocket-capsule program known as Constellation, faced an annual shortfall of $3 billion in its projected baseline budget. Against that backdrop, the Obama administration proposed a major strategic reorientation of the American civil space program. It sought to cancel the Constellation program, the backbone of NASA's effort to develop human spaceflight capabilities to replace the space shuttle and reach the moon. Instead, the administration proposed to build new relationships with the private sector, providing subsidies ($6 billion over five years) for the development of privately-owned human spaceflight capabilities on the assumption that they: 1) could meet government needs more cheaply than traditional procurement mechanisms; and 2) would enable the growth of private demand for human spaceflight capabilities to low-earth orbit. Addressing a long-standing criticism of the vision or, at least, its funding profile, the administration also sought to initiate a more robust technology development program, using funds freed up in the baseline by canceling the Constellation program and its moon-Mars focus. Finally, the administration proposed extending the International Space Station's operational life from 2015 to 2020. Congress and industry greeted the administration's proposal with bipartisan objections, which only intensified as the details, or lack thereof, emerged. Meanwhile, the NASA administrator told Arab television audiences that outreach to Muslims was a top priority for his agency and argued with a U.S. Senator over whether he admitted the administration's plan might require future bailouts of the space industry. Within months, the administration changed direction and added new content to its proposed plans without increasing the budget, only leading to further confusion about its true intentions and expectations. At the end of the day, the administration's initiative foundered for several reasons—unrealistic budget profiles, ambiguity, insufficient intellectual foundations, inadequate political preparation—and Congress forced it to accept a political compromise with elements both of the old program and the administration's new orientation. Nevertheless, even some Congressional space leaders who voted for the compromise expressed dissatisfaction with it as an inadequate solution to the problems facing the civil space program. No doubt, civil space policy will remain turbulent for several years as policymakers wrestle with NASA's very purpose. This does not bode well for large aerospace programs, which generally need years, if not decades, of consistent funding and political commitment in order to produce any meaningful results. In the end, the administration's feckless approach to the civil space sector threatens America's human spaceflight program at a time when China's is taking off.
Link – Europe 
Massive EU-Chinese space cooperation now
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 


China has had a long history of space project interaction and cooperation with European countries. Its first satellite, the Dongfanghong-1 (“East is Red,” communications satellite) was built largely with German-engineered high-technology subsystems, to include power-generation and attitude control, along with French assistance.196 Vincent Sabathier, a former Space Attaché at the French Embassy, sees a growing trend of space cooperation between the European Space Agency (ESA) and China, especially since “European manufacturers have now invested in ITAR-free technology that allows them to export systems with the previous tedious, and some say prohibitive, ITAR rules.”197 In July 2001, the Chinese National Space Administration (CNSA, similar to NASA) partnered with ESA to collaborate on a joint mission to study the Earth’s magnetic environment, China’s first cooperative international project with another space agency. ESA provided a four-satellite Cluster mission while the Chinese provided two small Double Star satellites.198 One of the Double Star satellites circles the poles while the other remains in equatorial orbit to collect data. As an incentive for Chinese cooperation and data sharing, ESA has “handed over 10 spare Cluster instruments worth $ 6.8 million.”199 In 2004, ESA joined with the National Remote Sensing Center of China (NRSCC, under the PRC Ministry of Science and Technology, or “MOST”) and started the ESAMOST Dragon program, which is a “three-year science and exploitation…in the field of Earth observation application development”.200 This program was so successful that it has been expanded for another four years under the “Dragon 2” title and now includes “25 projects exploiting ESA, TPM, and Chinese EO [electro-optical] data for land, ocean, and atmospheric science and application development”.201 Also in 2004, the EU surpassed Japan as China’s largest trading partner with Sino-EU trade accounting for over $160 billion.202 Although the economic ties are very strong, China’s grander strategy with Europe is based on “science and technology diplomacy” (keiji waijiao) over normal “economic diplomacy” (jingji waijiao), since much of the technical space know how that China lacks can be found in Europe and is free from U.S. export restrictions.203 It seemed to be in that spirit that China recently purchased a satellite made by the French firm, Alcatel, which was proudly announced to be “ITAR-free” and impervious to U.S. badgering.204 Beyond mere satellite purchases, China recently scored what some space industry analysts are calling a “commercial coup” with its recent agreement to launch a five-ton French satellite for Eutelsat Communications. Since the satellite has no U.S.-made components, it is not bound by U.S. policy restrictions and will mark the first Chinese launch of a Western satellite in more than a decade. Although the launch will not take place until late 2010, it “could prompt owners of other large commercial satellite fleets to enter similar arrangements with Chinese launch providers.”205 Citing China’s comparative advantage in lift services and strong launch record, which is usually “40% less than the $100 million [price tag] for the most expensive launches on European rockets,” there is a chance to lure other potential customers away from considering more expensive and, perhaps more politically complicated, U.S. launch options.206 Shortly after this deal was announced, Congressman Dana Rohrabacher (RCalifornia) launched a lowbrow attack on China. He referred to China as a proliferator of weapons of mass destruction and stated, “Ten years ago, the Cox Report clearly demonstrated that U.S. technology transfers to the PRC helped to improve and enhance the efficiency of China’s arsenal of missiles that were aimed at us”.207 He also added that despite needed changes to ITAR, America should ensure “that these scofflaw and rogue nations are barred from receiving our high tech systems,”208 and called for sanctions on Eutelsat. While one can expect some measure of high-level political response in order to show patriotic support for the U.S. aerospace industry, his comments may end up driving more business away from America.209 Only time will tell to see if either France-based Eutelsat, or the French-Italian space consortium of Thales Alenia Space, which currently has several contracts for Pentagon satellites and military communications, will end up being “punished” by Congress for “promoting Chinese space interests”.210 Chinese space relations with Europe, despite potential political fallout with the United States, seem to be moving along at an excellent pace well into the next decade. With the expansion of the successful Dragon program with ESA, purchases of Frenchbuilt satellites, and the upcoming launch of the Sino-German jointly-developed Solar Space telescope and French Eutelsat satellites, China has established a significant foothold on the European continent for some time to come.211 

Link – South  America 
Latin America’s a key part of Chinese space leadership 
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 
After China was hit with sanctions following the 1989 Tiananmen Square incident, it had to look for non-Western partners to help its then-nascent aerospace industry. Its search led to it to South America, starting with Brazil’s National Institute of Space Investigations (INEP). Brazil started researching space in the 1960s and launched its first satellite, the SCD-1 Data Collection Satellite, on February 9, 1993.212 When the United States decided to switch the management of LANDSAT data from NASA and NOAA over to the Earth Observation Satellite Company (EOSAT, a joint venture of Hughes and RCA) and financial problems that affected data availability started to emerge, Brazil, among other nations, started to look elsewhere for reliable remote sensing data.213 With a focus on joint development rather than trying to go it alone, they joined forces with the Chinese and started work on the Chinese-Brazilian Earth Resources Satellite (CBERS, also called “Ziyuan” by the Chinese) in July, 1988, after President José Sarney visited China.214This marked China’s “first international cooperative space technology venture with another developing country,” and eventually led to the successful launch of two satellites, Ziyuan1 in October 1999, and Ziyuan-2 in September 2000.215 The CBERS project was an effort to: Use advanced space remote sensing techniques to inventory, develop, manage, and monitor the Chinese and Brazilian Earth resources in agriculture, forestry, geology, hydrology, geography, cartography, meteorology, and environment, etc. [as well as] promotion [sic] of the development and application of space remote sensing and space technology in China and Brazil.216 Brazil saw additional benefits from this new relationship with China. First, the CBERS program offered a cheaper alternative to its original plan to build four satellites under the Brazilian Complete Mission (MECB). Given budgetary constraints, teaming on a joint project could help stretch scarce space program dollars out even further. China also benefited for this reason as well, especially since its own indigenous capability and its “services and operations in the field of meteorology, navigation, and remote sensing were essentially dependent on foreign satellites”.217 For part of this program, China turned to England for assistance. Audrey Nice, a spokesperson for the University of Surrey, stated that “[CBERS] was built under a know-how transfer and training program between the UK and China”.218 The CBERS project also involved “ten Chinese engineers and scientists spending a full year at the Surrey Space Centre in England, working with British engineers on the design, construction, and test of the payload. British experts also installed a Space Mission Control ground station at Qinghua University in Beijing”.219 Currently, the CBERS program has successfully launched three satellites, with an agreement to launch two more through 2013. It is considered part of the world’s main Earth-observation satellite constellations, comparable to the “U.S. LANDSAT, French SPOT, and the Indian ResourceSat”.220 Recently, China has pursued greater relations with Venezuela centered on oil imports and national defense issues. Venezuela stands out as the “most prominent example” of the “leftist, anti-American governments” in the region.221 Venezuelan President Chavez notes his country has “100 satellite technicians training in China…radars, tracking stations, and air defenses are being installed right now”.222 The satellite, officially called the VENESAT-1, but also named the “Simon Bolivar” after the South American revolutionary hero, will be used for “government and military communications and to give remote parts of the country access to telephones and the Internet.”223 The VENESAT-1 marks China’s “first contract for satellite manufacturing and launch service for a Latin American country”.224 Nuris Orihuela, Venezuelan Vice Minister of Science and Technology, confirmed that there will actually be 90 technicians who will be working on the satellite, to include “30 [specialists] who will carry out special studies in China”.225 Although VENESAT-1 was successfully launched from China’s Xichang Satellite Launch Center on October 30, 2008 (watched by millions of Venezuelans), it had to first undergo several months of testing before being declared fully operational. Finally, on January 24, 2009, in a ceremony “held in one of the satellite’s mainland stations in the town of El Combrero, it was officially handed off to Venezuelan satellite control operators,” enabling Venezuela to become only the fourth nation in Latin America with any capability in satellite communications.226 Now that the satellite is operational, President Chavez’s $406 million-dollar investment seems to be stirring up considerable enthusiasm for future space-based applications, to include: • Expanding the reach of the Caracas-based Telesur television network; • Bringing telecommunications to remote and rugged areas of southeastern Venezuela where standard landlines are expensive and difficult to operate; and • Bringing “tele-medicine” and “tele-education” to remote areas, especially the Warao Indians in the Orinoco river basin.227 Socorro Hernandez, Minister of Telecommunications and Information, said that “during the first year of its operation [VENESAT-1] will focus on domestic needs. This includes over 100 towns that have poor or no access to basic telephone services”.228 Uruguay, although coming late to the project, provided approximately ten percent of the overall $241-million project cost.229 It will likely be able to access a proportional number of transponders for its domestic communication requirements. More importantly, however, it also “traded” its orbit slot at 78 degrees west to gain satellite access, which allows for “north-south coverage from southern Mexico to Chile and Argentina, and eastwest coverage from Brasilia, Brazil, to well past Lima, Peru, in the Pacific Ocean”.230 Venezuela recently asked China for assistance to obtain imagery capability after it failed to buy its way into the Israeli-led ImageSat program. Though details are currently sketchy, it appears that China will launch an Earth-observation satellite for them sometime in 2013, giving Venezuela its first-ever organic capability of direct-downlinked imagery from space.231 More recently, China has pursued relations with Bolivia to create a space agency to manage and execute a satellite project of Chinese companies to improve communications in the country. In October 2009, the Bolivian government, China's Great Wall Industry Corporation and the International Telecommunication Union signed a memorandum to construct and set a satellite in orbit. Bolivia is investing some 300 million U.S. dollars in this project.232

Link – Africa 
Major Chinese-African cooperation now
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 

China, in what some analysts have viewed as both a display of soft power as well as natural resource diplomacy, negotiated a deal with Nigeria to build, launch, and operate a communications satellite. The Japan-based East Asian Strategic Review 2008 cited this project as an example of “China’s exploitation of space activities as a diplomatic tool”.234 Ahmed Rufai, CEO of Nigerian Communication Satellite Ltd., said that after Nigeria put the project up for international bidding in April 2004, “21 bids arrived from major aerospace companies, but nearly all of failed to meet a key requirement: a significant financial package”.235 China generously loaned Nigeria most of the money for the project, likely banking on the fact that Nigeria’s rich oil deposits will serve as collateral. With a successful satellite launch on May 14, 2007, there are now talks of a possible follow-on satellite to help Nigeria break into the “digital world dominated by the West”.236 Xu Jianguo, Chinese ambassador to Nigeria commented that this launch will serve to, “[enhance] mutual political trust, and economic and trade relations”.237 Rufai hopes to improve Nigeria’s “communication quality, including Internet services,” and is “actively working with its Chinese partners to prepare NIGCOMSAT-2 and NIGCOMSAT-3”.238 China’s space endeavors in Nigeria have endured some criticism, though. Kayode Fayemi, who leads the Nigerian policy think tank, the Center for Democracy and Development, stated that, “It looks like what could be a white elephant. In the scale of preference, this [space program] doesn’t qualify as the most-needed project”.239 A space program in a country where there is still much poverty, lack of basic infrastructure (e.g. running water, electricity, paved roads) appears to be misdirected government spending. But given the upward momentum in space-related activity and talk of future satellites to come on board, it seems like the Sino-Nigeria space cooperation will continue for some time to come, despite serious domestic political challenges.240 One unexpected challenge to this promising relationship occurred last November, when the NIGCOMSAT-1 had a malfunction.241 Nigerian Communications Satellite Limited, which is responsible for satellite TT&C, issued a statement saying, “NIGCOMSAT-1 is not missing, but rather powered down. When we observed abnormal battery discharge in a non-eclipse situation. The satellite was put into an emergency mode operation in order to effect mitigation and repairs”.242 After further analysis was done, it was moved into a permanent parking orbit and was determined to be beyond recovery.243 People are first agitating for a quicker delivery for the follow-on NIGCOMSATs-2 and -3, since the satellite was supposed to last for 15 years, and was to provide not only “phone, broadband Internet and broadcasting services to rural Africa,” but also was used for “intelligence, security surveillance and other sectors such as the oil and gas industry”.244 Given the relatively recent timing of this event, it may be premature to assess whether this malfunction with ties back to China will have a negative impact on Beijing’s future satellite business. The same satellite design was sold, built, and launched for Venezuela and was recently handed over in January 2009. Perhaps the successful VENESAT-1 project will help allay concerns over the NIGCOMSAT-1 failure and minimize any impact to China’s standing in the commercial space arena. Politically, the NIGCOMSAT project still has support thus far despite the failure. The Nigerian House of Representative’s Committee on Science and Technology recently concluded a two-day public hearing concerning the loss of NIGCOMAT-1. Despite having initial doubts about spending money on new space projects, both expert testimony and “a clause committing them [China Great Wall Industry Corporation] to replace the satellite in the event of failure” seemed to have carried enough weight in order to help pass a resolution asking for “more communication satellites…to strengthen Nigeria’s participation in space exploration”.245 

Link – Asia 
China is doing prolific space leadership in Asia 
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 


One of the current problems facing the Asian region, which was highlighted in a recent conference on “Collective Security in Space: Asian Perspectives on Acceptable Approaches,” is the “lack [of] any regional consensus on space security”.246 There have been attempts at trying to consolidate some kind of space-focused space forum in Asia, starting with the Asia-Pacific Multilateral Cooperation in Space Technology and Applications (AP-MCSTA). AP-MCSTA was born from a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between China, Pakistan, and Thailand in February, 1992, with the hopes of achieving greater cooperation in the region. Per its official website: [Viewing] the immense potential of space technology and its spin-off benefits in the socio-economic uplift of the countries resulting in the transformation of quality of life of the society as a whole, and in order to pursue and to strengthen the multilateral cooperation among the countries of the Asia-Pacific Region in the peaceful applications of Space Science and Space Technology [establish AP-MCSTA].247 At the initial AP-MCSTA workshop in Beijing, China, over “120 government officials, decision-makers, experts and scholars…from 16 countries including mainly Australia, China, Pakistan, India, Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Korea, Thailand and other Asia-Pacific countries and international organizations” participated and decided to establish a Liaison Committee with China serving as its coordinator.248 The Liaison Committee was established in 1994, and a Preparatory Committee for an Asia-Pacific Space Cooperation Mechanism and a Secretariat were established in 1999, both in China. During that interim five-year period and leading up to 2003, seven more AP-MCSTA conferences were held in Thailand, Pakistan, Republic of Korea, Bahrain, Iran, China, and Thailand, and all participating nations “unanimously recommended to speed up the process of institutionalization of the Cooperation Mechanism”.249 Finally on October 28, 2005, eight nations signed the Asia-Pacific Space Cooperation Organization (APSCO) Convention.250 China, by leading the initial discussion in 1992 to establish the MoU and then to host several more conferences to discuss the AP-MCSTA goals, then to serve as the coordinating nation for the AP-MCSTA Liaison Committee and Secretariat, and then offer to host the headquarters for APSCO, has firmly established itself as a leader of space-related matters in Asia. Its forward-leaning presence and foresight to take the reins in the formation, coordination, and sponsorship of an Asian-focused space organization will likely translate to an increase in soft power and prestige throughout the region. As part of his address to the 59th International Astronautical Congress held in Glasgow in October, 2008, Sun Laiyan proudly declared that “China was prepared to lead the APSCO”.251 Before APSCO fully came online in 2005, Beijing also started a separate project titled the “Cooperation in Small Multi-Mission Satellite (SMMS) and Other Related Activities” in April, 1998, with Iran, the Republic of (North) Korea, Mongolia, Pakistan, as well as Thailand.252 The SMMS concept is built around a “three-axis stabilized small multi-mission satellite platform [that] will support many kinds of payloads [to include a] multi-spectral CCD camera and hyper-spectrum imager that performs Earth observation, Ka-band communication experiment equipment, data collection and store and forward data transmission (DCS/SAF) and middle ultraviolet backscatter radiometer to do space science research”.253 Zhang Nu, one of the lead Chinese engineers working on the SMMS project commented, “We want the program to be a model for space cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region”.254 Despite being touted as being used for purely civilian purposes, especially in the areas of environmental and disaster monitoring, some people are concerned about the growth of space-imaging capability among so many nations, and to what extent the SMMS might enhance Iran’s “military reconnaissance capability”.255 China has also pushed its space agenda into the Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN), which by original design is more of an economic forum than one for space issues, and does not include China. Using the AP-MCSTA as top cover, China organized a “China-ASEAN Training Course on Applications of Satellite RemoteSensing and Satellite Communication Technologies in Disaster Reduction” for nine ASEAN countries.256 Sponsored by the China-ASEAN Cooperation Fund, the 13-day training covered a series of topics: • Enhance the capacity of ASEAN Member Countries in applying satellite remote-sensing and satellite communication technologies in disaster reduction; • Facilitate the role of these technologies in the practice of disaster reduction; and • Promote the cooperation between China and ASEAN Member Countries in disaster reduction using space technology.257 Given the apparent success of this project, it is likely that other training courses or space-based educational opportunities will arise with China as a leading organizer, sponsor, or participant. China’s continual investment in training foreign students in space applications and sharing space-derived data has huge soft power potential, such as the Thai students who trained on remote sensing applications through China’s “Master Program on Space Technology and Applications” and can now take full advantage of their own Thailand Earth Observation Satellite (THEOS).258 China is also sharing data with Myanmar so it can “better monitor opium cultivation within its borders,” as well as weather data, which is “still being used by several Asian countries including Laos, Philippines, Vietnam, Indonesia, and Thailand as well as other South and Central Asian countries”.259 As fellow APSCO members Thailand and Indonesia have now launched their own satellites by other nations, APSCO, “with China as its leader…has a good chance of becoming very successful [organization]”.260 China solidified its position as an end-to-end satellite service provider when it concluded a deal with Pakistan in October 2008 to build and launch a telecommunication satellite. During a state visit in Beijing, newly elected Pakistan President Asif Ali Zardari negotiated a deal with Chinese President Hu Jintao for the Paksat-1R, which will provide “domestic telecommunication and broadcast services” for Pakistan sometime in 2011.261 Thus, Pakistan has now joined Nigeria and Venezuela as countries for which China has provided “cradle to grave” space-based telecommunication services. 

Link – U.N.
Chinese UN presence on space key to soft power development 
Chambers 9, Major, United States Air Force B.A., Chinese Language & Literature M.S., Strategic Intelligence, Joint Military Intelligence College, (Rob, “ CHINA’S SPACE PROGRAM: A NEW TOOL FOR PRC “SOFT POWER” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS?”  Master’s Thesis, March, http://edocs.nps.edu/npspubs/scholarly/theses/2009/Mar/09Mar_Chambers.pdf) 
China’s 2000 White Paper on its space activities proudly declares that China “supports strengthening the function of the United Nations Office of Outer Space Affairs (OOSA) and supports the outer space application programs of the United Nations”.262 It also starts out the section on “International Cooperation” with: The Chinese government holds that international space cooperation should follow the fundamental principles listed in the “Deceleration [sic] on International Cooperation on Exploring and Utilizing Outer Space for the Benefits and Interests of All Countries, Especially in Consideration of Developing Countries’ Demands,” which was approved by the 51st General Assembly of the United Nations in 1996.263 The idea that all international space cooperation and activities should follow U.N. guidelines is continued in the 2006 version, which states that China “supports activities regarding the peaceful use of outer space within the framework of the United Nations”.264 On the surface, it seems like there are noble intentions behind their statements. Digging deeper, it is more likely that China would like to use the U.N. as a counterweight to U.S. space hegemony and ideally, use the U.N. “Prevention of Arms Race in Outer Space” (PAROS) and Conference on Disarmament (CD) to gently nudge Washington away from developing space weapons. Dean Cheng furthers this idea by stating: Thus, unlike the Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR), [where] China perceived itself as subject to rules it had had no hand in formulating. Beijing has sought a seat at the table on space issues, in order to help establish the fundamental “rules of the road.” In essence, China is intent on being a full participant in determining the international terms and conditions for space operations.265 Since joining the United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (U.N. COPUOS) in 1980, as well as participating in the U.N.-sponsored Regional Space Application Programme (RESAP), China has maintained a presence in all space-related agencies within the U.N. It has supported both the 2000 U.N. General Assembly’s resolution for PAROS and the 2003 resolution calling for “negotiations toward preventing an arms race in space”.266 With America standing out as the only nation voting against both resolutions, China “…has taken advantage of that [opposing] stance [by the United States]” and is undercutting U.S. soft power. The U.N. venue not only gives China “positive public relations exposure” but also “offers China considerable negotiating leverage with a low risk of being held to task for potential follow-through”.267 Thus, it appears that China is in the mainstream of global opinion while Washington is isolated and opposing the majority. During the 1999 CD in Geneva, China tried to further its space agenda by calling for “…a special committee for developing a treaty against space weaponization”.268 Over the subsequent years, it has followed that by submitting more working papers on “Possible Elements for a Future International Legal Agreement on the Prevention of the Deployment of Weapons in Outer Space, the Threat or Use of Force against Outer Space Objects”.269 In addition to offering a similar proposal at the March 2007 meeting of U.N. COPUOS by Chinese Ambassador Tang Guoqiang, China joined forces with Russia and offered another draft space treaty on February 12, 2008, to the U.N. CD.270 While nothing in the language of the draft treaty appeared to be terribly inflammatory towards America, the U.S. response to the treaty was a scathing eight-page analysis that called the Sino-Russian effort “vague,” a “significant departure” from a previous 2002 working paper, and seemed intended only to limit U.S. weapons in space (or the proposed U.S. National Missile Defense program), while allowing China or Russia’s ground-based antisatellite programs.271 Some analysts feel these efforts were deliberately targeting the United States, since China “needs to place a check, even if limited, on the further expansion of those capabilities” and that this proposed ban “may just be an expediency designed to contain the United States”.272

Answers To –  Uniqueness Overwhelms the Link
Chinese soft power is still vulnerable to decline
deLisle 10, director of the Asia Program at FPRI, the Stephen A. Cozen Professor of Law and professor of political science, University of Pennsylvania, (Jacques, “Soft Power in a Hard Place: China, Taiwan, Cross-Strait Relations and U.S. Policy,” Fall, http://www.fpri.org/orbis/5404/delisle.chinataiwan.pdf) 

 Third, key types of Chinese soft power resources remain thin. As many analysts at home and abroad have noted, China’s political institutions and official values do not enjoy broad appeal, nor does China’s record on social equity, the environment, international human rights and other matters.66 The international relevance, content and even existence of a China Model for development are as much foci of debate as they are rich sources of soft power that can alter foreigners’ attitudes and preferences in ways that serve Chinese interests. China’s soft power remains heavily statist, lacking the popular culture, commercial and civil society dimensions that provide much of the might of American soft power.67 A slowing of China’s growth rate or rise in its perceived collateral costs is far from unimaginable and would dim the luster of the China Model. Even continued success could sap soft power as a more prosperous China would become, like Taiwan, seemingly less relevant to the developing world. 

Answers To –  Chinese Economy Overwhelms the Link
Chinese are afraid of pushing econ-based soft power
deLisle 10, director of the Asia Program at FPRI, the Stephen A. Cozen Professor of Law and professor of political science, University of Pennsylvania, (Jacques, “Soft Power in a Hard Place: China, Taiwan, Cross-Strait Relations and U.S. Policy,” Fall, http://www.fpri.org/orbis/5404/delisle.chinataiwan.pdf) 

This element of Chinese soft power is also limited and problematic. Official China and many policy intellectuals have been wary of touting the notion of a ‘‘Chinese Model’’ and, even more so, a ‘‘Beijing Consensus.’’ The reticence partly reflects soft power calculations. Emphasizing China’s stellar progress is in tension with Beijing’s reduced but persisting agenda of asserting solidarity with poor nations. More broadly, Deng Xiaoping’s admonition to lay low still echoes powerfully in Chinese policy circles and cautions against anything that underscores China’s success, draws foreign attention to the hard power potential it brings, and suggests that China sees itself as a challenger to the United States and the ‘‘Washington Consensus.’’ Policy intellectuals, regime advisers and, surely, top leaders themselves worry that touting a ‘‘China Model’’ or the ‘‘Beijing Consensus’’ feeds into the notion of a ‘‘G2’’ duopoly centered on the PRC and the United States. There is danger for China, and perhaps cold comfort for Taiwan, in that China’s rise to a perceived ‘‘development model’’ and, by some lights, near-equality with the United States reinforces fear of Chinese domination among China’s neighbors and greater skepticism about Chinese motives in the United States. Many Chinese policy analysts and advocates are concerned that a too robust notion of a Chinese model ultimately may undermine the economic success-based component of Chinese soft power. Attempts to imitate a ‘‘Chinese Model’’ may well fail in many developing countries for many reasons, including: the distillation of the wrong definitive elements of a ‘‘model’’ from China’s complex experience; the absence of elements vital to China’s success—ranging from cultural attitudes to state capacity to human capital to potential economies of scale—in would-be imitator states; and the inefficacy of policies derived from China’s earlier experience when applied in very different national conditions and international circumstances. If expectations run too high and if a relatively specific ‘‘China Model’’ is implemented and falls short, this risks diminishing China’s soft power. In keeping with such concerns, many Chinese discussions of a China Model or lessons for foreigners from China’s Reform-Era development experience have stressed pluralism and eclecticism—that what China’s success fundamentally teaches is pragmatism and experimentalism and that each country must find and follow its own path.22 Whatever the wisdom of such arguments, they do cut against the growth of soft power that might flow from a more holy grail-like or blueprintlike China Model for economic development. 
Internal Link – Space is Zero-Sum

Soft Power is zero-sum – its about national prestige

Klomp, '10 [Jeremiah, Major USAF, "IS SPACE BIG ENOUGH FOR A US-SINO PARTNERSHIP?" April, https://www.afresearch.org]

As space is the last great unknown with respect to exploration, exploitation and utilization, we still have much to learn regarding untapped resources that have the potential to greatly benefit those who can exploit them. Space, therefore, is tied to national power via not only the economic and military benefits it provides, but also the prestige it gives those who are able to reach and act in its medium. Consequently, “China’s rise as a space power will present military, economic, and political challenges to the United States."
Internal Link – Space Key to U.S. Soft Power
Continued US space leadership is key to soft power dominance 
Sabathier and Faith 8, Center for Strategic and International Studies, (Vincent, and G. Ryan, “ Smart Power Through Space,” CSIS Space Initiatives, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/080220_smart_power_through_space.pdf) 

While a simple increase in the level of national support is a clear signal of our interest in broader engagement and a commitment to a rational balance between all of our soft and hard power activities, it also creates an opportunity for a compelling display of U.S. global leadership. A highly visible commitment to civil space exploration and utilization will restore U.S. credibility and allow the United States to assume its traditional global leadership role. More generally, space exploration is a high-payoff, low-risk opportunity for U.S. leadership—in no case has a significant expenditure of political capital in support of civil space activities failed to provide high returns on investment. The most spectacular returns from space exploration have been cases where the initial engagement, and consequently the visibility of U.S. leadership, has been the greatest. Yet even in cases where a given space initiative fell short of expectations, virtually no penalty was incurred. As we approach the 35th anniversary of the retreat from the lunar surface we must carefully balance our priorities—neither neglecting pressing problems at home nor forgetting future generations. A stable balance between the short and long term and between hard and soft power is contingent in large measure on increased support for civil space operations. Over the longer term, we should strongly consider supporting our civil space activities at a minimum of 1 percent of the federal budget, with a long-term goal of supporting our space program at the rate of 25 cents per American per day. 

Internal Link – Foreign Policy Key
All foreign policy issues are politically sensitive
Susan Shirk, 2007 served as deputy assistant secretary for China at the U.S. State Department from 1997 to 2000.CHINA: FRAGILE SUPERPOWER, , p. 85

News media, competing for audiences but "guided" by the propaganda authorities, reinforce nationalist myths." Chinese journalists have a say​ing, "There are no small matters in foreign affairs." Foreign affairs topics are considered politically sensitive and potentially dangerous territory for journalists. Journalists also have to satisfy two masters: their audiences and the Propaganda Department. A nationalist slant on news events works for both of them. Nationalism has become the politically correct point of view, enforced by the marketplace as well as the censors, as the public reaction to the Freezing Point article on history textbooks illustrates. But encouraging nationalism can backfire, as Chinese leaders learned from the anti-American demonstrations that followed the Belgrade embassy bombing in 1999. After that crisis, Chinese leaders ordered the Propa​ganda Department to moderate the media message about the United States to calm public opinion and protect the relationship with Washington.
Internal Link – Plan Perceived
International relations are highly scrutinized by the Chinese public and media
Susan Shirk, 2007 served as deputy assistant secretary for China at the U.S. State Department from 1997 to 2000.CHINA: FRAGILE SUPERPOWER, , p. 84

The media, competing with one another, naturally try to appeal to the tastes of their targeted audiences. Editors make choices about which sto​ries to cover based on their judgments about what will sell commercially. That means a lot of reports about Japan, Taiwan, and the United States, the international relationships that are the objects of intense interest and emotion. The publicity given to these topics makes them domestic politi​cal issues and constrains the way China's leaders and diplomats deal with them.

International news is the 2nd most popular news topic

Susan Shirk 2007, served as deputy assistant secretary for China at the U.S. State Department from 1997 to 2000.CHINA: FRAGILE SUPERPOWER, 2007, p. 86

Newspaper market research indicates that international news is second to sports as the most popular topic.  In 1992, the Communist Party’s flagship newspaper, People’s Daily, struck gold when it founded Global Times, a profitable newspaper devoted to international news that now claims a readership of almost two million, the second largest in the country.  
Internal Link – US-China Soft Power Zero Sum

GROWTH IN U.S. SOFT POWER AND TENSIONS WITH CHINA THREATEN CHINESE SOFT POWER

Singapore News, ’05 (June 27, “China a growing soft power”)

China is a growing soft power, says Singapore's Deputy Prime Minister Tony Tan, referring to China's economic and cultural influence. Dr Tan noted that both soft and hard power, which refers to military capability, had been regarded a monopoly of the United States. But analysts now argue that the soft power of the US may already have peaked as other players are learning to play the game, particularly China.  Dr Tan was speaking at the Eisenhower Fellowships conference in Singapore. Conferences like the Eisenhower Fellowships serve as a useful bridge to create a better understanding between the cultures of America and Asia, Dr Tan said. This is especially when Asia is growing ever more connected to the rest of the world. A common catch phrase in the arena of international affairs today is the use of "soft power" by countries to boost political and economic links and one common feature that is emerging among countries is the move towards negotiations to sign free trade agreements to expand their networks both bilaterally and multilaterally. Dr Tan said: "When the term 'soft power' was introduced a decade and a half ago, China had little international leverage aside from its nuclear arsenal and huge army. "Today, China is an economic giant reshaping the landscape of world trade. China's growing soft power makes it increasingly difficult for the United States to maintain a hard line against Chinese initiatives and interests." Dr Tan said this was evident in the cross-Atlantic dispute over European countries lifting an arms embargo against China. And Beijing is currently embarking on its most important public relations project - the 2008 Olympics - as a means to show the world what China can do. So Dr Tan's conclusion is that softer forms of power are becoming increasingly important. He said: "The question can be asked whether the US has lost its monopoly on hard and soft power. "Between a status quo super power like the US and a rising power like China, there will inevitably be tension and competition. "While most military, technological and economic power remains concentrated in American hands, we can say that the relative soft power positions of China and the US in Asia and in the world have undergone changes."

Internal Link – US-China Soft Power Zero Sum

SOFT POWER IS ZERO-SUM; DECLINES IN U.S. POWER BOOST CHINA’S POWER

CHANNEL NEWS ASIA, June 27, 2005, http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singaporelocalnews/print/154899/1/.html

China is a growing soft power, says Singapore's Deputy Prime Minister Tony Tan, referring to China's economic and cultural influence. Dr Tan noted that both soft and hard power, which refers to military capability, had been regarded a monopoly of the United States. But analysts now argue that the soft power of the US may already have peaked as other players are learning to play the game, particularly China.  Dr Tan was speaking at the Eisenhower Fellowships conference in Singapore. Conferences like the Eisenhower Fellowships serve as a useful bridge to create a better understanding between the cultures of America and Asia, Dr Tan said. This is especially when Asia is growing ever more connected to the rest of the world. A common catch phrase in the arena of international affairs today is the use of "soft power" by countries to boost political and economic links and one common feature that is emerging among countries is the move towards negotiations to sign free trade agreements to expand their networks both bilaterally and multilaterally. Dr Tan said: "When the term 'soft power' was introduced a decade and a half ago, China had little international leverage aside from its nuclear arsenal and huge army. "Today, China is an economic giant reshaping the landscape of world trade. China's growing soft power makes it increasingly difficult for the United States to maintain a hard line against Chinese initiatives and interests." Dr Tan said this was evident in the cross-Atlantic dispute over European countries lifting an arms embargo against China. And Beijing is currently embarking on its most important public relations project - the 2008 Olympics - as a means to show the world what China can do. So Dr Tan's conclusion is that softer forms of power are becoming increasingly important. He said: "The question can be asked whether the US has lost its monopoly on hard and soft power. "Between a status quo super power like the US and a rising power like China, there will inevitably be tension and competition. "While most military, technological and economic power remains concentrated in American hands, we can say that the relative soft power positions of China and the US in Asia and in the world have undergone changes.
******IMPACTS******                                                                                                                                       Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Stability

Chinese soft power is key to solving multiple nuclear war scenarios

Thomas Axworthy, 2003 (chairman of the Asia Pacific Foundation of Canada, September 24, 2003, http://www.tibet.ca/en/wtnarchive/2003/9/24_1.html)

Asia is the most dangerous place in the world. With Americans dying daily in Iraq; the Bush road map for Israel and Palestine in tatters; and the ghostly visage of Osama bin Laden broadcast to the world by al-Jazeera on the second

anniversary of Sept. 11, threatening all of us with even worse horrors; it may be difficult to fathom that the greatest threats to peace and security reside outside the Middle East. But in this league of infamy, Asia leads the first division.  The six-nation talks with North Korea, for example, have ended with no discernible progress and North Korea moving at full speed to expand its nuclear arsenal. Everything that George Bush went to war to prevent in Iraq is occurring irrefutably in North Korea: There a rogue regime has starved hundreds of thousands of its own citizens, attacked its neighbours, built a nuclear bomb, and trafficked with terrorists. North Korea is the world's most deadly problem.  Right behind is the situation in Pakistan. The Pakistani intelligence service helped invent the Taliban; Islamists are honeycombed within the intelligence service and the armed forces. Pakistan has also developed nuclear weapons to protect itself in the 50-year conflict with India over Kashmir. Terrorists can either spark outrages in India hoping to bring about Armageddon in a nuclear war between India and Pakistan, or Islamists could promote a coup in Pakistan itself, putting a Taliban-style regime in power in Islamabad. The regime of President Pervez Musharraf presides over one of the world's most turbulent countries, and if you thought the Taliban in Afghanistan was a problem, what about if a similarly motivated group had its thumb on a nuclear trigger?  In this Asian cauldron of animosity, one optimistic possibility is the emergence of a peaceful, engaged China. The Middle Kingdom has been the dominant player in Asia for 5,000 years, and in our time it has been a key ally of both North Korea and Pakistan. We are witnessing in the early years of the 21st century a China that is systematically turning away from the isolation and madness of the cultural revolution of Mao towards an engagement with its neighbours. This engagement is primarily economic. China's ascension to the World Trade Organization is of the utmost importance, but it is also strategic with China participating in the six-nation negotiations with North Korea.  Encouraging China to take a constructive role in its own region is in the interests of us all. 

ASIAN REGIONAL CONFLICTS GO NUCLEAR

Mirza Aslam Beg; General; May 20, 1999 (Nuclearization of South Asia: Rational Diffusion of Holocaust; http://www.friends.org.pk/Beg/nuclearization%20of%20south%20asia.htm)

During the darkest days of the World War I, the Austrian poet, Karl Kraus wrote: “If we still had imagination, we would no longer wage war”. But human innovative proclivity towards destructive pursuits, it appears, often draws curtain over imagination. The creation of the doomsday machine - the atomic bomb - brings the most frightening prospect of what has been characterized as the “nuclear winter”. It is not a fantasized popular end-of-the-world-dread, but “gives concrete substance to that image; using a just small portion of our nuclear stockpiles, we may so impair our habitat, the earth, that it no longer can sustain human and other forms of life.”1 Andrei Sakharov also reiterated: “A very large nuclear war would be a calamity of indescribable proportions and absolutely unpredictable consequences, with the uncertainties tending towards the worst.... all-out nuclear war would mean the destruction of contemporary civilization, throw man back centuries, cause the death of hundreds of millions or billions of people, and with a certain degree of probability, would cause man to be destroyed as a biological species.”2 (continue…) Deterrence worked in the case of two super powers during the Cold War as has been dramatically brought to light by Gorbachev. Pleading for one standard, Jaswant Singh maintains: “India’s nuclear policy remains firmly committed to a basic tenet, that the country’s national security in a world of nuclear proliferation lies either in global disarmament or in exercise of the principle of equal and legitimate security for all.”31 He believes disarmament to be “unrealistic politics”, and discards the apprehensions with respect to India becoming nuclear. “If the permanent five’s possession of nuclear weapons increases security, he says, “why would India’s possession of nuclear weapons be dangerous?”32 To come at par with the five nuclear nations, is the driving motive. “If the permanent five continue to employ nuclear weapons, as an international currency of force and power, why should India voluntarily devalue its own state power and national security?33 He therefore poses a fundamental question: “If deterrence works in the West as it so obviously appears to, since western nations insist on continuing to possess nuclear weapons - by what reasoning will it not work for India”.34 Dr. Bowen, questions the efficiency of seductive super power model, which in his view, is wrong. “Such a logic”, he said, “would be persuasive if several things were always true; if leaders were always logical; and of perception of the situation in the real world were always reasonably accurate. After having gone through it, my take on the Cold War is that the super powers get through it with a consistent streak of luck as much as through the careful and wise decisions of national leaders. It was not western superiority that was decisive in preserving peace but prolonged luck”.35 The second argument is that US and USSR did not share common geography as the South Asian rivals do. The super powers shared a buffer -thousands of miles of Ocean between them - but this is not the case with South Asia. “Even with the fastest ballistic missiles”, he said, “the time from launch to impact was 30 minutes. A half-hour may not be much time, but it is generally enough to pause to assess a warning that something drastic is about to happen, to determine if the warning was a false one, or simply to give a chance for cooler heads to prevail.”36 In the case of South Asia, it would be “a tenth of the time the super powers had - 30 minutes isn’t much, but it’s a lot better than three minutes”. It is on this basis that “progress on weaponization, on inducting weapons into the armed forces, and deployment of these nuclear forces should stop. Each step up the ladder, each additional rung, places the region closer to the point where some accident or miscalculation could lead to nothing but disaster. The nuclear genie cannot be put back in the bottle - but the genie need not be allowed to dictate how weapons and missiles go from the drawing board to the battle field.”37 One can thus see the futility of “non-first-use” of nuclear weapons proposition put forward by India, as the geography makes it utterly impossible to determine as to who was the “trigger happy”, within a span of three minutes. The conflict-ridden South Asia has become all the more vulnerable after its nuclearization as historical animosities, may escalate into nuclear confrontation with horrendous consequences. Nuclearization is very often a precursor of nuclear competition, which exerts a dynamics of its own, where irrational fears, cloud rational thinking and misperceptions guide judgments. By altering the non-weaponised nuclear character of South Asia, India has triggered a snow-ball impact on the continent of Asia, and even beyond. Iran, may feel threatened and may opt to become nuclear. The nuclear fear waves may touch the shores of South East Asian countries, who would legitimately be concerned about their ‘security’ and maintaining the pace of their economic development. Similarly, with the prospect of Indian nuclear submarine, freely playing in the Indian Ocean - reportedly in the making in collaboration with Russia - Australia and Japan would have reasons to worry about and choose options to meet the threat.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Stability

China’s international image key to Asian stability

China Daily, ‘05 (Jan 21, “China Plays a More Active Role”, http://www.china.org.cn/english/international/118482.htm)
Besides, to remove the international community's mistrust and misgivings towards itself, China has taken as an important diplomatic task to actively integrate itself into the world's mechanisms and frameworks instead of passive explanations. China's dynamic economic momentum and bright prospects have served as an effective instrument in raising its international image. Due to many years of rapid economic growth, China has now become one of the world's key growth engines. Its economic development is related closely with the interests of other countries nowadays. The charm of its enormous market potential has made the "China threat" fallacy increasingly unpopular. Facts have proven the Chinese new leadership's pragmatic diplomatic approach and the country's increasing economic temptation have helped solve issues and disputes with neighbours. Meanwhile, China also exhibited its diplomatic ideas and skills through international organizations and conferences. At the informal summit of the Asia-Pacific Economic Co-operation late last year, China drew more spotlight than any other country with the enormous opportunities its economy provided for all participants.

Chinese peaceful rise solves Asian conflicts and nuclear proliferation
Tellis, ’05 (Jan 1, Tellis, Ashley J , Senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, “A grand chessboard: Beijing seeks to reassure the world that it is a gentle giant”, l/n)
In 2003, Chinese President Hu Jintao's advisors hatched a new theory. Dubbed China's "peaceful rise," it held that, in contrast to the warlike behavior of ascending great powers in the past, the economic ties between China and its trading partners not only made war unthinkable but would actually allow all sides to rise together. The theory's name didn't survive power struggles within the Communist Party, but the general idea lives on in new and updated formulations such as "peaceful development" and "peaceful coexistence." Regardless of the label Chinese apparatchiks ultimately agree on, one thing is clear: China spends a great deal of time worrying about what other countries think about it. And for good reason: While China's economic growth over the last 20 years has generated tremendous wealth at home, it has also stirred apprehension abroad. Beijing knows that the United States and countries throughout Asia are casting a wary eye in its direction, worried that China could ultimately become a regional hegemon that threatens their security. It has become obvious to Beijing that a new Chinese grand strategy is required--one that would allow it to continue its economic growth, technological modernization, and military buildup without provoking other countries into a costly rivalry. The China we see striding on the world stage today is cut from the cloth of that new grand strategy.  Beijing began by making nice in its own neighborhood. It has sought to develop friendly relations with the major states on its periphery--Russia, Japan, India, and the Central and Southeast Asian states--that are potential balancing partners in any future U.S.-led, anti-Chinese coalition. This good neighbor approach is dramatically different from its behavior of the 1990s. Instead of invoking Chinese claims in territorial and maritime disputes as it did during that decade, Beijing today has made a special effort to assure other states that it has the best intentions. China agreed to codes of conduct where territorial disputes have economic consequences, such as the South China Sea. It began to resolve border disputes with important neighbors, such as India. It started to take its nonproliferation obligations much more seriously than before, including efforts to tighten export controls of potentially dangerous dual-use technologies. And it expressed a willingness to shelve political disputes that cannot be reconciled immediately, so long as none of the other parties (such as Taiwan) disrupts the status quo. In 1994, during Washington's nuclear standoff with Pyongyang, Beijing's role was minor. Today, it is the driving force behind the complex six-party talks on North Korea's nuclear arsenal. No relationship factors more into this diplomatic about-face than China's relationship with the United States. Beijing has gone out of its way to mollify Washington, trying to demonstrate that it has neither the intention nor the capability of challenging U.S. leadership in Asia--even as it seeks to promote a regional environment where a U.S. political-military presence will eventually become unnecessary.

Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Stability

Chinese diplomatic influence in Asia key to solve border disputes and Asian conflicts
Shambaugh, ’04 (David Shambaugh, Director of the China Policy Program in the Elliott School of International Affairs and Professor of Political Science and International Affairs at The George Washington University, The Center for Strategic and International Studies and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, International Security, “China Engages Asia; Reshaping the Regional Order,” http://www.brookings.edu/views/articles/shambaugh/20050506.htm)

China's regional rise and these changing perceptions have prompted countries along China's periphery to readjust their relations with Beijing, as well as with one another. As China's influence continues to grow, many of these countries are looking to Beijing for regional leadership or, at a minimum, are increasingly taking into account China's interests and concerns in their decisionmaking. Although China is far from being the only consequential power or factor in the region, its desire for a larger role has become a principal catalyst in shaping a new order in Asia. In this new order, Asia's principal subregions (Northeast Asia, Southeast Asia, South Asia, and Central Asia, as well as Oceania) are becoming increasingly interactive and enmeshed in a growing web of interdependence. The emerging order is also characterized by a changing role for the United States and its regional allies, as well as by the maturing of regional institutions that do not involve the United States. Although the North Korean and Taiwan situations could still erupt into conflict and puncture the prevailing peace, the predominant trend in the region is growing interdependence and cooperation among both states and nonstate actors—with China increasingly at the center of this activity. 
Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Stability

China’s diplomacy key to involvement in multilateral organizations which promote Asian stability

Shambaugh, ’04 (David Shambaugh, Director of the China Policy Program in the Elliott School of International Affairs and Professor of Political Science and International Affairs at The George Washington University, The Center for Strategic and International Studies and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, International Security, “China Engages Asia; Reshaping the Regional Order,” p. 72-3

China's increased involvement in these regional organizations and dialogues reflects many factors, particularly China's evolving recognition that these institutions are neither intrinsically hostile to China nor set on constraining it. To the contrary, China has come to realize that these groupings are open to Chinese perspectives and influence and may have some utility in constraining the United States in the region.25 China's increased multilateral involvement also represents the convergence of views about the norms that should govern interstate relations among China, ASEAN, and the SCO states. The "ASEAN Way" of consensus building and group decisionmaking is amenable to China. Of all the regional organizations mentioned above, China is most deeply involved with ASEAN and the SCO (which it was instrumental in establishing). As Fu Ying, the former director general of the Department of Asian Affairs in China's Ministry of Foreign Affairs noted, "Taking ASEAN + 3 cooperation and SCO as two focal points, China will make pioneering efforts to set up regional cooperation and push for the establishment of a regional cooperation framework conforming to the characteristic of regional diversity. The SCO, established in June 2001, grew out of the "Shanghai Five" group created by China in 1994. Today the SCO comprises China, Kazakhstan, Kyrgzystan, Russia, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan. Reflecting China's instrumental role and influence, a permanent secretariat headquarters has been created in Beijing (largely paid for by China).27 The organization also has an office, located in Bishkek, Uzbekistan, to coordinate its counterterrorism efforts. From its inception, the SCO, like its predecessor, has focused primarily on nontraditional security threats, particularly terrorism. The Shanghai Five also did much during the mid-1990s to institute military confidence-building and security measures among its member states, such as force reductions and prenotification of exercises, in their border regions.28 More recently, the SCO has begun to evolve into a broader and more comprehensive organization, reflecting Beijing's goal of building strategic partnerships. At its 2003 annual meeting, the SCO expanded its focus to include economic cooperation. At the meeting, Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao proposed setting up a free trade zone among member states and reducing nontariff barriers in a variety of areas. The political interaction among SCO members is also intensive. In addition to the annual summits and frequent bilateral state visits, SCO ministerial-level officials meet and consult on a regular basis, and a large number of joint working groups have been established. China and Russia alone have set up thirty-five such bilateral groups. Engagement between China and ASEAN is even more impressive. Over the last few years, the two have undertaken a series of steps to broaden and strengthen their relationship, several of which have considerable significance for the international relations of the Asian region. … China and ASEAN are forging a productive and lasting relationship that is gradually erasing a history built on widespread suspicion, painful memories, and lingering tensions. China's efforts to improve its ties with ASEAN are not merely part of a larger "charm offensive." They represent, in some cases, fundamental compromises that China has chosen to make in limiting its own sovereign interests for the sake of engagement in multilateral frameworks and pursuit of greater regional interdependence. Neither have the Southeast Asian states entered into these arrangements with eyes closed; they believe that China's rise is inevitable and that the best strategy for ASEAN, to hedge against potentially disruptive or domineering behavior, is to entangle the dragon in as many ways as possible. 

Chinese Soft Power Good: Free Trade

A)  Chinese soft power bolsters free trade:

Lee Kuan Yew, 2007 (Forbes, June 18, 2007; Lexis.  Accessed June 11, 2007).

China has concluded a free trade agreement with the ASEAN countries. But because of domestic pressures, Japan and India have so far been unable to match the ASEAN-China FTA. China's decision-making is based on strategic considerations that override such competing domestic interests as importers versus exporters and agriculturists versus industrialists. China wants ASEAN countries to link up, to ride its boom and hitch their economic futures to China's, but Japan's and India's decision-making processes don't allow their governments to override such internal conflicts of interests.
B)  Protectionism Causes NUCLEAR WAR

Copley News Service, 12/1/99  (Lexis)

For decades, many children in America and other countries went to bed fearing annihilation by nuclear war. The specter of nuclear winter freezing the life out of planet Earth seemed very real.  Activists protesting the World Trade Organization's meeting in Seattle apparently have forgotten that threat. The truth is that nations join together in groups like the WTO not just to further their own prosperity, but also to forestall conflict with other nations. In a way, our planet has traded in the threat of a worldwide nuclear war for the benefit of cooperative global economics.   Some Seattle protesters clearly fancy themselves to be in the mold of nuclear disarmament or anti-Vietnam War protesters of decades past. But they're not. They're special-interest activists, whether the cause is environmental, labor or paranoia about global government.  Actually, most of the demonstrators in Seattle are very much unlike yesterday's peace activists, such as Beatle John Lennon or philosopher Bertrand Russell, the father of the nuclear disarmament movement, both of whom urged people and nations to work together rather than strive against each other. These and other war protesters would probably approve of 135 WTO nations sitting down peacefully to discuss economic issues that in the past might have been settled by bullets and bombs.  As long as nations are trading peacefully, and their economies are built on exports to other countries, they have a major disincentive to wage war. That's why bringing China, a budding superpower, into the WTO is so important. As exports to the United States and the rest of the world feed Chinese prosperity, and that prosperity increases demand for the goods we produce, the threat of hostility diminishes.    Many anti-trade protesters in Seattle claim that only multinational corporations benefit from global trade, and that it's the everyday wage earners who get hurt. That's just plain wrong.  First of all, it's not the military-industrial complex benefiting. It's U.S. companies that make high-tech goods. And those companies provide a growing number of jobs for Americans. In San Diego, many people have good jobs at Qualcomm, Solar Turbines and other companies for whom overseas markets are essential. In Seattle, many of the 100,000 people who work at Boeing would lose their livelihoods without world trade.  Foreign trade today accounts for 30 percent of our gross domestic product. That's a lot of jobs for everyday workers.  Growing global prosperity has helped counter the specter of nuclear winter. Nations of the world are learning to live and work together, like the singers of anti-war songs once imagined. Those who care about world peace shouldn't be protesting world trade. They should be celebrating it.

Chinese Soft Power Good: Key to Economy

A. China’s image key to trade agreements which secure China’s oil supply and economy

China Daily, ‘05 (Jan 21, “China Plays a More Active Role”, http://www.china.org.cn/english/international/118482.htm)
Also, China included energy co-operation into its diplomatic work. Following the Iraq War, more and more Chinese have been conscious of the importance of energy security and the international struggle for strategic material. China fully realized that its economic growth could slow and even stop in the absence of sufficient energy supply. The country has thus begun to make a thorough review of its past petroleum security strategy in the wake of the Iraq War. And an all-dimensional energy diplomacy has gradually taken shape. Over the past two years, China has J
implemented a diversified energy supply strategy, setting up energy relations in the Middle East, Africa and Latin America, actively carrying out energy co-operation with Britain, Russia and others. More importantly, China is building energy diplomacy into a systematic project and global strategy. The country is now straightforward when talking about its energy interests throughout the world. And its ties with a number of countries are warming up due to their energy co-operation. Following its entry into the World Trade Organization (WTO), China has seen an increasing number of trade disputes with other countries while enjoying the benefits the membership has brought. This has driven home to China that passively acting as a bystander of international rules does not help settle its economic disputes with others, and it should seek interests for itself by gaining a bigger say in international bodies and the making of new rules. To solve various kinds of economic rows from the roots, the Chinese Government has conducted bilateral dialogues with more countries to remove itself from the list of non-market economic states. It has also co-operated with some countries within the WTO framework to change and eliminate related articles detrimental to China's economic development and the interests of developing countries. Currently, China has not only accepted a number of established international systems and rules, but has also played as a more mature and adept actor on the diplomatic stage.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Key to Economy

B. China’s economy key to the global economy

The Economist, ’04 (Sep 30, 2004, “Can the world economy sustain its stunning pace of growth?”)
The fourth risk is that China's soaring economy might suffer a hard landing as its investment boom turns to bust. A slump in China would badly hurt the rest of Asia, and dent global confidence. China's GDP surged by almost 10% in the year to the second quarter, and fixed investment and bank lending are still rising too fast. The government is reluctant to use the usual macroeconomic policy tools of a market economy, such as letting the exchange rate rise and raising interest rates; instead it has relied mainly on administrative controls to curb lending and investment. Negative real interest rates are distorting market signals, and the bluntness of direct controls runs the risk that investment may mistakenly undershoot.
China Key To The Global Economy

CHINA DRIVES U.S. ECONOMIC GROWTH

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, June 20, 2005, http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/news/1421556/posts?page=2
The lopsided U.S. trade deficit with China and the "offshoring" of manufacturing work there have focused attention on lost jobs and the fading fortunes of industries such as textiles, decimated by cheap Chinese imports. But America's interdependence with China has benefits, too. Cheap goods keep U.S. inflation and interest rates low. And the growth of China's service sector--likely to be heavily fueled by American companies--will bring a well-heeled new consumer to the global market, with less threat to American jobs. "China will be a second driver of economic growth in the world after the United States," says Richard Stanley, CEO of Citigroup China. Stanley claims the 2001-2002 U.S. recession would have been worse if not for Chinese demand for goods from America and elsewhere.

CHINA HAS A SUBSTANTIAL IMPACT ON THE GLOBAL ECONOMY

Chinese growth is the foundation of U.S. growth

ECONOMIST, September 14, 2006, http://www.economist.com/surveys/displaystory.cfm?story_id=7877959
The future boost to demand will be large. But more important in the long term will be the stimulus to the world economy from what economists call a "positive supply shock". As China, India and the former Soviet Union have embraced market capitalism, the global labour force has, in effect, doubled. The world's potential output is also being lifted by rapid productivity gains in developing countries as they try to catch up with the West. This increased vitality in emerging economies is raising global growth, not substituting for output elsewhere. The newcomers boost real incomes in the rich world by supplying cheaper goods, such as microwave ovens and computers, by allowing multinational firms to reap bigger economies of scale, and by spurring productivity growth through increased competition. They will thus help to lift growth in world GDP just when the rich world's greying populations would otherwise cause it to slow. Developed countries will do better from being part of this fast-growing world than from trying to cling on to a bigger share of a slow-growing one. Stronger growth in emerging economies will make developed countries as a whole better off, but not everybody will be a winner. 

Chinese Economy Impacts: Asian Wars

CHINESE ECONOMIC DOWNTURN CAUSES ASIAN WARS THAT WILL ESCALATE TO GLOBAL NUCLEAR WAR

Tom Plate, professor of Policy and Communication Studies, UCLA , WHY NOT INVADE CHINA? June 30, 2003, p. http://asiamedia.ucla.edu/TomPlate2003/06302003.htm
But imagine a China disintegrating- on its own, without neo-conservative or Central Intelligence Agency prompting, much less outright military invasion because the economy (against all predictions) suddenly collapses. That would knock Asia into chaos. A massive flood of refugees would head for Indonesia and other places with poor border controls, which don’t’ want them and cant handle them; some in Japan might lick their lips at the prospect of of World War II revisited and look to annex a slice of China. That would send Singapore and Malaysia- once occupied by Japan- into nervous breakdowns. Meanwhile, India might make a grab for Tibet, and Pakistan for Kashmir. Then you can say hello to World War III, Asia style. That’s why wise policy encourages Chinese stability, security and economic growth – the very direction the White House now seems to prefer.
CHINESE ECONOMIC COLLAPSE CAUSES A SINO-RUSSIAN NUCLEAR WAR

Alexander Sharavin, Director of the Institute of Military and Political Analysis, WHAT THE PAPERS SAY, October 3, 2001, p. online
China's economy is among the fastest-growing economies in the world. It remains socialistic in many aspects, i.e. extensive and highly expensive, demanding more and more natural resources. China's natural resources are rather limited, whereas the depths of Siberia and the Russian Far East are almost inexhaustible. Chinese propaganda has constantly been showing us skyscrapers in free trade zones in southeastern China. It should not be forgotten, however, that some 250 to 300 million people live there, i.e. at most a quarter of China's population. A billion Chinese people are still living in misery. For them, even the living standards of a backwater Russian town remain inaccessibly high. They have absolutely nothing to lose. There is every prerequisite for "the final throw to the north." The strength of the Chinese People's Liberation Army (CPLA) has been growing quicker than the Chinese economy. A decade ago the CPLA was equipped with inferior copies of Russian arms from late 1950s to the early 1960s. However, through its own efforts Russia has nearly managed to liquidate its most significant technological advantage. Thanks to our zeal, from antique MiG-21 fighters of the earliest modifications and S-75 air defense missile systems the Chinese antiaircraft defense forces have adopted Su-27 fighters and S-300 air defense missile systems. China's air defense forces have received Tor systems instead of anti-aircraft guns which could have been used during World War II. The shock air force of our "eastern brethren" will in the near future replace antique Tu-16 and Il-28 airplanes with Su-30 fighters, which are not yet available to the Russian Armed Forces! Russia may face the "wonderful" prospect of combating the Chinese army, which, if full mobilization is called, is comparable in size with Russia's entire population, which also has nuclear weapons (even tactical weapons become strategic if states have common borders) and would be absolutely insensitive to losses (even a loss of a few million of the servicemen would be acceptable for China). Such a war would be more horrible than the World War II. It would require from our state maximal tension, universal mobilization and complete accumulation of the army military hardware, up to the last tank or a plane, in a single direction (we would have to forget such "trifles" like Talebs and Basaev, but this does not guarantee success either). Massive nuclear strikes on basic military forces and cities of China would finally be the only way out, what would exhaust Russia's armament completely. We have not got another set of intercontinental ballistic missiles and submarine-based missiles, whereas the general forces would be extremely exhausted in the border combats. In the long run, even if the aggression would be stopped after the majority of the Chinese are killed, our country would be absolutely unprotected against the "Chechen" and the "Balkan" variants both, and even against the first frost of a possible nuclear winter. 

Chinese Economic Collapse Impact: US-China War

CHINESE RESOURCE SHORTAGES WILL CAUSE A U.S.-CHINA WAR

David Zweig, director of the Center on China's Transnational Relations, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, September/October 2005, http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20050901faessay84503/david-zweig-bi-jianhai/china-s-global-hunt-for-energy.html
Although China's new energy demands need not be a source of serious conflict with the West in the long term, at the moment, Beijing and Washington feel especially uneasy about the situation. While China struggles to manage its growing pains, the United States, as the world's hegemon, must somehow make room for the rising giant; otherwise, war will become a serious possibility. According to the power transition theory, to maintain its dominance, a hegemon will be tempted to declare war on its challengers while it still has a power advantage. Thus, easing the way for the United States and China -- and other states -- to find a new equilibrium will require careful management, especially of their mutual perceptions.  Because China's extraordinary growth also increases its dependence on foreign resources, the Chinese government has developed a new sense of insecurity vis--vis the United States. An article published last June in the Beijing-backed Hong Kong newspaper Ta Kung Pao suggested that Washington might resort to economic tactics to contain China. Given the White House's current penchant for unilateral intervention and the loud voices in Congress calling China a military threat, Beijing might reasonably begin to fear that the United States will try to block its purchases of natural resources to destabilize it. Washington must be mindful of these worries and not exacerbate them needlessly.

Chinese Soft Power Good: Pollution Reduction

A. Chinese peaceful rise key to secure energy efficient resources and cut down on pollution

UPI, ’05 (June 20, Chetan Kulkarni, “Experts debate China's rise”)


Bush of Brookings said the Chinese quest for oil would be the "perfect test" for its claims of peaceful rise. He said the long supply lines for oil were as much a security weakness as they were strength. Zheng said China was researching how to efficiently use its vast coal resources to meet its energy needs internally. To avoid increased consumption of energy, old-style industrialization characterized by high input, high consumption, high pollution will not work for China, he said. "China's growth would feature high technology inputs, economic efficiency, low consumption of resources, low pollution and approved strategy of human resources," Zheng said.

B. Unchecked pollution causes extinction

Straits Times, ’05 (January 21, 2005, “Global warming a danger now; Extreme climate changes cause 160,000 deaths yearly, warns expert”, Radha Basu)

Unless air pollution - the root cause of climate change - is reduced, mankind will end up on a catastrophic collision course with nature. That was the message from environmentalist James Gustave Speth, dean of Yale University's School of Forestry and Environmental Studies, as he delivered a lecture on the severity of climate risks at the Nanyang Technological University (NTU) on Wednesday.  Dominated by an increase in temperatures worldwide, climate changes are widely believed to be a result of carbon emissions. In 2003, the concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere reached unprecedented levels, Professor Speth said, and it was no coincidence that a European heat wave that same year left 19,000 dead across the continent. That was no isolated incident. Quoting World Health Organisation statistics, he said about 160,000 people were dying every year from extreme climate conditions such as floods, droughts and heat and cold waves. A worldwide resurgence of diseases like dengue and malaria is also attributed to rising temperatures. Rising temperatures could also melt ice caps in the Antarctic, raising sea levels by more than 5m and threatening coastal regions in the Pacific and Indian oceans, he warned. Speaking to The Straits Times later, Prof Speth said no area is likely to be spared. But computer simulation can help predict the effects of rising temperature and erratic rainfall on individual geographical areas, so nations can take precautions. In north-eastern America where he lives, for instance, the birch, beech and maple trees that contribute to the region's legendary autumn colours have been shown to be under threat. But there is good news. Countries, companies and individuals are increasingly taking steps to combat the 'biggest environmental threat of all time', said Prof Speth.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Taiwan Conflict Resolution

A. China using soft power to resolve the Taiwan crisis

South China Morning Post May 26, 2005
The recent ground-breaking visits to the mainland by Taiwanese opposition leaders Lien Chan and James Soong Chu-yu have demonstrated that Beijing's deployment of "soft power is gaining momentum.  Instead of simply using political and military might to counter Taiwanese President Chen Shui-bian's increasing tilt towards independence, the mainland government has managed to achieve a delicate balancing act. Its use of soft power has clearly proved attractive to the people of Taiwan, opening the door to new possibilities. During their landmark visits, both Kuomintang chairman Mr Lien and Mr Soong, head of the People First Party, received the warmest of welcomes. Both met President Hu Jintao , the architect of China's "peaceful rise", in Beijing, and their meetings were televised and widely publicized in Taiwan. No doubt, the early fruits of this softpower strategy are not limited to economic sweeteners.

B. Taiwan conflict escalates into a global nuclear war – ending civilization


Straits Times, 2000 [June, 25, No one gains in war over Taiwan]

The Doomsday Scenario – The high-intensity scenario postulates a cross-strait war escalating into a full-scale war between the US and China. If Washington were to conclude that splitting China would better serve its national interests, then a full-scale war becomes unavoidable. Conflict on such a scale would embroil other countries far and near and -horror of horrors -raise the possibility of a nuclear war. Beijing has already told the US and Japan privately that it considers any country providing bases and logistics support to any US forces attacking China as belligerent parties open to its retaliation. In the region, this means South Korea, Japan, the Philippines and, to a lesser extent, Singapore. If China were to retaliate, east Asia will be set on fire. And the conflagration may not end there as opportunistic powers elsewhere may try to overturn the existing world order. With the US distracted, Russia may seek to redefine Europe's political landscape. The balance of power in the Middle East may be similarly upset by the likes of Iraq. In south Asia, hostilities between India and Pakistan, each armed with its own nuclear arsenal, could enter a new and dangerous phase. Will a full-scale Sino-US war lead to a nuclear war? According to General Matthew Ridgeway, commander of the US Eighth Army which fought against the Chinese in the Korean War, the US had at the time thought of using nuclear weapons against China to save the US from military defeat. In his book The Korean War, a personal account of the military and political aspects of the conflict and its implications on future US foreign policy, Gen Ridgeway said that US was confronted with two choices in Korea -truce or a broadened war, which could have led to the use of nuclear weapons. If the US had to resort to nuclear weaponry to defeat China long before the latter acquired a similar capability, there is little hope of winning a war against China 50 years later, short of using nuclear weapons. The US estimates that China possesses about 20 nuclear warheads that can destroy major American cities. Beijing also seems prepared to go for the nuclear option. A Chinese military officer disclosed recently that Beijing was considering a review of its "non first use" principle regarding nuclear weapons. Major-General Pan Zhangqiang, president of the military-funded Institute for Strategic Studies, told a gathering at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington that although the government still abided by that principle, there were strong pressures from the military to drop it. He said military leaders considered the use of nuclear weapons mandatory if the country risked dismemberment as a result of foreign intervention. Gen Ridgeway said that should that come to pass, we would see the destruction of civilisation. There would be no victors in such a war. While the prospect of a nuclear Armaggedon over Taiwan might seem inconceivable, it cannot be ruled out entirely, for China puts sovereignty above everything else. 
Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Instability/Trade

CHINESE SOFT POWER PROMOTES ASIAN REGIONAL TRADE AGREEMENTS

Jean Garrison, ASIAN AFFAIRS: AN AMERICAN REVIEW, May 2005, pp. 25-30
East Asian states and Taiwan recognize that economically, China has become the new game in town. Asian trade is flourishing due to China's huge market for industrial components, raw materials, food, and other consumer products. A close relationship has developed between China's import growth and increasing exports to other Asian countries. In contrast, Japan is now recovering from a decade-long decline and its current recovery appears dependent on China. In 2003, growth of total exports of China's trading partners stemmed from exports to the People's Republic of China (PRC): almost a one-third increase for each of Japan and Korea's totals and a 68-percent increase for Taiwan, according to U.S. government reports. A large percentage of the trade with Japan, Korea, and Taiwan is in the form of components destined for export to other markets as finished products--commonly, shipments to the United States. States in the East Asian region recognize the need to take advantage of their closeness to China to become an active supplier of fuel or intermediate goods in China's export engine. This trend is reflected in the increasing two-way trade between ASEAN countries and China since 1990--which ASEAN reports to be an average increase of 20 percent annually, while ASEAN-Japan trade is on the decline. In addition, China's willingness to tolerate trade deficits with regional states (such as the $14.8-billion trade deficit with Japan, $23 billion deficit with Korea, $16.4 billion deficit with ASEAN states, and $40 billion deficit with Taiwan in 2003 according to Chinese Customs statistics) adds to the interdependence, with China at the center.  East Asian investment patterns further strengthen regional interdependence. First, East Asian states invest heavily in China. China's Ministry of Commerce (MOFCOM) reports that 61 percent of China's FDI inflows in 2002 originated in Asia, with Hong Kong leading at 34 percent with the remainder of the figure attributed to Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, Singapore, Macau, Malaysia, Thailand, Philippines, and Indonesia. Second, China has also begun to encourage outward FDI into East Asia through its "Go Forth" policy. According to an United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) report, China's overall investment in ASEAN countries grew from $400 million in the 1980s to $2.9 billion in 2002. The investment is heavily resource-based, with oil and gas in Australia, Indonesia, and Thailand, although Chinese manufacturing is poised to expand its investment. For example, Thailand seeks an opportunity for direct investment from China with the idea that Chinese companies may aim to escape regulatory barriers, overcapacity at home, and even higher land and labor costs in China by relocating to Thailand.  As regional fears have calmed, a sense of common purpose has emerged. Growing economic interdependence with China provides new incentives for states in the East Asian region to promote a stable framework for bilateral relations to maintain prosperity. Japan focuses on strengthening China's regional economic ties for development to prevent a pattern of power projection in the region. For other countries, the more formal stake in China's future development, such as ASEAN's FTA negotiations with China and Japan, gives them leverage in negotiations with both countries and "power of say" in the region's development. Even the Taiwan issue potentially reinforces the status quo. East Asian countries generally value stable economic ties over Taiwan's independence and register little enthusiasm over Taiwan's quest for freedom. 
Chinese Soft Power Good: North Korea Prolif

CHINESE SOFT POWER CRITICAL TO AVERT A KOREAN NUCLEAR CRISIS

NEWSWEEK, February 8, 2007,   http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/17051760/site/newsweek/print/1/displaymode/1098/

U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Christopher Hill predicted “hard bargaining” in coming days, and some see the talks as so critical that Pyongyang might threaten to conduct a second nuke test should they break down.  One way or another, this is a pivotal moment. Japanese envoy Kenichiro Sasae says the current round could be a “watershed.”While the negotiators in Beijing prepared to discuss the future of Northeast Asia, half a world away yet more shiny black cars with fluttering flags were carrying Chinese President Hu Jintao and his entourage on the last leg of an historic eight-nation African tour. This, too, is seen as a turning point in Chinese diplomacy. Critics contend that Beijing’s booming appetite for energy and other natural resources has propped up cruel dictators and plundered less-developed nations of oil and other commodities. On his trip, Hu denied China was becoming a neocolonialist power, evoking the fact that "Chinese people were subjected to colonial aggression and oppression by foreign powers" in the past. And during a visit to Sudan—China’s fourth largest global supplier of oil—Hu went further than he’s ever gone to try to tell his Sudanese counterpart, Omar Hassan al-Bashir, to do the right thing. Hu stressed that the four-year conflict in Darfur should now be resolved through greater United Nations involvement, through support for the U.N.’s “constructive role in realizing peace in Darfur.” The surprising thing is not that people see China as a rising international power—or even that it’s starting to act like one. In recent years Beijing has come out of its shell, displaying its “soft power” and dispatching legions of smiling diplomats (not to mention business delegations) to virtually every corner of the globe. But now the moment of truth is approaching: a big power has big responsibilities, and it can’t always be warm and cuddly when it tries to carry them out.Does China have what it takes to be tough? Beijing has found itself entwined in close trade and political relationships with a hit parade of unsavory leaders. Hu’s recent odyssey to Africa—where 2006 trade with China mushroomed 30 percent for the fifth consecutive year—highlighted his country’s ties to Sudan’s Bashir (for whom the Chinese will build a new $17 million presidential palace) and Zimbabwe’s Robert Mugabe. Closer to home, Beijing is the single most important foreign partner for the ruthless Burmese junta and the erratic North Korean strongman Kim Jong Il. To these developing-world clients and partners, Beijing continues to offer public reassurances that the message that Chinese assistance comes with no political strings attached and that China will never interfere in other’s domestic affairs.The big question is when Beijing will realize that its international diplomacy can’t be all smiles. Even as he was canceling Sudan’s debt and unveiling new projects before Bashir, Hu also pressured him on Darfur. Specifically, Hu asked Bashir to work harder to get rebels who refused to sign the peace pact to come onboard.  Hu stressed to Bashir that “You have to resolve this problem,” according to a Sudanese official quoted by foreign media. Still, Hu did not threaten to use China's economic clout to push Bashir into accepting a strong U.N. peacekeeping force in Darfur. Moreover, Beijing has previously blocked previous Security Council moves to impose sanctions against Khartoum. Last week State Department spokesman Sean McCormack said Beijing has given "some mixed signals" to Sudan.China doesn’t like to publicly criticize regimes such as Sudan and Iran, upon whom it depends for energy supplies. But it’s been putting the hard word on its recalcitrant neighbor North Korea for months. Hu was said to have been “infuriated” when Pyongyang conducted its first nuclear test on the same day that Hu convened a key Chinese Communist Party conclave in Beijing.Beijing’s leaders are worried by the prospect that North Korea’s alarming nuclear ambitions—“flagrant” was the word Chinese media used—might trigger any number of catastrophic events detrimental to Chinese interests. Destabilizing waves of refugees across the China-North Korea border are just one potential headache. And if Washington decided that a pre-emptive strike on North Korean’s nuclear facilities was the only way to resolve the crisis, China could find itself embroiled in conflict on the Korean Peninsula, with American soldiers right on its frontier. So the best example of Chinese hardball diplomacy is Beijing’s dealings with Pyongyang. “China and some other countries have progressively lost patience with North Korea,” U.S. envoy Hill told NPR just before landing in Beijing this week for the current round of Six-Party Talks. After Pyongyang’s nuke test “China signaled pretty strongly to the North Koreans that they’re going to need to shape up,” he said. Still, Beijing hasn’t and won’t sign on easily to the idea of international economic sanctions against North Korea or Sudan. Such embargoes have been an especially neuralgic issue in the history of Chinese diplomacy—partly because of how Beijing has bristled at being the target of sanctions itself after incidents such as the 1989 bloodshed at Tiananmen Square. Nor should observers expect dramatic public displays of displeasure. Beijing prefers to twist arms behind closed doors. When Pyongyang initially refused to sign on to the idea of the Six-Party Talks, Chinese oil supplies to North Korea abruptly ceased for several days. That helped bring Pyongyang to the table. Now all eyes are on Beijing, to see whether the talks’ host can cajole, sweet-talk or strong-arm its guests into reading off the same page on North Korea’s nukes—at least on how the first stage of disarmament could play out.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Korea War

CHINESE SOFT POWER NECESSARY TO AVERT AN ECONOMIC COLLAPSE AND A KOREAN CONFLICT

Minxin Pei, senior associate and director of the China Program at the Carnegie Endowment for International DOCILE CHINA IS BAD FOR GLOBAL PEACE, 2003, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=1208 ) 

This question may strike many in Beijing as absurd. Keeping a low international profile, maintaining a stable relationship with the US and capitalising on globalisation to spur economic growth have served the country well. Why change? Indeed, few would dispute that, on balance, Beijing's foreign policy has demonstrated increasing maturity and sophistication. Yet, China's handling of the crises in Iraq and North Korea also shows the risks and costs of passivity. It is time the leadership re-evaluated the geopolitical assumptions underlying Chinese foreign policy. In the crises in Iraq and North Korea, the desire to keep a low profile has led China to adopt a more ambiguous stance and lose whatever influence it may have had in shaping their resolution. Unlike Russia, which has taken a more proactive approach, China has been missing in action. Its position on the use of force against Iraq is unclear. Its declared goal of keeping nuclear weapons out of the Korean peninsula has not been accompanied by visible diplomatic measures. Inaction becomes harder to defend when one considers what is at stake for China. Its immediate economic interests in Iraq are modest. But because of its growing dependence on Middle Eastern oil, which accounts for 60 per cent of imports, it may better serve its interests by getting more actively involved and taking a clear stand. Quiescence risks marginalisation. In dealing with an unfolding nuclear confrontation in North Korea, Beijing's inaction has disappointed its friends and irked Washington. Although it does not have to toe the US line toward Pyongyang, China needs to come up with an alternative to Washington's policy of no negotiation. If it allows the crisis to spiral out of control, it could be dragged into a nuclear maelstrom with devastating consequences for peace and prosperity in the region. In a world where the threats from rogue states and international terrorism are at least as dangerous as rivalry among major powers, Beijing can better defend its interests by modifying its diplomatic strategy. While it should continue a policy of co-operation with the US, it must use its growing influence to assume a more active role in the international community. This may require Beijing to break some old habits, such as its aversion to substantial participation in peacekeeping missions, reluctance to increase its financial contributions to the United Nations, and abdication of any leadership role in multilateral organisations. Chinese leadership will be necessary above all in reshaping its own volatile neighbourhood. To be sure, its initiative to establish a free-trade zone with the Association of South-East Asian Nations is a good start. But Beijing can do much more to allay the fears of its neighbours about China's growing power. This may require it to adopt a new two-pronged regional strategy. First, China should use its clout to push for regional integration and co-operation. On the top of this agenda should be expanded regional free trade. Despite Tokyo's lukewarm response to Beijing's proposal for a Japan-China-Asean free trade agreement, China should continue to push this initiative. Second, Beijing needs to mend its frayed ties with Tokyo, where sinophobia is at a feverish level. To reassure Japan, China must be more transparent about its military modernisation, stop using Japan's war guilt as a diplomatic tool, and start treating it as a full co-equal partner in maintaining peace and prosperity in East Asia. A genuine Sino-Japanese reconciliation is the requisite for regional collective security. No doubt, this may seem an ambitious agenda for China's new foreign policy team. It also goes against ingrained thinking in Beijing's diplomatic strategy. But if Chinese leaders do not seize the current opportunity to reshape their regional environment, others will do it for them - and not necessarily to their liking.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Korea War

A. Chinese diplomacy key to relations with South Korea which solve for North-South Korean conflict

Shambaugh, ’04 (David Shambaugh, Director of the China Policy Program in the Elliott School of International Affairs and Professor of Political Science and International Affairs at The George Washington University, The Center for Strategic and International Studies and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, International Security, “China Engages Asia; Reshaping the Regional Order”)

China's strategy for building ties with South Korea has both an economic motive and a strategic dimension. In the early 1990s, Chinese strategists concluded [End Page 79] that China would have little leverage in shaping the eventual outcome of the divided Korean Peninsula if it did not enjoy strong ties with South Korea. Improved ties would also offset any potential threat to China from the U.S.-South Korean alliance and presence of U.S. forces on the peninsula. Further, a more robust Chinese-South Korean relationship would blunt any attempt by Japan to gain a stronger foothold on the peninsula. Beijing's strategy has been a net success for Chinese strategic interests; the bourgeoning relationship has greatly benefited both countries, and it has become a central element in the evolving balance of power in Northeast Asia. The strong state of bilateral ties has also been a key factor in forging the six-party talks (hosted by China) concerning North Korea's pursuit of nuclear weapons. Beijing and Seoul have converging and closely coordinated positions in the talks. 
B. Korean War causes extinction

Chol, ’02 (Kim Myong, The Agreed Framework is Brain Dead, http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/0212A_Chol.html)

The second choice is for the Americans to initiate military action to knock out the nuclear facilities in North Korea. Without precise knowledge of the location of those target facilities, the American policy planners face the real risk of North Korea launching a full-scale war against South Korea, Japan and the U.S. The North Korean retaliation will most likely leave South Korea and Japan totally devastated with the Metropolitan U.S. being consumed in nuclear conflagration. Looking down on the demolished American homeland, American policy planners aboard a special Boeing jets will have good cause to claim, "We are winners, although our homeland is in ashes. We are safely alive on this jet." The third and last option is to agree to a shotgun wedding with the North Koreans. It means entering into package solution negotiations with the North Koreans, offering to sign a peace treaty to terminate the relations of hostility, establish full diplomatic relations between the two enemy states, withdraw the American forces from South Korea, remove North Korea from the list of axis of evil states and terrorist-sponsoring states, and give North Korea most favored nation treatment. The first two options should be sobering nightmare scenarios for a wise Bush and his policy planners. If they should opt for either of the scenarios, that would be their decision, which the North Koreans are in no position to take issue with. The Americans would realize too late that the North Korean mean what they say. The North Koreans will use all their resources in their arsenal to fight a full-scale nuclear exchange with the Americans in the last war of mankind. A nuclear-armed North Korea would be most destabilizing in the region and the rest of the world in the eyes of the Americans. They would end up finding themselves reduced to a second-class nuclear power.
Answers To: China Soft Power Kills U.S. Hegemony
Chinese soft power won’t challenge the U.S.

Glaser & Murphy 09 - *senior fellow with the CSIS Freeman Chair in China Studies AND** Fellow, Freeman Chair in China Studies (March 09, Bonnie S. and Melissa E., “Soft power with Chinese Characteristics” http://www.voltairenet.org/IMG/pdf/Chinese_Soft_Power.pdf)

Mainstream scholars also continue to hold the view that China’s development model should not be propagated abroad because doing so would fuel further fears about China’s rise. According to one leading intellectual, “Our economic model has provided soft power but the government hesitates to use it out of concern that it will increase the China-threat theory.92 Following the guidance of taoguang yanghui, these experts argue that China’s soft power should remain defensive and reactive—primarily aimed at allaying fears about China’s rise, improving China’s image, and clearing up misunderstandings about its intentions.93 Chinese officials in particular seek to avoid being seen as challenging the United States by setting up an alternative set of values to guide international society. According to one senior official, “China has never been expansionist and has not pushed a development model on others. This is a very important point. China will never try to export a development model.”94 A minority view asserts that the China model can and should be exported. University of International Relations professor Zhang Mingqian argues that China’s experience provides “a successful ‘development model’ of socialist market economy for the international community, thereby making China an alternative ‘model’ for others to choose or follow.”95 Fang Changping believes that in order to achieve its soft-power objectives, China should push for international acceptance of its development model.96 According to one scholar, “today people feel more confident and feel they can discuss Chinese power, both hard and soft. What can China contribute to the world, people ask?”97 In the wake of the financial crisis, scholars are also beginning to question the infallibility of the U.S. model and believe that the China model has something to offer.98 These views support a more proactive soft-power policy.

China won’t try to contain the US with soft power

McGiffert, 10 – fellow in the CSIS International Security Program (March 09, “Conclusion,” http://www.voltairenet.org/IMG/pdf/Chinese_Soft_Power.pdf)

 China has placed special emphasis on the soft-power aspects of its foreign engagement, playing both to regional audiences and to a broader global gallery to whom it seeks to portray itself as a nonthreatening and responsible international power. China’s rapidly expanding engagement in the developing world in particular has provoked a range of reactions around the world. In developing regions, many hold high hopes for what China can bring to the table in trade, investment, and alternative development partnerships; others are unnerved by what China’s seemingly insatiable demand for energy, resources, and export markets will mean for fledgling economies, weak governments, and disenfranchised populations. Ultimately, the challenge for developing nations will be whether their governments and their people can harness external engagement—China’s and other key players’ as well—to their eventual national benefit. In the West, China’s mix of economic engagement and soft power has spurred some fears that Western influence in developing regions will thereby be diminished and that investments in governance, transparency, and accountability will be undermined, particularly in states rich in natural resources but whose governments often lack legitimacy or national vision. Many Americans in particular are concerned about losing strategic influence to China. Yet, the CSIS Commission on Smart Power, cochaired by Joseph Nye and Richard Armitage, concluded:

China’s [perceived] soft power is likely to continue to grow, but this does not necessarily mean that Washington and Beijing are on a collision course, fighting for global influence. First, a number of factors ultimately will limit China’s soft power, including its own domestic political, socioeconomic and environmental challenges. Second, there are a number of critical areas of mutual interest between the United States and China on which the two powers can work together—and in some cases already are. Energy security and environmental stewardship top that list, along with transnational issues such as public health and nonproliferation. . . . [G} lobal leadership does not have to be a zero-sum game. China can only become preeminent if the United States continues to allow its own powers of attraction to atrophy.

We do not yet know how China’s soft-power strategy will play out. Nevertheless the United States can learn from aspects of China’s soft-power engagement, and the United States has reserves of soft power that it has underused in recent years.

Now is an opportune time for the United States and others to proactively engage China on areas of common interest, to strengthen regional capacities to manage the intensifying competition that China and others bring, and to preemptively work to mitigate potential areas of disagreement. 

Answers To: China Soft Power Kills U.S. Hegemony
China won’t challenge the US for leadership – economic growth is their primary objective

CRS, 08 (A study prepared by the Congressional Research service for the U.S. Senate Committee for Foreign Relations, April, 08, “China’s foreign policy and ‘soft power’ in South America, Asia, and Africa” http://www.fas.org/irp/congress/2008_rpt/crs-china.pdf)

In energy sources alone, for example, China became a net importer in 1995—it became a net importer of oil in 1993—and its energy demands are expected to continue increasing at an annual rate of 4–5 percent through at least 2015, compared to an annual rate of about 1 percent in industrialized countries.10 China steadily and successfully has sought trade agreements, oil and gas contracts, scientific and technological cooperation, and de-facto multilateral security arrangements with countries both around its periphery and around the world. In all three of the regions discussed in this memo where China is most active, access to energy resources and raw commodities to fuel China’s domestic growth plays a dominant role in Beijing’s activities. China has oil and gas exploration contracts with Brazil, Ecuador, Bolivia, Colombia, Venezuela, and Cuba; oil contracts and pipeline deals are a major part of China’s activities in its relations with Central Asian states such as Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan, and China’s oil exploration interests extend to Burma, Vietnam, and Malaysia. Imports of crude oil constitute the bulk of China’s imports from African states.

In pursuit of sustainable economic development, China also is seen to have placed a priority in keeping stable and relatively tension- free relations with its primary export market, the United States. Some analysts suggest that this priority is behind Beijing’s decision in 2003 to tone down its anti-U.S. rhetoric and criticism and instead to emphasize China’s ‘‘peaceful rise’’ on the world stage.11 According to this view, Beijing calculates that even the appearance of a more overt pursuit of its regional and global interests could prompt the United States to strengthen its alliances and form other groupings to counterbalance and deter China’s international outreach. Such a development could fetter China’s economic growth.

CHINA’S SOFT POWER INCREASES COOPERATION – IT DOES NOT THREATEN U.S. HEGEMONY

CHINA DAILY, January 21, 2005, p. http://www.china.org.cn/english/international/118482.htm#
 

With economic and trade ties between China and the United States becoming increasingly interdependent, the latter has fully realized the higher cost if it took some insensible measures towards the former. Now the voice of dealing with relations with China in a more sober approach has run higher than ever in the United States. China has also raised its international status a lot through playing an active role in anti-terror and anti-proliferation campaigns, which have helped some countries, including the United States, change their bias against China. The establishment of dialogue mechanisms and the strengthening of diplomacy between states have also proved effective in preventing crises and enhancing common grounds. Over the past year, China's leaders have made frequent exchanges of visits with their counterparts in the United States, the European Union and Russia, establishing and perfecting their dialogue mechanisms in diplomatic, economic and military fields. These moves have not only helped enhance mutual trust and cooperation, but have also been conducive to eliminating misunderstandings and preventing crises. For example, the establishment of hot lines between Chinese and American highest-level leaders and the foreign ministerial-level communication mechanism has played an important role in stabilizing and advancing Sino-US ties.  Besides, to remove the international community's mistrust and misgivings towards itself, China has taken as an important diplomatic task to actively integrate itself into the world's mechanisms and frameworks instead of passive explanations. China's dynamic economic momentum and bright prospects have served as an effective instrument in raising its international image.
CHINA’S RISE HAS NOT THREATENED U.S. POWER

Sujan Guo, Director of Center for US-China Policy Studies (CUSCPS) at San Francisco State University, CHINA’S PEACEFUL RISE IN THE 21ST CENTURY,  2006, http://bss.sfsu.edu/sguo/My%20articles/006%20Introduction.pdf.
To many realists world history suggests that “global power shifts happen rarely and are even less often peaceful.”Thus they assume that China’s rise will inevitably collide with the existing great powers, particularly the United States, and China and the United States are likely to engage in an intense security competition with considerable potential for war. This assumption, however, seems contradicted by the peaceful rise of Japan, Germany, and Europe after World War II. Because they were fully integrated into the international system and economy, these “new” powers did not emerge as aggrieved, anti-status quo revisionist power, but instead they emerged as status-quo powers and key supporters of the established world order and contributed heavily to the stability of international financial, monetary, trade, and security systems. China could also become a status-quo power and play a similar role in the international system if it is allowed to be fully integrated into the established international system and economy.
Answers To: China Soft Power Kills U.S. Hegemony
The US is too far ahead—China can’t threaten US supremacy:

Lee Kuan Yew, 2007 (Forbes, June 18, 2007; Lexis.  Accessed June 11, 2007).

To become competitive China is focused on educating its young people, selecting the brightest for science and technology, followed by economics, business management and the English language. Its goal: to become a modern technological power by the second half of this century. But China knows it is well behind the U.S. in R&D and lacks the entrepreneurial culture that drives a creative and dynamic economy.  Other leaders in Asia believe that the U.S. economy will remain the world's most powerful and vigorous economy and that its technology will remain the most advanced. They believe the balance of power will not change.
China can’t overtake US soft power—too far behind economically:

Gerard Baker, 2007 (Weekend Australian, May 26, 2007; Accessed June 18, 2007, Lexis).

The US is not going to be overtaken economically by China in the next century.  So large is the US advantage that, even growing at 3 per cent, the country's economy adds more to the level of global activity than China does growing at 10 per cent.  Its soft power may have been attenuated these past few years, but not destroyed.  Who is there to replace the US? China? Do me a favour.
Chinese Soft Power Good: Asian Regional Cooperation

A)  Chinese soft power bolsters Asian regional cooperation:

Xinhua News Agency, 2007 (BBC Worldwide Monitoring, June 1, 2007, Accessed, June 11, 2007)

"China's strategic weight and rapid transformation continues to be felt all over the world," said Lee, adding that "It is opening up and becoming more integrated with the world."  He spoke highly of China's strategy to emphasize peaceful emergence and integration into the community of nations, saying "it has pursued broad-based cooperation with the rest of the world, improved relations with Japan, and participated constructively in the Six-Party Talks."  Within the region, he said, China is skilfully deploying its soft power, and cultivating its neighbours in a coordinated, strategic way.  "China participates actively in regional forums, provides technical assistance, and promotes trade and people-to-people linkages," he said, adding that "all Asian countries welcome these warm ties with China."

B)  Asian cooperation key to solve nuclear war:  

Garden 99 (Asian Security Worries by Sir Timothy Garden, http://www.tgarden.demon.co.uk/writings/articles/1999/9910source.html, accessed 10/23/03)
There are are however other more globally serious potential problems in Asia. The three regular Asian security issues, which bubble up from time to time, seem set to reach the boil together. Taiwan, North Korea and Kashmir are all in the news with sporadic, but perhaps increasing, confrontation between their main players. Each of the potential conflicts has a nuclear dimension which makes for added concern. 
Chinese soft power bolsters relations with its neighbors:

Lee Kuan Yew, 2007 (Forbes, June 18, 2007; Lexis.  Accessed June 11, 2007).

China has been courting its neighbors, and although the Chinese did not coin the phrase "soft power," they have exercised it with consummate skill. Only the U.S. and Japan have expressed concern and asked China what its intentions are regarding its increased military spending and its firing of a missile into space to shoot down one of its own satellites. China's other neighbors appear unconcerned, a measure of its soft-power success. Most of these countries are focused on China's growth, anticipating the economic benefits in trade and investment it will bring them. 

 Asian Regional Cooperation Good: Solve Taiwan Conflict

A)  Asian cooperation key to managing tensions over China & Taiwan:

The Straits Times, 2007 (May 5, 2007, Lexis, Accessed June 18, 2007)

What is the shape of this new Asia? No one can tell for sure yet. The region is surging ahead at an unprecedented pace, and the landscape is still evolving. But on some important basic points, Asian countries clearly share common interests:  We want a region that is stable, open, and inter-connected through trade and investments, both among ourselves and with the rest of the world. In this respect, an effective Asian grouping must be defined in terms of substantive relations, and not straitjacketed by traditional notions of geography, or worse still, race.  We want a region where countries can cooperate and compete peacefully in the economic realm; and  We want a robust framework of cooperation within which countries can contain and manage disagreements and disputes, such as overlapping claims to territory and resources in the South China Sea, or the cross-straits situation between China and Taiwan.  The key to achieving these common goals is to shape the right architecture for strategic cooperation. 

B)  Taiwan conflict causes nuclear holocaust

Chalmers Johnson, author of Blowback: The Costs and Consequences of American Empire, 5/14/2001, The Nation, Pg. 20

Taiwan, whose status constitutes the still incomplete last act of the Chinese civil war, remains the most dangerous place on earth. Much as the 1914 assassination of the Austrian crown prince in Sarajevo led to a war that no wanted, a misstep in Taiwan by any side could bring the United States and China into a conflict that neither wants. Such a war would bankrupt the United States, deeply divide Japan and probably end in a Chinese victory, given that China is the world's most populous country and would be defending itself against a foreign aggressor. More seriously, it could easily escalate into a nuclear holocaust. However, given the nationalistic challenge to China's sovereignty of any Taiwanese attempt to declare its independence formally, forward-deployed US forces on China's borders have virtually no deterrent effect.

Asian Regional Cooperation Good: North Korean Nuclearization
Asian regional cooperation key to solving North Korean nuclearization:

The Straits Times, 2007 (May 5, 2007, Lexis, Accessed June 18, 2007)
The North Korean nuclear issue illustrates some of the differences in the strategic positions and security perspectives of Asian countries. The six-party talks provide a framework to deal with the problem of North Korea's nuclear capabilities. All the countries involved in the talks with North Korea share the objective of a non-nuclear Korean Peninsula, but there are important differences. China does not want to see regime change in North Korea. Japan's overriding consideration is the issue of North Korea's abduction of Japanese citizens. South Korea takes a more benign view of the threat from its neighbour, and is convinced that a softer approach will work better. These differing priorities explain why the problem is so difficult to resolve.  Furthermore, Asia has not entirely resolved the legacy of the Second World War, again unlike Europe. This is why the argument over whether 'comfort women' were coerced by the Japanese Army reopens old wounds, as do visits to the Yasukuni Shrine by Japanese leaders. The recent successful visit by Premier Wen Jiabao to Japan and his address to the Japanese Diet - the first ever by a Chinese premier - show the desire on both sides to move beyond this history and build forward-looking, constructive, win-win relations. It will be a long time before China-Japan relations resemble French-German relations, but the determination of China and Japan to work together pragmatically despite their not fully reconciled views bodes well for improved bilateral relations, and for stability in East Asia.  Asia's integration is therefore very much work in progress. Whatever the ultimate shape of the architecture, Asean aims to play a central role. Asean is non-threatening, enjoys good relations with all the major powers, and thus provides a neutral core around which to develop the regional cooperation framework.  To do this, Asean must be a strong and effective grouping, able to partner China and India effectively. Asean countries are not without their own internal issues and preoccupations. But most realise that if Asean is disunited or stagnant in a rapidly changing world, it will be marginalised and rendered irrelevant. This is why Asean is drafting a Charter document, to strengthen its institutions and define its long-term goals. We aim to complete this in time for the Leaders' Summit in November, which will mark the 40th anniversary of Asean. We are also striving for an Asean Community by 2015, to create a single economic entity and realise the full potential of our combined market of 550 million people.
North Korean prolif leads to chain reactions of prolif

World News Connection  September 1, 2003
Of course, the DPRK's security concerns should receive attention. However, all Northeast Asian countries agree upon a non-nuclear Korean Peninsula because nuclear weapons might not bring about increased security interests to the DPRK that it expects. On the contrary, it has made the DPRK the focus of conflict. In 1998, the launch of a DPRK mid-range missile that flew over Japan's air space became a high-sounding excuse for the US National Missile Defense and war zone missile defense systems. This is because the United States and Japan claim that the reason for developing these two systems is to prevent from attacks from the DPRK. People are also concerned that if another nuclear country emerges on the Korean Peninsula, there will be unnecessary chain reactions in the region. Other countries might follow on in developing their own nuclear weapons. This would seriously affect the security and stability of the Northeast Asian region.
Proliferation causes extinction

Taylor '02 (Stuart Jr., Senior Writer with the National Journal and contributing editor at Newsweek, Legai Times, September 16, L/N)
< The truth is, no matter what we do about Iraq, if we don't stop proliferation another five or ten potentially unstable nations may go nuclear before long, making it ever more likely that one or more bombs will be set off on our soil by terrorists or terrorist governments. Even an airtight missile defense will be useless against a nuke hidden in a truck, a shipping container, or a boat.
Unless we get serious about stopping proliferation, we are headed for "a world filled with nuclear-weapons states where every crisis threatens to go nuclear," where "the survival of civilization truly is in question from day to day," and where "it would be impossible to keep these weapons out of the hands of terrorists, religious cults, and criminal organizations," So writes Ambassador Thomas Graham Jr., a moderate Republican who served as a career arms-controller under six presidents and led the successful Clinton administration effort to extend the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty.
*******AFFIRMATIVE*******

***Uniqueness Answers***                                                                                                                                   Non-Unique – U.S. Massive Soft Power Lead Now
US will retain a military, economic, and soft power lead over China
Joseph Nye, Harvard, Foreign Policy, January 1, 2011 China's rise doesn't mean war ..; 
UNCONVENTIONAL WISDOM, p. 64
As scholar John Mearsheimer has put it, China's rise cannot be peaceful. One should be skeptical about such dire projections. Americans go through cycles of declinism every decade or so, but that tells us more about America's psychology than its power resources. Not only is the United States likely to remain the most powerful country in the first half of this century, but China still has a long way to go to catch up in military, economic, and soft power.

China isn’t a serious challenge to US military or soft power 

Joseph Nye, Harvard JFK School, Council on Foreign Relations, January 25, 2011, Council on Foreign Relations Meeting, p. online
MR. NYE: But the other point that I would make is that if you look at power, which was Richard's question, GDP is one measure. And per capita GDP is a refinement of that. But you also -- I mean, what I do in my book is look at military power, economic power and soft power. On military power, the Chinese aren't going to equal the U.S. for a couple of decades or more. And on soft power, the Chinese can't equal the U.S. until they change their domestic political system. Hu Jintao told the 17th Party Congress, "We need to invest in soft power." That's very smart for a country whose hard power is rising and scaring its neighbors. You want to make yourself attractive through soft power. But they're having a very hard time doing it. Every time they have a Beijing Olympics or a Shanghai exposition, every time they lock up a Liu Xiaobo, they shoot themselves in the foot. And so if you take the dimensions of power, all of them, I just don't see the Chinese equaling the U.S.
US leads vis-à-vis China in soft power now

Joseph Nye, Harvard JFK School, Council on Foreign Relations, January 25, 2011, Council on Foreign Relations Meeting, p. online
MR. NYE: But the other point that I would make is that if you look at power, which was Richard's question, GDP is one measure. And per capita GDP is a refinement of that. But you also -- I mean, what I do in my book is look at military power, economic power and soft power. On military power, the Chinese aren't going to equal the U.S. for a couple of decades or more. And on soft power, the Chinese can't equal the U.S. until they change their domestic political system. Hu Jintao told the 17th Party Congress, "We need to invest in soft power." That's very smart for a country whose hard power is rising and scaring its neighbors. You want to make yourself attractive through soft power. But they're having a very hard time doing it. Every time they have a Beijing Olympics or a Shanghai exposition, every time they lock up a Liu Xiaobo, they shoot themselves in the foot. And so if you take the dimensions of power, all of them, I just don't see the Chinese equaling the U.S.
Chinese Soft Power Decline Inevitable

China soft power decline inevitable – irresolvable structural problems with the government create a limited return on soft power investments

Lagerkvist 11 (Johan, Senior research fellow at Swedish Institute of Int'l Affairs. March 23, “The coming collapse of China’s soft power”

http://johanlagerkvist.org/2011/03/23/the-coming-collapse-of-chinas-soft-power/
What are the reasons undergirding the decline of Chinese soft power? I would like to suggest five fundamental reasons. There are quite a few sub-reasons. I am sure you can come up with a few of your own. * A new Chinese assertiveness vis-à-vis neighbors Japan, South Korea, India, and ASEAN countries in its foreign policy behavior during 2010 indicated a new posture, or rather an older Chinese stance predating the previously skillful regional diplomacy of “good neighborliness.” With the statement that the South China Sea was a “core interest” area of China on par with Taiwan and Tibet, the good neighbor atmosphere deteriorated fast, prompting ASEAN countries so seek US support for their security arrangements – in the light of China’s potentially ”unpeaceful rise.” Needless to say, this new assertiveness of China has not gone unnoticed in other parts of the world. * Few people are viewing China as their favorite country to escape or migrate to. Many students in developing countries appreciate the chance to study (if provided with scholarships) at Chinese universities. And many businessmen flock to Chinese Embassies to get visas, some settle down in China for longer periods of time. But for how many people around the world is China the number one country of choice to emigrate to, with an intention to integrate and become a Chinese citizen? * Foreigners know that China’s political system is undemocratic and all sorts of power abuse and human rights atrocities are common. And contrary to some beliefs, these views are common in the developing countries of the global South as well. No soft power program in the world can cloak or positively defend the defects of the Chinese political system. Yet, even if these defects were ameliorated in earnest and rule of law was actually implemented beyond lofty Communist Party rhetoric, suspicion and disbelief would still linger. * China’s internal stability/security and survival of the Communist Party will always be more important to China’s leaders than the image it projects for outside consumption. Pouring money into Chinese equivalents to CNN and Al-Jazeera won’t help as long as these two pillars remain bottom-line for all reform initiatives. Moreover, the hardliners in the Chinese media system, especially in the Central Propaganda Department have marginalized the soft liners. This has led to a backlash against an at times visible trend toward more objective information, which is qualitatively different from raw propaganda. * The stability-overrides-everything principle will eventually erode soft power among important elite groups inside China too. Foreign businesses, expats, Chinese scholars, domestic businesses, and young Internet users will complain that the Chinese government’s Internet censorship is going too far. Recently, the filtering of emails, SMS, and blocking of VPN-services used by many companies, foreigners, and Chinese academics to get around the Great Chinese firewall of censorship have become a huge irritant. The zero tolerance of any voices susceptible to political mobilization and organizing slows Internet connections and crucial information sharing between foreign and Chinese markets and people. And this in a period when Chinese social protest is not likely to erupt on a scale like that in North Africa and the Middle East. Imagine the scope and crack-down if social protests and movements would get some serious momentum. 
China’s economic growth offsets it’s soft power – they don’t complement each other

Lagerkvist,2011(Jonan, researcher “The Coming Collapse of China’s Soft Power” March 

23,2011) 

http://johanlagerkvist.org/2011/03/23/the-coming-collapse-of-chinas-soft-power/ 

This post is not arguing that the Chinese state is crumbling, that an economic collapse is imminent, or that China’s rise is over. To the contrary, the Chinese Party-state is very much in the driver’s seat. It is diligently monitoring developments in Chinese economy and society, intent at not overlooking any rocking of the state ship. This, however, comes at great costs to the internal security budget and China’s image abroad. I am purely looking at China’s attractiveness as a world power, model, and shaper of values and goodwill.

***Link Answers***                                                                                                                                    Internal Link Turn – Backlash Against China’s Soft Power 
CHINA’S SOFT POWER WILL RESULT IN A BACKLASH

Joshua Kurlantzick, Visiting Scholar in the Carnegie Endowment's China Program, INTO AFRICA, June 3, 2007, p.  http://www.boston.com/news/globe/ideas/articles/2007/06/03/into_afric...
If China doesn't change, it will reap the results. Already, in other parts of the world, Beijing's soft power has not made up for its backing of dictators; in Burma, locals have taken out their frustration at Beijing's support through violence against Chinese migrants. If Beijing is not careful, it will find its Burma headache repeated across the African continent -- and, potentially, the world.

“Zero Sum” Answers
US-China influence isn’t zero sum

Huang 2007 [Jing, Senior Fellow @ John L. Thornton China Center, “China-US Economic Relationship Not a Zero-Sum Game” China Daily, May 28, http://www.brookings.edu/views/op-ed/huang/20070528.htm]
Despite the much publicized tensions and tit-for-tat, the second round of the China-US Strategic Economic Dialogue (SED) ended in a positive atmosphere, with both Washington and Beijing hailing the Washington meeting as a success. The two countries have agreed to deepen cooperation on a wide variety of issues, including financial services, energy efficiency, environmental protection and civil aviation. They have also agreed to make further efforts to address China's currency value, enforcement of intellectual property rights, and implementation of World Trade Organization commitments. Strategically, the most significant outcome of this round of SED is the clearly expressed commitment from both sides to continuing the SED process. This came amidst criticism from various interest groups that the SED has failed to achieve satisfactory results. This commitment is significant not only because the continuing process helps enhance the mutual understanding necessary for resolving existing problems, but also because leaders in both countries realize that confrontations do not serve the long-term interests of either nation. Indeed, thanks to the overwhelming globalization and China's ever-growing integration into the world economy, the US and China have become each other's second largest trading partners. The deepening and irreversible economic interdependence speaks volumes about this unprecedented round of SED. Never has a China-US dialogue drawn in so many high-level government officials from both countries, and never have their discussions assumed such breadth and depth. Given their increasingly interconnected interests, both Washington and Beijing have become reluctant to resort to unilateral action to solve the problems in their economic relations. Such a confrontational approach would inevitably boomerang. Instead, as proven by the just-ended talks, only through cooperation can the two great powers realistically hope to reach the meaningful compromises necessary for achieving win-win solutions. It is in the spirit of seeking compromise rather than provoking confrontation that both the Chinese and US teams, led by Vice-Premier Wu Yi and Secretary of Treasury Henry Paulson, took painstaking efforts to prevent their disagreements on key issues from upsetting the more important strategic interests. While standing unflinchingly on principles, Beijing demonstrated notable flexibility and willingness to accommodate US concerns. Likewise, political leaders in Washington displayed commendable patience in their efforts to move the dialogue forward, despite forces aimed at derailing the process. Even Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi, who was perceived as relentless in demanding Beijing take serious action to address the issue of "unfair trade", showed her hospitality and rationality to the visiting Chinese team. This spirit of mutual accommodation indicates a consensus that the China-US economic relationship does not have to be a zero-sum game, and that there are enormous stakes in improving this relationship through compromise and cooperation, instead of damaging duels. It demands great political skill for both sides to translate their commitment to further cooperation into meaningful solutions to the persistent China-US problems. However, most of these problems, especially the trade imbalance, are not necessarily policy oriented. They are rooted in the two nations' domestic economic structures that have not readily come into line with globalization.

“Zero-Sum” Answers
U.S.-CHINA RELATIONS ARE NOT ZERO-SUM

Wang Jisi, Dean of the School of International Studies at Peking University and Director of the Institute of International Strategic Studies at the Central Party School of the Communist Party of China, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, September/October 2005, p. foreignaffairs.org
As this complex dynamic suggests, trying to view the Chinese-U.S. relationship in traditional zero-sum terms is a mistake and will not guide policy well; indeed, such a simplistic view may threaten both countries' national interests. Black-and-white analyses inevitably fail to capture the nuances of the situation. If, for instance, the United States really aimed to hamper China's economic modernization -- as the University of Chicago's John Mearsheimer has argued should be done -- China would not be the only one to suffer. Many U.S. enterprises in China would lose the returns on their investments, and the American people would no longer be able to buy inexpensive high-quality Chinese products. On the other hand, although Americans' motives for developing economic and trade ties with China may be to help themselves, these ties have also helped China, spurring its economic prosperity and technological advancement.  This prosperity and advancement will naturally strengthen China's military power -- something that worries the United States. Indeed, this issue represents a paradox at the heart of Washington's long-term strategy toward Beijing. Unless China's economy collapses, its defense spending will continue to rise. Washington should recognize, however, that the important question is not how much China spends on its national defense but where it aims its military machine, which is still only a fraction of the size of the United States' own forces. The best way to reduce tensions is through candid and comprehensive strategic conversations; for this reason, military-to-military exchanges should be resumed. China faces a similar paradox: only a U.S. economic decline would reduce Washington's strength (including its military muscle) and ease the strategic pressure on Beijing. Such a slide, however, would also harm China's economy. In addition, the increased U.S. sense of insecurity that might result could have other consequences that would not necessarily benefit China. If, for example, Washington's influence in the Middle East diminished, this could lead to instability there that might threaten China's oil supplies. Similarly, increased religious fundamentalism and terrorism in Central and South Asia could threaten China's own security, especially along its western borders, where ethnic relations have become tense and separatist tendencies remain a danger.  The potential Chinese-U.S. conflict over energy supplies can be seen in a similar light. Each country should be sensitive to the other's energy needs and security interests worldwide. China is currently purchasing oil from countries such as Venezuela and Sudan, whose relations with the United States are far from amicable. Washington, meanwhile, is now thought to be eying Central Asian oil fields near China's border. Both Beijing and Washington should try to make sure that the other side understands its intentions and should explore ways to cooperate on energy issues through joint projects, such as building nuclear power plants in China.

“Zero-Sum” Answers

China-U.S. leadership isn’t zero sum – they cooperate

Xinhua News 2006 [September http://english.people.com.cn/200609/11/eng20060911_301729.html]

China-US relations not "zero-sum" game, says US senior official. The relationship between China and the United States is not a "zero-sum" game, long-term cooperation is needed, said U.S. Assistant Secretary of State Christopher Hill on Monday in Shanghai. He told a press conference that since China and the United States have close economic links and share common interests in many areas, the two countries will rely on each other for a long period of time. Calling it "one of the U.S.'s most important relationships", Hill said Sino-US relations should be carefully maintained and contacts promoted to find solutions for problems that arise. Hill praised China for its progress in the protection of intellectual property rights, saying that China has taken effective measures to protect the 2008 Olympic Games trademark. Hill reaffirmed the U.S.'s adherence to the one-China policy and the three Sino-U.S. joint communiques. Hill is his country's lead negotiator to the six-party talks, which aim to find a solution to the Korean peninsula nuclear issue. He said China has contributed a lot to the resumption of the six-party talks, and the U.S. will not pressure China to persuade the DPRK to come back to the talks. He voiced the hope that China would continue its active role in this regard. Shanghai is the last leg of Hill's China tour. He will leave China late Monday.

No zero-sum relationship for China and the U.S.

Xinhua News 2005 [Interview: China's rise no zero-sum game, Forbes, http://english.people.com.cn/200509/01/eng20050901_205848.html]
China's rise will be a mutual gain for both herself and other economies, said Steve Forbes, the billionaire business publisher when brushing aside China-threat theory Thursday in Sydney. Telling Xinhua in an exclusive interview, he said China's prosperity is not a zero-sum game and creates a lot of commercial opportunities for global companies, including those in the United States. Forbes, who is attending the annual Forbes' CEO global conference, cited late US president John Kennedy's words of "a rising tide lifts all boats" when describing China's growth. He urged business people to adjust themselves to changes brought by China's growth. He said there is a fear that China's growth will cause " enormous, sometimes painful changes to existing industries." "But those changes are going to take place anyway. In business, you always have to adjust to changes in different circumstances," he noted. The rise of China and India has been a focus of discussion among the 350 leading CEOs, businessmen and industrialists from the world at the three-day conference. Forbes regarded the rapid development of the two large developing economies as more opportunities than risks. He called on political officials and diplomats in the world to help create an environment to facilitate their growth. He said China's huge needs for energy resources, as well as those by India and other developing countries will result in more oil and energy supplies instead of uncertainties. China and India's growth may even lead to the revival of US nuclear power industry to provide cheap and clean energy as an alternative, he said. In a de-facto turning down of the talk of the China and India factor behind the current high oil prices, Forbes attributed the oil situation to "the excessive dollar creation by the (US) Reserve Bank and our hedge funds speculating as it is by traditional supply demanding factors." He again predicted that, in the next 12 months, oil prices will go down by at least 20 US dollars a barrel to about 40 dollars a barrel. On political problems between China and Japan resulting from historical and territorial issues, Forbes expressed hopes that the relationship get smoothed out to avoid spill-over of influence. "As we've seen in the past, when Japan and China have a quarrel, the world shakes," he said.

“Zero-Sum” Answers

China and US soft power not zero-sum.
Business Daily Update 8/9, 2006 Wednesday CHINA INCREASINGLY ATTRACTIVE SAYS US SCHOLAR [LEXIS] 

Author: d China has become increasingly attractive to other countries in recent years and the idea of China's peaceful rise is impressive, a famous US scholar told Xinhua in an interview. In other words, "China's soft power has been increasing in recent years," said Joseph Nye, the creator of the political notion of "soft power" and a leading professor for international relations at Harvard University. According to his theory, "soft power is the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion."  "I think it is a wise policy for China to increase its soft power. For example, the recent poll taken by the BBC has shown that a number of countries are saying they are finding China more attractive," Nye said. "China's successful economy makes it attractive, and Chinese culture traditional culture is attractive. And China has pursued a series of policies which have been attractive to other countries, particularly in Southeast Asia," he added. Nye also said the fact that a lot of people are learning the Chinese language around the world "helps to expand China's soft power." The scholar said he does not think most Americans will consider China's increasing "soft power" as a threat, "because it is possible for Chinese soft power and American soft power both to increase. They do not necessarily have to oppose each other." "Within the US government, I think there is awareness that China's soft power has been increasing. I think some people may worry about this and others do not. It is a mixed response," he said. Nye noted that although some people in the US government are worried about the future of Chinese power and how it will be exercised, "the idea of peaceful rise of Chinese power is also impressive." "I think that a number of American officials believe that China can have peaceful rise, and the idea of peaceful rise helps to make a more positive impression of China and that helps Chinese soft power," he said. "China has been doing a good job of this. By emphasizing Chinese culture and policies which are peaceful, China has a reassuring affect on Americans as well as on other countries," Nye said. In contrast, "I think the United States is paying too much attention to its hard power, as you see in the case of Iraq. It is not paying enough attention to its soft power. It's important to pay attention to both," he added. Recalling his visit to Shanghai in May, the scholar said he "was very positively impressed that China has made very good progress." "I think China has been improving its soft power, its ability to attract others." On future trends of Sino-US relations, Nye said he is optimistic. "I think they have more to gain by co-operation and avoiding conflict," he said.
China Soft Power Inevitable – Space Not Key

Econ, cultural power, and no-strings aid all make Chinese soft power inevitable
Follath 10,  diplomatic reporter for the German Der Spiegel magazine (Eric, “The Dragon's Embrace,” 7-28, http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/0,1518,708645-2,00.html)  

 In recent years, China's leaders have frequently joined forces with up-and-coming India, such as when the two countries jointly managed to torpedo UN climate negotiations and the Doha trade talks. More importantly, China's leaders have gained the support of African, Latin American and Central Asian countries with their major projects, gifts and goodwill.

The Chinese have paid particular attention to nations with large oil and natural gas reserves, such as Venezuela, Kazakhstan and Nigeria, but they also cultivate relations with third-tier countries -- countries that the West tends to ignore but that have voting rights in international bodies like anyone else. Beijing has forgiven billions in loans to African nations and pampered them with infrastructure projects. It has generally tied its assistance merely to two conditions that are relatively painless for the countries in question, namely that they have no official relations with Taiwan and that they support the People's Republic in international organizations.

What Beijing is not demanding of these countries is even more telling. Unlike Washington, London or Berlin, the Chinese do not tie their development aid to any conditions relating to good governance. While the West punishes authoritarian behavior by withholding funds (and, in some cases, indirectly threatens "regime change"), Beijing has no scruples about pampering the world's dictators by building them palaces and highways to their weekend villas -- and assuring them territorial integrity, no matter what human rights violations they are found guilty of.

Opportunity, not Problem

China has friendly relations with some of the world's most problematic countries, including failed states and countries on the brink of failure such as Zimbabwe, Sudan, Myanmar and Yemen. "For the West, failed states are a problem. For China, they're an opportunity," writes American expert Stefan Halper in the magazine Foreign Policy, referring to these countries as "Beijing's coalition of the willing."

The diplomatic weapon is having its intended effect. Already, the pro-Chinese voting bloc led by African nations has managed to obstruct progress in the WTO. Meanwhile in the United Nations, the People's Republic's influence is clear: Within the last decade, support for Chinese positions on human rights issues has risen from 50 percent to well over 70 percent.

Washington, in turn, is no longer even included in certain key groups. The United States was not invited to take part in the East Asia Summit, and it was denied the observer status it had sought in the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, a sort of anti-NATO under China's de facto leadership that includes Russia and most of the Central Asian countries. Iran, on the other hand, was.

China Soft Power Inevitable – Space Not Key
Financial crisis and Chinese growth outweighs the link
deLisle 10, director of the Asia Program at FPRI, the Stephen A. Cozen Professor of Law and professor of political science, University of Pennsylvania, (Jacques, “Soft Power in a Hard Place: China, Taiwan, Cross-Strait Relations and U.S. Policy,” Fall, http://www.fpri.org/orbis/5404/delisle.chinataiwan.pdf) 

 Second and much more significantly, China’s economic development success has been the greatest source of contemporary Chinese soft power. The PRC’s achievement of extraordinarily rapid growth and sustained economic development inspires awe and desire to emulate throughout much of the developing world. In the considerable portion of that world ruled by undemocratic regimes, China’s achievement of an astounding economic transformation while maintaining political stability and authoritarian rule comprise another compellingly attractive feature. China’s apparent ability to weather the global economic crisis more smoothly than the advancedmarket economies hasmade the China Model all the more impressive and appealing abroad. The slower recovery elsewhere and the U.S. role in the crisis’s origins tarnished previously triumphant American-style capitalism and thus raised the international stature of China’s more state-steered and capital flow-regulating approach.

With such phenomena, China gained prestige and respect among policy elites and broader publics abroad.17 This soft power resource contributes (along with China’s underlying economic importance) to Beijing’s ability to get its views taken into account, especially on issues of global economic policy. Absent China’s economic prowess (something that is not soft power according to standard Western accounts but is included in some Chinese ones) and the sense that China’s approach to economic regulation might be right where the U.S.’s had proved wrong (something that is within the realm of soft power), we would not have seen, for example, the relatively serious reception accorded Chinese leaders’ criticisms of American financial regulation, prescriptions for international economic policy reforms at G20 meetings, or suggestions that International Monetary Fund special drawing rights (a basket of currencies that Chinese sources also argued soon should include China’s renminbi) be considered to replace the U.S. dollar as the dominant international reserve currency.18

No less important, admiration and envy of the Chinese economic miracle has supported a more benign global narrative about the PRC than would be the case if China’s accretion of hard power were the only story. Although overly simplistic, the contrast with the Soviet Union’s lack of soft power during the heyday of the Cold War is instructive, particularly in terms of relations with the United States (and, in turn, cross-Strait relations). The point has not been lost on participants in Chinese academic and policy debates, who have pointed to the vast soft power gaps between the United States and the USSR as significant factors in their disparate fates and as a cautionary lesson to China about the need to develop its own soft power.19 

Growth determines Chinese soft power  
deLisle 10, director of the Asia Program at FPRI, the Stephen A. Cozen Professor of Law and professor of political science, University of Pennsylvania, (Jacques, “Soft Power in a Hard Place: China, Taiwan, Cross-Strait Relations and U.S. Policy,” Fall, http://www.fpri.org/orbis/5404/delisle.chinataiwan.pdf) 

The impact of the economic development component in Chinese soft power is perhaps most evident in the vast discussion it has spawned of a ‘‘China Model’’ of development or a ‘‘Beijing Consensus’’ as a rival to the neo-liberal economic, liberal-legalist and democratic political creed of the Washington Consensus (and American or Western-style capitalist development paradigms more generally).20 Prominent and influentialChinese academics haveembraced and advanced the idea of a Chinese template that others in the developingworld might follow and that is more relevant and promising than the experience and advice of the United States and other developed countries.21 Although the phrase has less currency in official statements, the idea lurks close to the surface in PRC diplomacy on the ground in poor countries and even in the high-profile excoriations at international summits of the failures of the United States and others that spawned the financial crisis and the implied negative comparison to China’s approach of more extensive state control.

These phenomena are significant for the cross-Strait context. They matter generally in their formidable contributions to China’s overall soft power. They also matter more specifically. China’s successful variation on the East Asian Model of development—rooted in the earlier Japanese experience and exemplified in the postwar industrialization of Taiwan, Korea, Hong Kong and Singapore—has done much to erode the soft power that accrued to Taiwan by virtue of the four ‘‘tigers’’’ or ‘‘dragons’’’ accomplishments during an earlier era. Here, the impact may be greatest on small, developing countries (a category that includes most of Taipei’s meager group of diplomatic partners) and industrializing Southeast Asia (an area that, for Taiwan, includes economies with significant complementarities and large economic opportunities not yet tapped, partly because of China’s recalcitrance). 

China Soft Power Inevitable – Space Not Key
Non-interference  is a key booster of soft power
deLisle 10, director of the Asia Program at FPRI, the Stephen A. Cozen Professor of Law and professor of political science, University of Pennsylvania, (Jacques, “Soft Power in a Hard Place: China, Taiwan, Cross-Strait Relations and U.S. Policy,” Fall, http://www.fpri.org/orbis/5404/delisle.chinataiwan.pdf) 

 Third, and with deeper roots, Beijing’s commitment to respect for state sovereignty has been an enduring element in China’s soft power. It is the central theme in the most durable tenet of PRC foreign policy, the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence, which call for mutual respect for territorial integrity and sovereignty, mutual nonaggression, mutual non-interference in internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit, and peaceful coexistence. The principles have retained and even gained prominence amid China’s recent rise. China has invoked norms of strong sovereignty and non-interference to resist U.S. and multilateral efforts to press for regime change, redress of human rights violations, or internal political reforms in North Korea, Myanmar, Iran, Iraq, Sudan, Zimbabwe, the former Yugoslavia and elsewhere.23 

***Impact Defense***                                                                                                                                                       Chinese Soft Power Fails
China can’t effectively deploy soft power 
Kalathil 11, Institute for the Study of Diplomacy Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service Georgetown University, (Shanthi, “China’s Soft Power in the Information Age: Think Again,” May, http://isd.georgetown.edu/files/Kalathil_Chinas_Soft_Power.pdf)  

In recent years, many have argued that China has been largely successful at using soft power to bolster its rise to great power status. This essay suggests that the Chinese government—and other authoritarian states—have fundamentally misread the nature of the relationship between soft power and the globally networked, information-rich environment, thus misunderstanding how soft power is accumulated. Because of this, their efforts at deploying soft power over the long term are not likely to be as effective as conventional wisdom would make them out to be. China’s “charm offensive” has been widely documented: China has embarked on numerous soft power initiatives over the last decade, many of them targeting not only the developing world but also the West. The conventional wisdom now takes for granted China’s growing sophistication in the nonmilitary arena, giving China credit for expanding its soft power through strategically deploying cultural, media, and economic resources and amplifying these efforts in the global networked information space. Moreover, China’s success in controlling and manipulating information within its borders is well documented, and some believe that its success in shaping and containing attitudes within its own borders will lead to success in wielding soft power in the international sphere. Yet as recent events demonstrate, this view overlooks key characteristics of international relations in the information age. Soft power is more than the mere sum of a number of short-term tactical gains; its real value as an analytical construct lies perhaps in the interpretation of strategic, long-range outcomes. If we accept that the current information-rich environment can help amplify soft power efforts, we must also accept that it brings, over the long term, added transparency and scrutiny. The very environment that makes soft power effective can also reveal the machinations behind more blatant attempts to “influence and attract,” expose the negative consequences of activities designed to gain favor, highlight the distance between a country’s practices and international norms, and make fully transparent the gap between a country’s ideals and its reality. Democracies such as the United States have been dealing with these issues for a long time. For China, it brings a series of challenges. 

Lack of transparency kills Chinese soft power
Kalathil 11, Institute for the Study of Diplomacy Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service Georgetown University, (Shanthi, “China’s Soft Power in the Information Age: Think Again,” May, http://isd.georgetown.edu/files/Kalathil_Chinas_Soft_Power.pdf)  

However, just as the information-rich environment can amplify soft power, it also necessarily brings some measure of scrutiny and transparency, despite any state’s best efforts to the contrary. This byproduct has posed challenges to China’s soft power strategy. China’s very visible no-strings approach to foreign aid, for instance, has not merely been scrutinized by the rest of the world, but also increasingly criticized as being out of touch with contemporary development assistance philosophy and norms. Projects are frequently carried out without adequate environmental, human rights, and other impact assessments as well as without the type of stakeholder consultation that has become the norm in current development practice. While China’s foreign aid approach has won allegiances among the governments with which it seeks to curry favor, its model—openly critiqued in international development circles—draws negative attention around the world for being so contrary to standard norms of development practice, norms that have evolved over many years with the input of numerous governments and civil society. Hence, by focusing on the short-term soft power gains of resource extraction or currying favor, China’s policies in this arena are taking China farther away from being considered a “responsible stakeholder” in the international system, itself an overarching soft power goal. China is facing a particularly sticky conundrum when directly interacting with the global information-rich environment, as its ability to harness the power of this environment is hamstrung by domestic political considerations. Xinhua’s new network is said to be modeled on the Arab world’s Al Jazeera, yet unlike Al Jazeera, it has not hired top-notch journalists from respected news outlets, and its staff must self-censor, respecting the boundaries of Chinese political sensitivities. According to observers, the English channel is still mainly a translation of “traditional Xinhua propaganda.”12 China thus has an impossible choice here: either continue to apply domestic news sensitivities to international operations, in which case those operations will never truly gain respect and influence; or apply a bifurcated approach that censors news for domestic audiences but not international audiences, in which case exposure of its censorship policies will reveal its “profes sional” outward-looking face as something of a sham. The weak link for China here is not one of soft power policy but of the underlying nature of the regime itself. This leads to another key difference between authoritarian countries and democracies in the information environment. Democracies are used to having their warts exposed: exposing warts is, in fact, a key element of democracy. Authoritarian regimes, on the other hand, make their living by concealing warts, ………..
……………………………………….(CONTINUES ON NEXT PAGE)………………………………………………..
Chinese Soft Power Fails 
particularly to their domestic populations. But in the information-rich environment of international politics, concealing blemishes is more or less impossible. This is not a problem when the goal is simply to accumulate power through fear, coercion, and strategic maneuvering. But when the goal is attraction or persuasion, warts—and, more importantly, the reactions by regimes to their perceived and real warts—can undermine soft power goals. A recent example crystallizes some of these points. The awarding of the 2010 Nobel Peace Prize to imprisoned Chinese dissident Liu Xiaobo was met with furious scorn and official rhetoric by the Chinese government. “The general public in China is wondering why the Nobel Committee adopts double standards when dealing with China . . . the decision also shows that a few Westerners are unable to come to terms with China’s growth, and therefore try to tarnish the image of China by all means.” This official rebuttal, in English, carried by Xinhua and published online in the English version of the official China Daily, fails to augment China’s soft power on numerous fronts: its petulant and stilted language makes China seem amateurish and certainly not a responsible global stakeholder, and its invocation of Chinese civil society is an inadvertent reminder that, due to China’s information censorship policies, it is simply not possible to directly interact with the general public in China to ascertain what it genuinely thinks. This last point is perhaps the final blow to real Chinese soft power capability. Soft power is derived from both state and society. Savvy states are able to harness the creativity and vibrancy of their societies for soft power purposes while understanding that it is civil society’s independence from the state that contains the real persuasive power. When authoritarian states deny the global public the ability to directly access their domestic civil society, they are potentially depriving themselves of a key soft power asset in the information age. For instance, when U.S. standing took a hit around the world during the launch of the Iraq war, at any given time foreign publics could interact with and examine U.S. public opinion directly— through traditional and online media, through blogs, through various forms of social media, and through person-to-person interaction on the Internet, all without U.S. government involvement. In essence, U.S. soft power was protected partly because of the very transparency of the country’s democracy. Debate about the country’s direction was and is completely open for anyone around the world to analyze and/or engage in, and many frequently do. This transparency, and the ability of U.S. civil society to engage directly with the world either to defend or decry its own government’s policies, is one of the things that lends strength to U.S. soft power capabilities—and those of other democracies—in the information environment. It is also the one thing that China, by the very nature of its regime, simply cannot capitalize upon. Ironically, the very thing the Chinese state is concerned with tamping down—the voice of its people—is the one thing that can help it truly exercise attractive, persuasive power. Consider, for instance, the blunt demand for media freedom issued by a group of retired Communist Party officials and intellectuals a few days after the awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize. News of the document was erased in China after being posted on the Internet, but outside the country, it provided the general public a rare glimpse into the complexity of political thought and debate within the country, a complexity that actually redounds to China’s favor in the international arena. 

No long term CCP soft power 
Kalathil 11, Institute for the Study of Diplomacy Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service Georgetown University, (Shanthi, “China’s Soft Power in the Information Age: Think Again,” May, http://isd.georgetown.edu/files/Kalathil_Chinas_Soft_Power.pdf)  

Have some of China’s soft power strategies been successful in gaining strategic advantage for the country over the short term? Certainly. More countries have agreed to stop recogniz ing Taiwan, and China has indeed benefited from its friendly overtures to resource-rich countries. Yet, over the long term, the very forces that propel soft power advantage will nettle China’s attempts to significantly harness soft power in its rise as a global power.

Soft power is, of course, an agglomeration of many elements of state and society. A state cannot unilaterally decide to accrue soft power; it must depend on its inherent “attractiveness,” which is generated by its culture, businesses, and most importantly, its people. Ironically, by its very authoritarian nature, the Chinese state is suppressing a fairly natural source of its soft power that could make it genuinely effective: the freewheeling, uncensored opinions and debates of its citizens. Because China is unused to the type of scrutiny and transparency that operating in the information-rich environment brings, its tendency is to cover up where in fact opening up could provide it more strength.

In the realm of soft power, there has been much discussion of the shift from monologue to dialogue, in which states no longer simply broadcast messages but also receive them, mainly through fostering open dialogue that ultimately demonstrates the inherent attractiveness of their systems. This key tenet of the information age is one that China has yet to digest. One Chinese academic cites the example of the Olympic torch being dogged by protestors of China’s Tibet and human rights policies. That taught Beijing a lesson on the importance of being heard, says the academic.13 But in order for its soft power efforts to prove successful, Beijing may need to realize that it is more important to listen—both to international publics and its own people. 
Chinese Soft Power Fails 
Peaceful rise is a myth and China can’t manage/deploy its soft power effectively
Walker 2011 (Martin, UPI Editor, June 28, Chinas Soft Power Hurdle)

It is far from clear that this will succeed. Three years ago, at the time of the Beijing Olympics, the goodwill for what China called its "peaceful rise" was widespread. The World Bank's Robert Zoellick was talking of China as a fellow stakeholder in the global economy, ready to play by the common rules of international commerce and behavior. That was then. This is now. Surging with self-confidence after navigating the global financial crisis, China has been throwing its weight around in the South China Sea, alarming Vietnam, the Philippines, Indonesia and Brunei with its insistence that the whole sea and its mineral wealth belong to China. Japan has been shaken by some minor clashes over other disputed islands, and India frets over China's apparent plans to start building dams in Tibet near the source of the Brahmaputra River, which supplies about a third of northern India's water. China's impressive investments in Africa have become controversial, since so many of the jobs in construction are going to imported Chinese workers rather than Africans. China's readiness to do business with unsavory regimes does not go down quite as well in the age of the democratic upsurge of the Arab Spring as it did before. China's latest clampdown on various dissidents and on the Internet (while also being blamed for many cyberattacks) has caused alarm. The United Nations startled Chinese diplomats with its recent press release expressing concerns over China's "recent wave of enforced disappearances." Doubtless China will learn from this, even as it navigates the preliminary phases of the transition of power to the next generation of leaders, a process that may help explain the latest crackdown on dissidents, human-rights lawyers and other activists. And doubtless China's astute deployment of its massive wealth to investments and various causes overseas will also pay dividends. But the fact remains that China may well be influencing people, and it has a highly impressive record of economic management to flaunt, but it is not exactly winning friends. Joseph Nye of Harvard's Kennedy School of Government invented the concept of soft power, as opposed to the hard power of coercion. He defined it as the ability to get other people and countries to want what you want. China has yet to show it understands the distinction. It is in Beijing's own interest -- as well as the world's -- that the Chinese leadership learns this quickly.

Alternate Causalities to Low Soft Power
LACK OF HUMAN RIGHTS PROTECTIONS UNDERMINE CHINA’S SOFT POWER

Jacques deLisle, Director of FPRI’s Asia Program and the Stephen Cozen Professor of Law at the University of Pennsylvania, CHINA’S QUEST FOR RESOURCES AND INFLUENCE, 2007, p. http://www.unc.edu/depts/diplomat/item/2007/0103/deli/delisle_africa.html
Third, China's Africa policy highlights continuing limitations to China's soft power. The obverse of the central role of a crabbed agenda of raw materials acquisition is the relatively marginal place for the "big ideas" or "values" that are important components of soft power. Seemingly the most central concept at play in China's Africa gambit—the notion that states should be opaque to foreign criticism—is transparently thin in content and surely appeals in large part because it justifies or excuses a blank check for rulers who would pursue a variety of oppressive or exploitative agendas at home.  Beijing's general emphasis on state sovereignty and Hu's demurral on Darfur shows China's pointed rejection of the human rights and good governance agenda that have been among the more powerful items on contemporary international "values" agendas. Another principal arrow in Beijing's quiver, bare-knuckled developmentalism, is rather thin and unsatisfying. It also faces erosion as a Chinese foreign policy tactic in light of the official criticism it now faces at home in an era of rising populism, pledges to focus on "human development" and a quest for a "harmonious society." One of the seemingly more substantive or value-suffused themes in Beijing's repertoire—a version of the "Asian values" argument—has little purchase on the far side of the Indian Ocean.

CORRUPTION MAKES SOFT POWER UNSUSTAINABLE

Bates Gill, CSIS China Program, SURVIVAL, June 2005, p. 17-36

While products with 'Made in China' labels appear to be everywhere, China is still no match for the United States in cultural attractiveness - few Chinese companies, cultural icons, movies or brand names have the ubiquity of Microsoft, MTV, Mickey Mouse or Big Macs. According to the National Information Security Report, only 4% of global information resources are carried in Chinese, although China accounts for one-fifth of the world population. A true expansion of contemporary Chinese culture requires a politically relaxed environment that encourages freedom of expression and a free exchange of ideas among Chinese and the world at large, which the monistic political system remains loath to offer. The so-called 'Beijing Consensus' development model has fault lines, too. To paraphrase Paul Krugman, the miraculous economic growth in China has been based on perspiration rather than inspiration. Official statistics suggest that two-thirds of China's large- and medium-size industrial enterprises do not have R&D activities and two-thirds of the patented Chinese projects in 2004 were completed by foreign firms in China. As a leading business magazine in Russia commented, China is at most a 'great emulator' because Western investors and management styles dominate China's economic achievements.  But unlike in advanced industrialised democracies, the rapid economic growth, while raising the overall standard of living, has not been translated into similar gains in other important dimensions of human development. The inequality of income distribution is significantly higher in China than in the United States, with the Gini coefficient - an international measurement of income disparity - reaching 0.53 in 2004. Meanwhile, China's development model also faces serious socioeconomic challenges at home, as the government is increasingly pressed to provide adequate public goods and services in areas of public safety, education, health care, environmental protection and law enforcement. The official media reveals that if affordability is taken into account, an average Chinese college student is spending three times as much as his counterpart in Japan, which is alleged to have the highest tuition level in the world. According to a recent report released by the Chinese State Council Development Research Centre, medical resources have been mostly allocated to urban areas and to government departments or state-owned units. The same report further claims that China's medical reform has basically been a failure, placing an unbearable expense on patients, many of whom dare not go to the hospital when they fall ill. Nearly 80% of rural residents and about 55% of urban residents are not covered by health insurance. Out-of-pocket spending for health care is soaring. In spite of China's economic growth, according to the United Nations Development Programme only 44% of China's population had 'sustainable access to improved sanitation' in 2002 (though that is double the percentage in 1990), and some 23% of the population in 2002 did not have 'sustainable access to improved water sources', down only 7 percentage points from 1990. The Chinese model is further tarnished by rampant corruption, which is such a serious problem that President Hu Jintao called it 'the most dangerous factor' weakening the Communist Party's claim to rule.  The widening income gap, withering state and widespread corruption call into question sustainability and long-term appeal of China's development and the so-called 'Beijing Consensus'.
Alternate Causalities to Low Soft Power

CHINA SOFT POWER IS LIMITED

Jacques deLisle, Director of FPRI’s Asia Program and the Stephen Cozen Professor of Law at the University of Pennsylvania, CHINA’S QUEST FOR RESOURCES AND INFLUENCE, 2007, p. http://www.unc.edu/depts/diplomat/item/2007/0103/deli/delisle_africa.html
Third, China's Africa policy highlights continuing limitations to China's soft power. The obverse of the central role of a crabbed agenda of raw materials acquisition is the relatively marginal place for the "big ideas" or "values" that are important components of soft power. Seemingly the most central concept at play in China's Africa gambit—the notion that states should be opaque to foreign criticism—is transparently thin in content and surely appeals in large part because it justifies or excuses a blank check for rulers who would pursue a variety of oppressive or exploitative agendas at home. Beijing's general emphasis on state sovereignty and Hu's demurral on Darfur shows China's pointed rejection of the human rights and good governance agenda that have been among the more powerful items on contemporary international "values" agendas. Another principal arrow in Beijing's quiver, bare-knuckled developmentalism, is rather thin and unsatisfying. It also faces erosion as a Chinese foreign policy tactic in light of the official criticism it now faces at home in an era of rising populism, pledges to focus on "human development" and a quest for a "harmonious society." One of the seemingly more substantive or value-suffused themes in Beijing's repertoire—a version of the "Asian values" argument—has little purchase on the far side of the Indian Ocean.

NGOS WILL LIMIT CHINA’S SOFT POWER

Bates Gill, CSIS China Program, SURVIVAL, June 2005, p. 17-36

The legitimacy of China's diplomacy can be further weakened by dynamics of globalisation, which allow many non-state actors to attract coalitions that cut across national borders but operate at very lost cost. Even though Chinese soft power will generate closer relationships with governments, democratic and otherwise, there will continue to be nongovernmental groups (for example, human rights groups, labour unions, the Falun Gong movement, the Tibetan emigre community, Chinese political dissidents) that sabotage this effort by focusing world attention on the China threat or human rights abuses.

***Impact Offense***                                                                                                                                               Chinese Soft Power Bad: Undermines Global Democracy

A. An international Chinese model destroys democracy in developing nations

The New Republic, ’05 (6/27/2005, Joshua Kurlantzick, “How China is changing global diplomacy”, http://www.tnr.com/doc.mhtml?i=20050627&s=kurlantzick062705)
But, despite significant political opening over the past two decades, China remains a highly authoritarian state, one in which individuals who try to form national political organizations are suppressed. In recent months, the government has launched a new strike against dissent, detaining prominent intellectuals, upping its crackdown against the Uighurs and other ethnic minorities, increasing press censorship, and bolstering its Internet firewalling. China also canceled an international human rights conference due to be held in Beijing and arrested a Hong Kong-based journalist for the Singapore Straits Times and a Chinese researcher for The New York Times. Today, China has the largest number of journalists in jail of any country. This is hardly an ideal political model for developing nations--following the Chinese model might forestall democratization. Indeed, African, Asian, and Latin American democrats certainly can take no comfort in their leaders moving closer to Beijing, since China places no priority on human rights in its decisions about its allies. Beijing's aid and trade prop up the brutal Burmese and Sudanese regimes, allowing them to ignore Western sanctions, and Beijing reportedly has helped prevent the U.N. Security Council from taking tougher action against genocide in the Sudanese region of Darfur.
B. The spread of global democracy is key to world peace


Larry Diamond, Carnegie Foundation, 1999 (AN AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY FOR DEMOCRACY, p. http://www.dlcppi.org/texts/foreign/amerfp.txt)

Hence it is a fallacy to think that "real" interests can be distinguished from our interest in fostering democracy. A more democratic world will be a safer, saner, more prosperous, receptive, and friendly world for Americans. The experience of this century bears important lessons. Democratic countries do not go to war with one another. Democracies do not sponsor terrorism against one another. They do not build weapons of mass destruction to use on or threaten one another. Democratic countries form more reliable, open, and enduring trading partners with one another. They offer in the long run better and more stable climates for investment. They are more environmentally responsible because they must answer to their own citizens who organize to protest the destruction of their environments. They are better bets to honor international treaties, because they value legal obligations, and because their openness makes it much more difficult to breach them in secret. Precisely because within their own borders they respect competition, civil liberties, rights of property, and the rule of law, democracies are the only reliable foundation on which we can build a new system of international security and prosperity
Chinese Soft Power Bad: Military Expansionism

A. A peaceful international Chinese model masks Chinese military expansionism

The New Republic, ’05 (6/27/2005, Joshua Kurlantzick, “How China is changing global diplomacy”, http://www.tnr.com/doc.mhtml?i=20050627&s=kurlantzick062705)

What's more, China's talk of noninterference may be just that--talk. As the University of Colorado's Hays Gries writes, China historically has practiced a politics defined by the term biao li bu yi--"surface and reality differ." After all, Chinese academics at government-linked think tanks say that, ultimately, China will surpass the United States in Asia and control the region. Some foreign leaders recognize that China's kinder face abroad may mask a desire to increase Chinese power across the developing world. A classified report by the Philippine armed forces captures the difference between Beijing's statements and actions. It notes: "China's actions are widely viewed as a doubled-edge[d] diplomatic strategy aimed at furthering its strategic goals in the region."

B. US preventing the rise of a global rival key to avoid nuclear war

Zalmay Khalilzad, Senior Fellow at RAND, THE WASHINGTON QUARTERLY, Spring 1995, p. 84.

Under the third option, the United States would seek to retain global leadership and to preclude the rise of a global rival or a return to multipolarity for the indefinite future. On balance, this is the best long-term guiding principle and vision. Such a vision is desirable not as an end in itself, but because a world in which the United States exercises leadership would have tremendous advantages. First, the global environment would be more open and more receptive to American values -- democracy, free markets, and the rule of law. Second, such a world would have a better chance of dealing cooperatively with the world's major problems, such as nuclear proliferation, threats of regional hegemony by renegade states, and low-level conflicts. Finally, U.S. leadership would help preclude the rise of another hostile global rival, enabling the United States and the world to avoid another global cold or hot war and all the attendant dangers, including a global nuclear exchange. U.S. leadership would therefore be more conducive to global stability than a bipolar or a multipolar balance of power system.
Chinese Soft Power Bad: Authoritarianism
CHINESE SOFT POWER CAUSES AUTHORITARIANISM AND REPRESSION

Prospect, February 17, 2005, p. http://www.prospect-magazine.co.uk/article_details.php?id=6736
These are not values one would wish on the world, on Asia, or on ordinary Chinese. As the world's largest authoritarian nation, China is an example to developing countries across the globe, just as the US, at its best, is an example of democracy. Asian, African and Latin American leaders come to China to study its economic boom, growing cultural influence and party system. At home, many of these leaders trumpet China's ability to blend economic growth and stability-a stability accomplished in part by harsh repression. If China's soft power grows, and its reach increases, more countries will choose this authoritarian model. And if China's turn-a-blind-eye approach to foreign relations becomes more prevalent-China dissented from the prevailing opinion in the UN security council to back sanctions against Sudan for the Darfur genocide-the international system will be less able to stop catastrophic abuses. China's global rise is a bad thing, and must be combated.

CHINESE SOFT POWER AND INFLUENCE UNDERMINES DEMOCRACY AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

THE STAR, July 15, 2007, http://www.thestar.com/entertainment/article/236004

Chinese economists have lectured bureaucrats from across the developing world – including senior advisors to Ayatollah Khomeini – in Chinese political and economic development, helping swing the pendulum of the world's oligarchies away from democracy. China's leaders now dictate the policies of other nations. Kurlantzick notes: "China's Export-Import Bank has become the largest source of loans to Africa, surpassing the World Bank." Unlike those of the West, Chinese loans are "no strings attached." Kurlantzick, now a visiting scholar at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China program and special correspondent for The New Republic, writes that China's soft-power rise can become "an obstacle overseas to environmental protection, to better labor policies, to corporate governance ... China could essentially wind up exporting its own domestic weaknesses." 

Chinese Soft Power Bad: Taiwan War
International Chinese image key to Taiwan blockade

Yen, ‘05 (Chao Yen and Han Nai-kuo, June 24, “WORLD SPOTLIGHT ON CHINA DIMS TAIWAN'S GLOBAL PROFILE: SCHOLARS”, Central News Agency – Taiwan, l/n)

Wang expressed the fear that China's improved image in the world may enable Beijing to persuade more countries to accept its "one China" policy, thus blocking Taiwan from participating in world organizations. In his view, Taiwan should make more efforts to let other countries see more clearly the benefits they may have in expanding economic cooperation with Taiwan. He suggested that Taiwan should also let the world know its democratic achievements and make them see Taiwan as a peace-loving country, rather than a destabilizing factor. Lin Wen-cheng, professor at the Institute of Mainland China Studies of National Sun Yat-sen University, pointed out that the Iraq War that led to Saddam Hussein's removal was the main reason for America's poor image, as shown by results of the poll. Lin warned that China's "peaceful rise" should not be taken lightly, as it has already produced far-reaching effects in many countries. As a consequence, Taiwan's interests may be sacrificed, with Taiwan's bid to join the World Health Organization being a prominent example.
Chinese Soft Power Bad: Hegemony

A. CHINESE SOFT POWER THREATENS U.S. HEGEMONY

Joshua Kurlantzick, visiting scholar in the Carnegie Endowment’s China Program, NEW REPUBLIC, June 27, 2005, p.  http://www.cerium.ca/article1267.html

Unfortunately, he is focused on the wrong problem. China is indeed on the verge of posing a major threat to U.S. power and could potentially dominate parts of the developing world. But the real concern is not that China’s armed forces will challenge the mighty U.S. military, which soon may spend more on defense than the rest of the world combined. No, China’s rising power is reflected in a different way. In late 2003, Australia hosted back-to-back state visits by two world leaders. The first to head down under was George W. Bush, a staunch ally of Australia, which, along with the United Kingdom, was a major provider of non-U.S. troops for the invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan. On arrival, however, Bush was treated like a boorish distant cousin ; his official reception was polite, but barely so. He stayed just 21 hours, and, speaking before the Australian parliament, faced protests outside and inside the chamber, where Green Party senators repeatedly interrupted him with catcalls. The treatment was far different when Chinese President Hu Jintao arrived for a more extended stay. Though, less than a decade ago, fear of being swamped by Asians was a potent electoral issue in Australia, now Canberra threw open its arms to the Chinese leader. For days, Australia’s business and political elite fêted Hu at lavish receptions. And, at China’s request, Australian lawmakers barred potential irritants—like Tibetan activists—from parliament, as Hu became the first Asian leader to address the Australian legislature, receiving a 20-minute standing ovation. Perhaps this differing treatment shouldn’t have been surprising. Australia’s leaders were simply following their people’s lead. Recent polls suggest that, despite decades of close American-Australian relations, Australians generally have a more favorable view of China than of the United States. China has also scored diplomatic successes in Latin America, long thought to be within Washington’s sphere of influence. During a highly successful twelve-day Latin America trip, which, like his visit to Australia, coincided with a brief Bush trip to the region that received a cool reception, Hu signed some $30 billion in new investment deals and subtly staked a claim that the United States was failing as the major power in the region. Hu stopped in regional giant Brazil, where President Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva upgraded bilateral trade ties with Beijing and decided to send Brazilian advisers to Beijing to study Chinese economics. During an earlier trip to China, Lula had cooed to Hu : "We want a partnership that integrates our economies and serves as a paradigm for South-South cooperation."

Most important for Beijing, in oil-rich Venezuela, a nation increasingly shunned by the United States—which tacitly condoned a 2002 coup attempt against Venezuelan leader Hugo Chávez—Chinese officials are solidifying an alliance with Caracas while providing Chávez an opportunity to point out Washington’s failures in the region. While Chávez talks of slashing oil deliveries to the United States, he promises Beijing a long-term supply of petroleum. "China is a world power. She doesn’t come here with imperialist airs," announced the Venezuelan leader, leaving the distinction with another world power unsaid. Chávez also plans to send advisers to Iran to help Tehran funnel its oil to Beijing. (Iran has inked deals to supply China with natural gas and to provide the Chinese state oil company, Sinopec, with a stake in one of Iran’s biggest oil fields. Beijing’s inroads with Australia and Latin America, two vastly different  regions of the world, signify aspects of the same sea change. For the first  time in centuries, China is becoming an international power, a nation with  global foreign policy ambitions. In fact, China may become the first nation  since the fall of the Soviet Union that could seriously challenge the United  States for control of the international system.
Chinese Soft Power Bad: Hegemony

CHINESE SOFT POWER GAINS UNDERCUT U.S. INFLUENCE

Joseph Nye, professor of international relations, THE RISE OF CHINA’S SOFT POWER, December 29, 2005,  http://www.ksg.harvard.edu/ksgnews/Features/opeds/122905_nye.htm
The United States was noticeably absent from the guest list when countries from Australia to India gathered recently in Malaysia for the first East Asian Summit. It was a meeting which some fear marks the first step in China's long-term ambition to build a new regional power structure, known as the East Asian Community, that excludes Washington. Couple that with a recent BBC poll of 22 countries, which found that nearly half the respondents saw Beijing's influence as positive compared to 38% who said the same for the U.S., and it is clear that the rise of China's soft power -- at America's expense -- is an issue that needs to be urgently addressed.

Chinese Soft Power Bad: US-China Relations
INCREASING CHINESE SOFT POWER WILL TRIGGER US CONTAINMENT AND CONFLICT

Sujan Guo, professor in the Department of Political Science and Director of Center for US-China Policy Studies (CUSCPS) at San Francisco State University, CHINA’S PEACEFUL RISE, 2006, http://bss.sfsu.edu/sguo/My%20articles/006%20Introduction.pdf
China can meet these challenges. In world history, no any major power has risen “peacefully.” From the early colonial powers Spain and Britain, to late industrializers, Germany and Japan, all new powers fought all its way to their power status. “The history of the United States is the history of confrontation, even conflict, with the other great powers of the earth,” first with Britain and France in the 19th century and then with Germany, Japan, and then Russia in the 20th century, not to mention many wars fought by proxy. Moreover, the past experience of great powers suggest that dominant powers have typically seen rising powers as potential threats and have sought to thwart their rise. Containment, however, has often produced a nationalist backlash in the rising power that has intensified its desire to revise the status quo.The rapid economic development associated with rising power also tends to produce complex domestic political pressures that can prove destabilizing. 

Chinese Soft Power Bad: International Conflict

INCREASING CHINA’S POWER WILL CAUSE GLOBAL WAR

Alan Hunter 2006, Senior Lecture in Peace Studies Centre for Peace and Reconciliation Studies at Coventry University, CHINA: SOFT POWER AND CULTURAL INFLUENCE, 2006, p. http://ipra2006.com/papers/CRPBC/ChinaSoftPowerAndCulturalInfluence.doc
There is consensus among economists that China will become the second largest economy in the world within the next five years or so. It has become a serious competitor with the US and other advanced economies in the acquisition of oil, minerals, and infrastructure contracts in Iran, Saudi, Brazil and elsewhere. Its political influence has increased dramatically in the past five years, in Asia and in Africa especially. There are more differentiated analyses of its military strength, but as far as I have seen no serious commentator believes China is vulnerable to conventional military attack, except from the USA.  A global shift of power of this magnitude signals potential danger of international armed conflict; and China’s dramatic domestic economic growth, although on the whole very positive for the majority of the population, has inevitably given rise to tensions that could also soon occasion mass protests.  Whether the latter could achieve positive outcomes, or lead to violence and greater poverty, depends on many factors.  The Chinese government thus faces serious international and domestic pressures of various kinds. In conventional IR or security studies, China would be seen as having two over-riding concerns.  The first is how to handle the relationship with the US: the reason for maximum attention is that the US is the only power in the world that by itself is overwhelmingly superior to China in military terms; China perceives it as an aggressive and unpredictable super-power; and China is probably the main threat to the US economy.  The second possible enemy is Japan, a nation which rivals it in industrial and military power, with which is has an exceptionally bad history, which is closely allied to the US and Taiwan; and which is a rival for massive undersea oil reserves. A simple analysis of military spending and a review of high-technology military goods reveals at once that China is at a massive disadvantage compared to the US and Japan.  The US military budget is probably more than ten times that of the PRC; and the US and its closest allies (the UK and Japan) account for at least two-thirds of global military expenditure.  Incidentally, excellent reports on China’s military capabilities are publicly available from the US Department of Defense website.
 Moreover, the US is far ahead of any conceivable competition in military technology.  Chomsky (2003:  226-237) summarizes many fields in which the US can deploy offensive armaments against which other nations have no defensive or counter-attack options:  weaponry includes ballistic missiles, space-based weapons systems, hypersonic missiles, IT surveillance systems, and bio-weapons.  Thus on the one hand, there is a very simple equation which Chinese leaders have assuredly learned, namely that a major military confrontation that pulled in the US and/or Japan would be an unmitigated disaster for China.  On the other hand, many other countries either feel threatened by the US, or would at least like a good relationship with the world’s number two or number three power, i.e. China.  Therefore quite apart from any ideological or humanitarian considerations, it makes perfect sense for China to devise its strategy along two main lines: to avoid military conflicts, but most especially with the US and its closest allies; and to push hard at bi-lateral and multi-lateral alliances with as wide a range of political and trade partners as possible.  In other words a policy of ‘peaceful rising’. International competition for resources One issue that all major powers now face, however, is competition to secure resources. As the largest in population among all developing countries, indeed in the world, China’s need for natural resources is enormous. An analyst recently showed that among ten countries with populations over 100 million, in terms of natural resources China was second from the bottom: only Japan is worse off.  Population growth would put even further pressure on resources.  Without effective political handling of resource issues, shortages could become a great risk to the future of the country.  So protecting the stability of resource supplies is a crucial issues as to whether or not China can continue its development trajectory through the 21 century (Zhang 2002: 26-30).
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A. CHINESE SOFT POWER GAINS UNDERMINE THE WAR ON TERROR

Joshua Kurlantzick, visiting scholar in the Carnegie Endowment’s China Program, NEW REPUBLIC, June 27, 2005, p.  http://www.cerium.ca/article1267.html

Yet China’s more prominent international footprint is likely to threaten U.S. interests seriously. Beijing’s quest for natural resources will thrust it into competition with the United States, particularly in crucial regions like West Africa and the Middle East. China’s emergence as a growing power could threaten America’s role as the primary guarantor of stability in Asia. Its increasing access to international markets could damage U.S. corporations, especially if Chinese businesses were subsidized by Beijing through soft loans that would allow them to operate unprofitably, at least for a time, and squeeze competitors’ margins. And China’s power could damage one of the most important U.S. interests of all : the spread of democracy, which will ultimately enable us to win the war on terrorism. Despite stumbles in Uzbekistan, Saudi Arabia, and other places where the White House continues to choose stability or cooperation on counterterrorism over liberalization, the United States remains the major force for democratization in the world. Though hawks have been warning of a "China threat" for over a decade, they usually focus on China’s military capabilities, not its diplomatic skills. The view elaborated in Rumsfeld’s speech will likely be reflected in an upcoming Defense Department report on China’s military intentions, programs, and strategies. Hawks have pushed to make the report as dire as possible, portraying China as a military threat that has sized up the weaknesses of the U.S. Armed Forces. Similarly, a recent Atlantic Monthly piece by Robert Kaplan forecasts a military showdown with Beijing. Yet, while China probably has the world’s third-largest military budget, in most respects, Beijing badly lags the U.S. military. The Chinese military still relies too heavily on conscripts and wastes time and resources forcing troops to study political doctrine. Beijing probably spends less than $80 billion per year on its military, according to a rand study, in contrast to over $400 billion that the White House requested for the Pentagon’s fiscal year 2006 budget. (China’s defense spending as a percentage of GDP is also smaller than that of the United States.) In fact, a 2003 report on the Chinese military by the Council on Foreign Relations concluded that Beijing was at least two decades from closing the gap on the United States. In reality, an insecure Beijing, weakened by 150 years of foreign incursions into China, historically pursued a relatively nonaggressive foreign policy, focusing on defending core interests but rarely seeking influence over issues outside its borders and usually abstaining from important debates at the United Nations. In launching China’s reforms in the late ’70s, Deng Xiaoping pushed the country to develop its domestic economic and social resources, and not to focus on foreign affairs. In fact, Deng often explicitly warned China not to be a world leader—at least not for now—and, during Deng’s time, China remained a poor, inward-looking nation.
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GROWING CHINESE SOFT POWER FACILITATES ITS NAVAL BUILDUP

James Holmes a senior research associate at the University of Georgia's Center for International Trade and Security, CHINA’S NAVY FLEXING SOFT POWER, May 12, 2005,  http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2005/12/15/2003284533)  

Chinese leaders are acutely conscious of the sea's importance to their country's economic development and, indirectly, to their political survival. They have come to view defending the sea lanes where merchant ships haul the oil, gas and other raw materials needed to fuel the economy as a vital national interest. China is less and less content to entrust its interests at sea to the uncertain goodwill of the US, its rival for regional pre-eminence and Asia's long-time guardian of maritime security. Accordingly, China has embarked on an assertive foreign policy in Southeast and South Asia, which adjoin the sea lines of communication connecting Chinese seaports with the Middle East and the Horn of Africa. Its strategy: to build up sea power, measured in ships, bases and alliances. Energizing a populace accustomed to thinking of China as a land power is one crucial element of Beijing's new maritime diplomacy. Allaying fellow Asian nations' suspicions of its motives is another. Beijing's maritime diplomacy blends the traditional elements of national power -- diplomacy, economics, military force -- in sophisticated fashion. It also makes use of "soft power." Harvard University's Joseph Nye, who coined the term, declares that a country rich in soft power boasts cultural attributes that make its society attractive to foreign peoples -- augmenting the routine tools of foreign policy.

For Nye, such manifestations of culture as movies, clothing and popular music play a role in international affairs, creating an atmosphere of international goodwill -- an affinity between peoples that a country's leaders can use to rally support for their foreign-policy initiatives. Nye worries that the administration of US President George W. Bush squandered US soft power in Iraq, but he assures us that China, traditionally Asia's central power, possesses abundant reserves of it. Chinese leaders agree. Beijing has conjured up an unlikely ally for its soft-power offensive: Zheng He (鄭和), the Ming Dynasty's legendary eunuch admiral, who set out on the first of seven voyages of trade, diplomacy and commerce exactly six centuries ago. By recounting the feats of China's ancient mariner, Beijing radiates soft power throughout regions whose waters his "treasure fleet" -- so dubbed for the porcelains, silks and other trading goods it carried -- once plied.

Chinese officials cite Zheng's expeditions as a precedent for a strong, seafaring China. Their message: that China's current effort to amass sea power merely represents the latest phase in a benign regional supremacy that benefits all Asian nations. Zheng's treasure fleet was in effect the first naval squadron stationed in the Indian Ocean by an outside power. Chinese officials play up several aspects of his exploits. First, they remind Chinese citizens and Asian leaders that China has a long heritage as a seagoing nation, despite its more recent preoccupation with land power. Thanks to Zheng, some 30 countries throughout the Southeast and South Asian littorals once acknowledged the Dragon Throne's suzerainty. Second, Zheng's endeavors allow Beijing to indulge in one-upsmanship at the West's expense. His baochuan (寶船), or treasure ships -- essentially giant seagoing junks -- far outstripped European naval technology of his day. Not only did the baochuan dwarf the ships sailed by the likes of Columbus and da Gama, but they boasted innovations such as incendiary weapons and watertight bulkheads. Some of these innovations didn't make their way into Western naval architecture for centuries.

Third, Chinese officials point out that Zheng used force only sparingly during his expeditions -- never to conquer territory. His warships crushed a pirate fleet near Malacca -- a boon to all states that depended on free passage of ships through the Strait -- and Chinese marines intervened briefly on Ceylon. Other than that, Zheng was able to establish commercial and diplomatic ties as far afield as Kenya without recourse to arms. This, say Chinese spokesmen, makes a welcome contrast with Western imperialism: China makes a more trustworthy steward of Asian maritime security than any non-Asian power. In short, Beijing has used Zheng to fashion a maritime diplomacy that bestows legitimacy on China's seafaring aspirations, mollifies nations skeptical of Chinese pretensions, rouses Chinese nationalism and subtly undercuts the US' standing as the leading maritime power in Asia. As history, Beijing's narrative is dubious -- after all, today's communist regime bears scant resemblance to the Ming Dynasty -- but it is impressive as a use of soft power.
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CHINA WILL USE A LARGER NAVY TO BLOCKADE TAIWAN, TRIGGERING AN ECONOMIC COLLAPSE 
Lyle Goldstein is Associate Professor in the Strategic Research Department, UNDERSEA DRAGON: CHINA’S EMERGING SUBMARINE WARFARE, 2006,  http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/international_security/v028/28.4goldstein.pdf 
Enhanced submarine capabilities and numbers increasingly give credence to an alternative strategy for coercing Taiwan: the naval blockade. n94 As an island with few resources, Taiwan may be uniquely vulnerable to this form of coercion. The volatility of Taipei's stock market during the 1996 crisis indicates that Taiwan's entire economy could face a meltdown if confronted with determined mainland efforts to subvert it. Moreover, the former ruling and now opposition party in Taipei, the Kuomintang, has been critical of the current Democratic Progressive Party government's tendency toward pro-independence rhetoric. This suggests a strong possibility that the mainland could succeed in exploiting Taiwan's internal political fissures in a crisis. In other words, Washington cannot count on a united front within Taiwan -- speedy capitulation is conceivable if Beijing confronts Taipei with a sophisticated strategy of sticks and carrots. A recent Chinese article strongly suggests that PLA strategists are closely examining options for blockading Taiwan. Reflecting on the 1962 Cuban missile crisis, for example, the author concludes, "The United States achieved its objective of a deterrent blockade, forcing the Soviet Union to give in." According to this analysis, "A maritime blockade should be imposed suddenly, after thorough preparations, so as to have the effect of taking the enemy by surprise." It is noted, moreover, that "a maritime blockade in a civil war . . . does not come within the scope of application of international maritime law." n As another Chinese author explains, "Once China blockades Taiwan, sea transportation would be cut, Taiwan's economy would be paralyzed and its political situation would become unstable." TAIWAN'S ASW POTENTIAL While the United States considered its options, Taiwan's navy might try to break the blockade on its own. Its chances of success, however, would be relatively low. Taiwan's otherwise formidable air force might well fall victim to PRC missile attacks. Even without such strikes, Taiwan's aircraft are not well suited for ASW operations. Indeed, a recent report suggests that out of Taiwan's twenty-six S-2T Trackers, only six are operational. n98 This is not surprising given that the aircraft have been in Taiwan's service since 1976, and were considered obsolete by the United States before that. Taiwan's budget crunch, moreover, has cast doubt on the expected purchase of twelve P-3C Orions from the United States, so that the Taiwan navy may seek a life extension on the S-2Ts through 2008. The imminent delivery of the four Kidd-class destroyers from the United States will not significantly help the Taiwan navy in its ASW efforts either, even though the Kidd is potentially a capable ASW platform. The root cause of Taiwan's ASW woes is an inadequate number of ASW platforms overall.  Finding and destroying submarines requires enormous resources. As Owen Cote observes concerning the Battle of the Atlantic in World War II, "the price of sea control was . . . substantially . . . [higher] than the price of contesting it." The problem is exacerbated both by the large number of submarines that China could deploy and by the nature of the area in which China's submarines would operate, much of which is characterized by shallow, noisy waters that make ASW exceedingly difficult. Also affecting this calculus would be the rapidly improving effectiveness and ease of operation of the weapons that China's submarines would carry. Modern wake-homing torpedoes form a particularly cogent threat against surface ships. They also have the benefit of requiring only rudimentary submarine skills to fire, in contrast to previous torpedo-homing schemes. Many regard submarines as the best ASW platform, and there has been much talk of expanding Taiwan's small fleet of four diesel submarines, two of which date from World War II. Superficially, Taiwan's prospective purchase of eight modern diesel submarines from the United States would help to restore some measure of equity to the increasingly lopsided undersea balance in the Taiwan Strait. Numerous obstacles, however, plague the purchase; and even if it does go forward, these submarines would do little to redress China's fundamental undersea superiority. Unlike nuclear fast attack submarines, their diesel counterparts are not well suited to searching for other submarines. Taiwan's diesel submarines might do well in chance encounters against their mainland adversaries, but they could not conduct the wide-area sanitizing operations required to lift a blockade. Instead, additional modern submarines for the Taiwan navy would give Taipei some offensive undersea capability, but they would probably have little effect on PRC submarine operations against Taiwan.  The timing and rate of submarine acquisition also mitigate against the notion that eight new submarines will help Taiwan's ASW prospects. As noted previously, the PLAN expects to take delivery of eight Kilos between 2005 and 2007. These ships are being simultaneously built in three different Russian shipyards, which may suggest that Beijing is in a hurry. n103 In addition, the PLAN may well have a system for accelerating crew training given that it maintains a large force of submarines and that it already has Kilos in its arsenal.   A U.S. Navy delegation told Taiwan officials in November 2003 that Taiwan was unlikely to get its eight new diesel submarines before 2019.  Moreover, Taiwan's crew training would likely be a major bottleneck, suggesting some additional years before the vessels are truly operational. This time lag, even under assumptions that favor Taiwan, will still significantly widen the already substantial capability gap later in the present decade. The aforementioned Taiwan budget crunch that affects the P-3 Orion sale also casts doubt on the proposed submarine purchase. With the Taiwan defense budget reaching an eight-year low in 2002,  $ 4-5 billion commitment seems unlikely. Also complicating Taipei's calculations regarding this purchase is the ominous challenge of water space management. To avoid the problem of fratricide, Taiwan's submarine force would have to be shielded from potential U.S. ASW operations. Making this point, former Taiwan Vice Defense Minister Ku Ch'ung-lien recently warned, "Taiwan submarines [may] be mistakenly attacked." He concluded, "[Submarines] may not necessarily meet Taiwan's actual needs." 
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