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Consult China –  Says Yes
China would say yes to cooperation—many benefits

Peter b de Selding, writes for SpaceNews, 4/14/11, “Chinese Government Official Urges U.S.-Chinese Space Cooperation”, http://www.spacenews.com/civil/110414-chinese-official-space-cooperation.html     

COLORADO SPRINGS, Colo. — A top Chinese government space official on April 14 appealed to the U.S. government to lift its decade-long ban on most forms of U.S.-Chinese space cooperation, saying both nations would benefit from closer government and commercial space interaction.  He specifically called for cooperation on manned spaceflight, in which China has made massive investment in recent years.  Lei Fanpei, vice president of China Aerospace Science and Technology Corp. (CASC), which oversees much of China’s launch vehicle and satellite manufacturing industry, said China purchased more than $1 billion in U.S.-built satellites in the 1990s before the de facto ban went into effect in 1999.  Since then, the U.S. International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR) have made it impossible to export most satellite components, or full satellites, to China for launch on China’s now successful line of Long March rockets.  The ITAR regulations that tightened the U.S. technology export regime were put into place to punish China for its missile exports, and to slow development of China’s rocket industry by reducing its customer base. Most commercial telecommunications satellites carry at least some U.S. parts, which is why ITAR has all but locked China out of the global commercial launch market.  The U.S. government is reviewing the current ITAR regime, which U.S. industry says has had the unintended effect of making it difficult to sell satellites and satellite components just about anywhere in the world.  At the same time, China’s domestic demand for launches of its own telecommunications, navigation, Earth observation and science satellites — and its manned space program — has given the Long March vehicle sufficient business to earn it a record of reliability.  The global insurance underwriting community now ranks the Long March vehicle alongside Russian and European rockets for reliability when it sets insurance premiums.  Addressing the National Space Symposium here, Lei said Chinese vehicles launched more than 20 U.S.-built satellites in the 1990s.  While cooperation with the United States has been shut down, he said, China has maintained relations with the 18-nation European Space Agency, Brazil, France, Russia and others. China also has developed a telecommunications satellite product line that has been bundled with a Chinese Long March vehicle to offer in-orbit delivery of telecommunications spacecraft to a half-dozen nations that in many cases can offer China access to their crude oil reserves.  Lei said he sees three areas in which U.S.-Chinese cooperation would be in both nations’ interests. The first, he said, is an open commercial access of each nation to the other’s capabilities in satellites and launch vehicles. The second, he said, is manned spaceflight and space science, particularly in deep space exploration. The third is in satellite applications including disaster monitoring and management.  
Consult China – Solvency 

US-China cooperation on space science key
Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese, chair of the National Security Decision Making Department at the Naval War College, on the editorial board of China Security, a member of the International Academy of Astronautics, the International Institute for Strategic Studies, the International Space University, served on the Space Studies Board of the National Academy of Sciences, and the Lyles Commission to examine the future of the US civil space program, and an adjunct professor at the Watson Institute, Brown University, February 2010, High Frontier, T h e J o u r n a l f o r S p a c e a n d C y b e r s p a c e P r o f e s s i o n a l s, Volume 6, Number 2, “The Imperative of Space Cooperation in an Environment of Distrust: Working With China”, http://www.afspc.af.mil/shared/media/document/AFD-100226-085.pdf 
A Way Forward One promising step forward in the November US-China joint statement is that it specifically focuses on expanding already existing (although currently limited) cooperation between the US and China on space science, with exploration to follow. This is the most likely avenue for restoring and expanding cooperation with China in space. Historically, space science has always been an area ripe for early cooperative ventures for three reasons. First, space scientists are driven by goals determined by nature rather than politics and so are eager to work with their colleagues—in any country—in such substantive but somewhat esoteric and often under-funded areas such as the magnetosphere, the solar corona, solar-terrestrial physics, or planetary sciences. The key for the US and China will be to find areas where each side can make valuable contributions to joint projects. Second, because of the nature of the substantive fields, the technology transfer risks and potential spin-off benefits to military space programs that have inhibited space cooperation with China to date are minimized. Third, cooperating with China on space science provides a venue to learn more about how China works; no matter how well the scientists might understand each other in front of the same blackboard, the fact remains that differing cultural, political, and bureaucratic aspects of cooperation with any potential partner can frustrate or even tank any joint project, especially as dialogue is expanded to include exploration and even human spaceflight. Space science projects provide a kind of essential honeymoon period where two nations, just like two individuals, can get used to living with each other. The need for such a learning period should not be underestimated—and neither should it be accelerated too quickly. The level of distrust on both sides makes it imperative that expectations be initially kept low.
Consult China – Solves Relations

US-China dialogue key to relations and future in space
Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese, chair of the National Security Decision Making Department at the Naval War College, on the editorial board of China Security, a member of the International Academy of Astronautics, the International Institute for Strategic Studies, the International Space University, served on the Space Studies Board of the National Academy of Sciences, and the Lyles Commission to examine the future of the US civil space program, and an adjunct professor at the Watson Institute, Brown University, February 2010, High Frontier, T h e J o u r n a l f o r S p a c e a n d C y b e r s p a c e P r o f e s s i o n a l s, Volume 6, Number 2, “The Imperative of Space Cooperation in an Environment of Distrust: Working With China”, http://www.afspc.af.mil/shared/media/document/AFD-100226-085.pdf 

The key to the future in space, and all areas of US-China relations, is dialogue. The US must better understand how China works; its goals, and intentions, as well as making a clear effort to become better understood, in terms of not just policies and processes, but intentions. The Chinese, for their part, have now been players in the international system long enough to know that Cold War-type snarling about wars in space or juvenile displays of power in Earth’s orbit can no longer be passed off or excused as the missteps of an immature or ideologically blinkered power. Words and actions, on both sides, have consequences. Because of the dual-use nature of space technology, dialogue between NASA officials and its counterparts will not be enough. The military, including and perhaps especially Air Force Space Command, must actively pursue opportunities to get to know their Chinese counterparts and how they work, especially as the Chinese, for a variety of political and ideological reasons, are unlikely to be the first to take such steps themselves. Chinese concerns consequent to US rhetoric about dominating space and an inability to decipher who actually controls the space policy generally, NASA or the military, or specific systems such as the missile defense system that General Chilton referenced—Strategic Command or Pacific Command General—are obstacles to be overcome as well. Ambiguity in communications and speculation about intentions serves no one well; one of America’s greatest strengths is our open and transparent system of government and diplomacy, and we lead by example in opening greater cooperation with China in space. The benefits could be far greater, even here on Earth, than we might expect.
Consult China – Impact: North Korea Prolif

U.S.-China relations are key to solve North Korean denuclearization

Thomas J. Christensen, Professor of Politics and International Affairs and Director of the Princeton-Harvard China and the World Program at Princeton University, July 2009, “Shaping the Choices of a Rising China: Recent Lessons for the Obama Administration”, pages 92-93, Center for Strategic and International Studies, 
One of the signal changes in the U.S.—China relationship in the past several years has been a move beyond the traditional bilateral issues that dominated previous discussions between the two sides such as trade deficits, relations across the Taiwan Strait, and human rights. These issues remain important in the U.S.—China relationship, but especially in U.S. political and security dialogues, the conversation has increasingly focused on how China and the United States might better coordinate the countries’ approaches to problems in regions around the world including Africa, Central and South Asia, Latin America, the Middle East, and Northeast Asia. As part of the Senior Dialogue, there is a series of regular sub/- dialogues led by U.S. regional assistant secretaries of state and their Chinese counterparts in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Ten years ago, people in these positions in the two countries likely would not have known each others’ names, let alone been involved in extensive discussions about how best to foster stability and growth in various parts of the world. These are real dialogues in which the Chinese bring to the discussion their own robust diplomatic experiences, which often differ from their American counterparts in important ways. For many challenges, such as North Korean denuclearization or stopping the genocide in Darfur, it will be difficult, if not impossible to solve the problems without close coordination and collaboration with China.     

US-China cooperation is necessary to stop North Korean provocations

USA Today, 7/27/2009, “Obama: U.S.-China relations to shape 21st century”, http://www.usatoday.com/news/washington/2009-07-27-obama-china_N.htm
The administration did praise China for its help in the nuclear standoff with North Korea. Clinton said the United States and China must work together to stop North Korean "provocations." She said both countries "appreciate the dangers of escalating tensions" and a possible arms race in East Asia. While the U.S. trade deficit with China has narrowed slightly this year, it is still the largest imbalance with any country. Critics in Congress say unless China does much more in the currency area, they will seek to pass legislation to impose economic sanctions on Beijing, a move that could spark a trade war. Dai said the countries must work together to help solve the world's problems. Speaking through an interpreter, he noted that the countries are trying to build better relations despite their very different social systems, cultures and histories. "Can we manage to do that? My answer is, we must work hard to make it happen, and, yes, we can — that is borrowed from President Obama." He added in English: "Yes, we can!"  
Consult China – Impact: Stability

US-Japan alliance is key to deterring conflict
Yukio Okamoto, founder and president of Okamoto Associates, Inc., served for 23 years in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, was Special Advisor to the Prime Minister, Spring 2002, “Japan and the United States: The Essential Alliance”, The Washington Quarterly, Volume 25, Number 2, p. 64
The alliance is a beneficent arrangement. Its goal is not to combine the might of two powers into a single great force bent on transforming the region. The Japan-U.S. alliance is dedicated to preserving the status quo in the Far East, that is, deterring the use of force as a means of altering political borders. In this regard, the goals of Japan and the United States differ from those of other great powers in the area. 

Consult China – Impact: Laundry List/Says yes
US-China cooperation solves multiple impacts—economy, terrorism, regional stability
Zhou Wenzhong, Chinese diplomat and former ambassador of the PRC, 2/7/2004, “Vigorously Pushing Forward the Constructive and Cooperative Relationship Between China and the United States --In commemoration of the 25th anniversary of China-US diplomatic relations”, http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/wjdt/zyjh/t64286.htm
China's development needs a peaceful international environment, particularly in its periphery. We will continue to play a constructive role in global and regional affairs and sincerely look forward to amicable coexistence and friendly cooperation with all other countries, the United States included. We will continue to push for good-neighborliness, friendship and partnership and dedicate ourselves to peace, stability and prosperity in the region. Thus China's development will also mean stronger prospect of peace in the Asia-Pacific region and the world at large. China and the US should, and can, work together for peace, stability and prosperity in the region.  Given the highly complementary nature of the two economies, China's reform, opening up and rising economic size have opened broad horizon for sustained China-US trade and economic cooperation. By deepening our commercial partnership, which has already delivered tangible benefits to the two peoples, we can do still more and also make greater contribution to global economic stability and prosperity.  Terrorism, cross-boundary crime, proliferation of advanced weapons, and spread of deadly diseases pose a common threat to mankind. China and the US have extensive shared stake and common responsibility for meeting these challenges, maintaining world peace and security and addressing other major issues bearing on human survival and development. China is ready to keep up its coordination and cooperation in these areas with the US and the rest of the international community.   

***Consult China – AFF Answers***
Consult China – No Solvency/Relations
No US-China cooperation—political opposition

AP, 7/15/11, “US lawmaker wields budget ax over China space ties”, http://www.ajc.com/news/nation-world/us-lawmaker-wields-budget-1019535.html
WASHINGTON — A Republican lawmaker is looking to make the Obama administration pay a price for what he sees as its defiance of Congress in pursuing cooperation with China in science and space technology.  A proposal by Rep. Frank Wolf, a fierce critic of Beijing, would slash by 55 percent the $6.6 million budget of the White House's science policy office. The measure was endorsed by a congressional committee this week, but faces more legislative hurdles, and its prospects are unclear. President Barack Obama has sought to deepen ties with China, which underwrites a major chunk of the vast U.S. national debt and is emerging a challenge to American military dominance in the Asia-Pacific region. Among the seemingly benign forms of cooperation he has supported is in science and technology. Last year NASA's administrator visited China, and during a high-profile state visit to Washington by China's President Hu Jintao in January, the U.S. and China resolved to "deepen dialogue and exchanges in the field of space." Wolf, R-Va., argues that cooperation in space would give technological assistance to a country that steals U.S. industrial secrets and launches cyberattacks against the United States. He says Obama's chief science adviser, John Holdren, violated a clause tucked into budget legislation passed this year that bars the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy and NASA from technological cooperation with China. He says Holdren did so by meeting twice with China's science minister in Washington during May. "I believe the Office of Science and Technology Policy is in violation of the law," Wolf told The Associated Press, adding that cutting its budget is the only response available to him. Wolf chairs a House subcommittee that oversees the office's budget. The punishment he proposes reflects his deep antipathy toward China, which he accuses of persecuting religious minorities, plundering Tibet and supporting genocide in the Darfur region of Sudan by backing Sudanese President Omar al-Bashir. He described the Obama administration's policy toward the Asian power as a failure and railed against the president for hosting Hu at the White House. Caught at the sharp end is Holdren's office, whose mandate is to develop sound science and technology policies by the U.S. government and pursue them with the public and private sectors and other nations. Holdren told a Congressional hearing chaired by Wolf days before his May meetings with Chinese Science Minister Wan Gang that he would abide by the prohibition on such cooperation with China, but then spelled out a rather large loophole: that it did not apply in instances where it affected the president's ability to conduct foreign policy. At another Congressional hearing shortly afterward, Wolf's annoyance was clear. He threatened to "zero out" Holdren's office. Space cooperation between the two world powers like the U.S. and the Soviet Union pursued in the Cold War still seems a long way off. NASA Administrator Charles Bolden Jr. visited China in a little-publicized trip in October and discussed "underlying principles of any future interaction between our two nations in the area of human space flight," but no specific proposals. 
US-China cooperation unlikely—suspicion prevents
Keith B. Richburg, staff writer for the Washington Post, 1/22/11, “Mistrust stalls U.S.-China space cooperation”, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/21/AR2011012104480.html
BEIJING - China's grand ambitions extend literally to the moon, with the country now embarked on a multi-pronged program to establish its own global navigational system, launch a space laboratory and put a Chinese astronaut on the moon within the next decade.  The Obama administration views space as ripe territory for cooperation with China. Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates has called it one of four potential areas of "strategic dialogue," along with cybersecurity, missile defense and nuclear weapons. And President Obama and Chinese President Hu Jintao vowed after their White House summit last week to "deepen dialogue and exchanges" in the field.  But as China ramps up its space initiatives, the diplomatic talk of cooperation has so far found little traction. The Chinese leadership has shown scant interest in opening up the most sensitive details of its program, much of which is controlled by the People's Liberation Army (PLA).  At the same time, Chinese scientists and space officials say that Washington's wariness of China's intentions in space, as well as U.S. bans on some high-technology exports, makes cooperation problematic.  For now, the U.S.-China relationship in space appears to mirror the one on Earth - a still-dominant but fading superpower facing a new and ambitious rival, with suspicion on both sides.  
US-China space cooperation is unlikely to be resolved—Taiwan and lack of maritime rules prevent meaningful dialogue
Michael Auslin, director of Japan studies at the American Enterprise Institute and a columnist for WSJ.com, author of "Pacific Cosmopolitans: A Cultural History of U.S.-Japan Relations", 7/14/11, “The Trust Gap in U.S.-China Relations”, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702304911104576443553760800950.html

It has become a ritual in Washington to "restart" military exchanges with China. Regular contact has been suspended a number of times over the past two decades and each new cancellation sparks a round of worrying over the causes of the rift.  It's time to accept the continued, deep-seated mutual distrust China and the United States hold toward each other. Reducing expectations from these military ties will lead to a more mature relationship and one in which the United States begins a serious debate about how to define and protect its interests in the coming decades. Both China and America have canceled scheduled meetings and exchanges numerous times over the years. The latest freeze lasted for 18 months, beginning in January 2010 over proposed arms sales to Taiwan, and fully ending this week with the visit of Admiral Mike Mullen, chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, to China. The roster of incidents that have caused cancellations reads like a list of persistent diplomatic sore spots: the Tiananmen massacre, Chinese harassment of U.S. reconnaissance planes, and the accidental 1999 U.S. bombing of the Chinese embassy in Belgrade. The main irritant, however, is Taiwan. America's continued support for Taiwanese security remains a major lever with which Beijing attempts to pressure Washington. Any mooted sale of advanced weaponry to Taiwan results in a rupture in military and sometimes political ties. Only with the Obama Administration making clear its opposition to such sales in the past month did the Mullen visit get approval. One would then think that ties should have warmed since then. Yet another major irritant has since been introduced into the relationship: the South China Sea. Months of fencing over China's increased rhetoric and assertive presence in the waters of Southeast Asia have resulted in no common ground. Indeed, during Adm. Mullen's visit, the Chinese defense minister led off his public remarks with a criticism of recent U.S. naval exercises with its longtime ally, the Philippines, and an assertion that the U.S. should spend less on its military. The Obama Administration is right in going ahead with such exercises, and with ones planned with Vietnam this month as well. China's actions and rhetoric over the past couple of years have shown that its primary goal is to carve out as much freedom of action for itself in maritime Asia as possible. While this in itself is not threatening, the uses to which China has put its increased freedom of action are. These include unreserved backing for its civilian fishing fleet in contested waters, harassment of other nations' fishermen and pressure on smaller states to compromise exploration of their claimed waters. What Beijing chooses to ignore is the world's reaction to a growing nation's willingness to use its new power to press its claims. While the heads of the U.S. and Chinese militaries can finally talk on a dedicated phone line, no progress has been made in reaching agreement on maritime rules of the road, such as an "incidents at sea" pact. Beijing continues to warn nations large and small not to tread on China's interests. The Chinese explain away such differences by claiming that theirs is still a developing nation, focused on domestic growth. Americans assure themselves that it is because China is a rising power, and is starting to feel its oats, not unlike Wilhelmine Germany in the early years of the 20th century. Both of these explanations are true. But the real reason for Sino-U.S. discord is simple: The two countries are rivals for influence and power in Asia, and increasingly the world. The difference today is that Washington has begun to take a more realistic approach to China's continued probing of America's strength and will, so as to define and defend its interests. This is a good thing. Washington, along with its allies and partners, needs to make clear that China's actions are destabilizing. They need to assert that they will protect their interests through careful nurturing of national defensive capabilities, even as they seek to resolve outstanding differences with China. Maintaining credible military forces sends a stronger message than a hundred diplomatic communiqués. But even as we continue to commit millions in resources to the Asia-Pacific, we should nonetheless continue to push for military exchanges, not least as a way to learn what we can about the capabilities of Chinese forces. The greatest danger to stability in Asia comes from the possibility of miscalculation. Red lines should be openly discussed so that no party is ignorant of the issues that may cause conflict. Yet all this is easier said than done. Even after two decades of enhanced relations, the gap between China and the U.S. is still large and not likely to be resolved soon. 

Ideological differences preclude US-China cooperation

Aaron Friedberg, professor of politics and international affairs at Princeton University, served as a Deputy Assistant for National Security Affairs in the Office of the Vice President, former fellow at the Smithsonian Institution's Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, the Norwegian Nobel Institute, and Harvard University's Center of International Affairs, earned his A.B., A.M., and Ph.D. from Harvard University, 7/1/11, “In U.S.-China relations, ideology matters”, http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2011/07/01/in_us_china_relations_ideology_matters
It is sometimes said that because China is no longer a "Communist country" ideology is no longer a factor in U.S.-China relations. Like most truisms about China ("economic growth will lead inevitably to democracy;" "treat China like an enemy and it will become one") this one is, at best, only partly true. China's present leaders may not longer be Marxists, but they are most certainly Leninists; they believe that the one party authoritarian regime they lead should continue in power and they are determined to crush any opposition or dissent. Preserving CCP rule is the ultimate aim of all elements of Chinese policy, foreign as well as domestic.  As seen from Beijing, the United States appears as a crusading liberal democratic hegemon, intent on undermining the authority of regimes of which it disapproves and ultimately of remaking the entire world in its own image. This fear colors the Chinese government's perception of every aspect of U.S. policy and shapes its assessment of America's activities across Asia, which it believes are aimed at encircling it with pro-U.S. democracies.  The American people, meanwhile, are inclined to view with skepticism and distaste a regime that they regard as oppressive, illiberal, and potentially aggressive. While it is usually dressed in diplomatic language, the long-term aim of U.S. policy towards China is, in fact, to encourage "regime change," albeit gradually and by peaceful means.  Differences in ideology thus tend to heighten the mistrust and competitive impulses that are rooted in the dynamics of geopolitics. Since Athens and Sparta, dealings between dominant powers and fast-rising potential challengers have always been fraught with tension and have often resulted in conflict. Relations between the United States and China were never going to be smooth but, for as long as it persists, the ideological gap that now separates them is going to make it much harder to achieve a stable modus vivendi.  
US-China space cooperation impossible—economic, diplomatic, and security tensions
BDNews, 1/2/11, “Space: a frontier too far for US-China cooperation”, http://www.bdnews24.com/details.php?id=183302&cid=20
The prospects for cooperation between the United States and China in space are fading even as proponents say working together in the heavens could help build bridges in often-testy relations on Earth. The idea of joint ventures in space, including spacewalks, explorations and symbolic "feel good" projects, have been floated from time to time by leaders on both sides. Efforts have gone nowhere over the past decade, swamped by economic, diplomatic and security tensions, despite a 2009 attempt by President Barack Obama and his Chinese counterpart, Hu Jintao, to kick-start the bureaucracies. US domestic politics make the issue unlikely to advance when Obama hosts Hu at the White House on Jan. 19. Washington is at odds with Beijing over its currency policies and huge trade surplus but needs China's help to deter North Korea and Iran's nuclear ambitions and advance global climate and trade talks, among other matters. Hu's state visit will highlight the importance of expanding cooperation on "bilateral, regional and global issues," the White House said. But space appears to be a frontier too far for now, partly due to US fears of an inadvertent technology transfer. China may no longer be much interested in any event, reckoning it does not need US expertise for its space program. New obstacles to cooperation have come from the Republicans capturing control of the U.S. House of Representatives in the Nov. 2 congressional elections from Obama's Democrats. Representative Frank Wolf, for instance, is set to take over as chairman of the appropriations subcommittee that funds the U.S. space agency in the House. A China critic and human rights firebrand, the Republican congressman has faulted NASA's chief for meeting leaders of China's Manned Space Engineering Office in October. "As you know, we have serious concerns about the nature and goals of China's space program and strongly oppose any cooperation between NASA and China," Wolf and three fellow Republicans wrote NASA Administrator Charles Bolden on Oct. 15 as he left for China. 

No US-China cooperation—competition is inevitable

Jeff Foust, aerospace analyst, journalist and publisher, editor and publisher of The Space Review and has written for Astronomy Now and The New Atlantis, bachelor's degree in geophysics from the California Institute of Technology and a Ph.D in planetary sciences from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 7/17/06, “US-China space cooperation: the Congressional view”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/661/1/
What becomes less clear, though, is how China wants to cooperate with the US, and why. “What struck me the most is that there is a lot of talk about it would be in the US interest to cooperate with China, but that’s kind of where it ends,” Larsen said. “To have our potential competitor or potential partner say it’s in our interest doesn’t mean it’s in our interest, and we need to do a better job of defining our own interests.” Inevitably, when the issue of cooperation with China comes up, so does the concept of competition: that China might be racing the US back to the Moon, for example. Neither Kirk nor Larsen, though, saw much of a race between the two nations. Speaking about China’s manned spaceflight program, Kirk noted that “my sense is it’s slightly slowed despite the technical prowess and achievement and the PR attention put on the program. The tangible transparent financial commitments by the central government of China to the space program could be larger than they are and so I have got some sense that the momentum on the civilian side is not as big as it could be.” Or, as Larsen put it: “I don’t know that we’re in a space race with China. If this thing is a marathon, we have got 385 yards left and they are still at the starting line.” The two made it clear that while US perceptions of China need to change for cooperation between the two on space issues to grow, there also needs to be changes in how China runs its space program, particularly the role of the People’s Liberation Army. “We’re just not sure who runs it and who sets the policy,” Larsen said.  “I think one of the things that would be necessary is a vast upgrade in the transparency of the Chinese civilian space program, its budget, its operation, its command, and its direction,” Kirk said. “Over the long haul, if China had an entirely civilian space agency that was completely run and administered and even guarded by a civilian agency, that would improve potential for cooperation an international context.” Inevitably, any China-US space cooperation will get tangled up in bigger issues between the two countries, like economic policy and human rights, something that the congressmen said shouldn’t be avoided. “The fact is when you talk to the United States you have to talk democracy and human rights; it’s just part of who we are. We’re going to talk jobs, and we’re going to talk about the economy. We’re going to talk about military issues,” said Larsen. “They may be uncomfortable to talk about, but we’re going to have to address these issues if we’re going to even get to a point where we can talk about moving forward.” 
US-China cooperation is unnecessary—they’re inevitably aggressive towards the U.S.
Jim Wolf, staffwriter for Reuters, 1/2/11, “Analysis: Space: a frontier too far for U.S.-China cooperation”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/01/02/us-china-usa-space-idUSTRE7010E520110102
U.S. officials say China's capabilities could threaten U.S. space assets in low orbit. The Chinese test also created a large cloud of orbital debris that may last for 100 years, boosting the risk to manned spaceflight and to hundreds of satellites belonging to more than two dozen countries. China's work on anti-satellite weapons is "destabilizing," Wallace Gregson, assistant U.S. secretary of defense for Asian and Pacific security affairs, said in December, also citing its investment in anti-ship missiles, advanced submarines, surface-to-air missiles and computer warfare techniques. "It has become increasingly evident that China is pursuing a long-term, comprehensive military buildup that could upend the regional security balance," Gregson told a forum hosted by the Progressive Policy Institute in Washington. The Heritage Foundation, a conservative think tank, called on members of the incoming Congress to be wary of any space cooperation with China on the grounds it could bolster Beijing's knowledge and harm U.S. security. "Congress should reject (the Obama) administration attempts to curry favor with the international community while placing U.S. advantages in space at risk," Dean Cheng, a Heritage research fellow for Chinese political and security affairs, and two colleagues said in a December 15 memo to lawmakers. Proponents of cooperation say even symbolic steps, such as hosting a Chinese astronaut on the International Space Station, might help win friends in Beijing and blunt hard-liners. Gregory Kulacki, China project manager for the Union of Concerned Scientists, a group often at odds with U.S. policy, said cooperation would be more of a political project than a technical one. "We need to get past the idea that the Chinese need us more than we need them," he said. 
China doesn’t want cooperation—they’re working on their own space program
Jim Wolf, staffwriter for Reuters, 1/2/11, “Analysis: Space: a frontier too far for U.S.-China cooperation”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/01/02/us-china-usa-space-idUSTRE7010E520110102
The prospects for cooperation between the United States and China in space are fading even as proponents say working together in the heavens could help build bridges in often-testy relations on Earth. The idea of joint ventures in space, including spacewalks, explorations and symbolic "feel good" projects, have been floated from time to time by leaders on both sides. Efforts have gone nowhere over the past decade, swamped by economic, diplomatic and security tensions, despite a 2009 attempt by President Barack Obama and his Chinese counterpart, Hu Jintao, to kick-start the bureaucracies. U.S. domestic politics make the issue unlikely to advance when Obama hosts Hu at the White House on January 19. Washington is at odds with Beijing over its currency policies and huge trade surplus but needs China's help to deter North Korea and Iran's nuclear ambitions and advance global climate and trade talks, among other matters. Hu's state visit will highlight the importance of expanding cooperation on "bilateral, regional and global issues," the White House said. But space appears to be a frontier too far for now, partly due to U.S. fears of an inadvertent technology transfer. China may no longer be much interested in any event, reckoning it does not need U.S. expertise for its space program. 
***China IPR DA***

China IPR DA – Uniqueness: No IPR now
China’s beginning to uphold IPR but there’s still a high risk
Benjamin A. Shobert, managing director of Teleos Inc, writer for Asia Times, 3/26/11, “China's IPR thorn still needles West”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China_Business/MC26Cb01.html
Though advances in China's legal framework and enforcement are thankfully likely to continue, the reality is that IP protection in the country is best a combination of legal due-diligence coupled to an operational strategy which strategically compartmentalizes and then minimizes exposure of key technologies and designs to Chinese manufacturing partners. This approach has been found to work not only in conventional manufactured goods, but in high technology industries like pharmaceuticals, where several large American pharma companies have outsourced parts of their early-stage drug discovery processes to Chinese partners, but have designed the discovery process in such a way as to keep key clinical data or drug findings out of the hands of any one Chinese company. But what if, as happens for so many companies working in China, an operational approach is not enough. Harris admits that the legal system may not be the best (or necessarily the cheapest) alternative. His firm has found that cease and desist letters from China can actually work. "If you are faced with someone in China using your IP, you can pursue either administrative remedies or court remedies. Either way though, you will likely need to spend quite a bit of money on lawyers, and it will take time for you to get any results. The cease and desist letter (usually called a 'lawyer's letter' in China) will almost certainly be faster and cheaper, assuming it works." Harris is quick to qualify where these work and where they don't: "We find these letters usually (but certainly not always) work if the company to which you are sending the letter is a legitimate company, but they virtually never work if it is not." Why is that? "The legitimate company usually does not want to risk its reputation or money on a losing claim, but the fly-by-night company typically does not care." Harris believes that the key to IP problems in China going away may have less to do with those outside the country lobbying China for better IPR and more to do with the dynamics of its own technology leaders: "Countries generally do not rigidly enforce IP laws until [they have] a sufficient mass of large and powerful domestic companies pushing hard for that to occur. China is not quite there yet, but it will be soon." Horror stories about midnight manufacturing - where a Chinese joint venture manufacturing partner selected by an American company turns around and makes a licensed product under a non-licensed Chinese name during off-shift periods of production - continue in China, but in fairness to both the country's legal system and the business culture as well, they are becoming increasingly rare, a finding the February USCBC report largely agrees with. But the problems have not gone away, and are unlikely to until China's own domestic manufacturers break out of their role as the world's captive producers and move up the value chain with their own technology and brands. 
China continues to violate IPR

Rediff Business, 2/10/11, “US slams China over IPR 'theft'”, http://www.rediff.com/business/report/us-slams-china-over-ipr-theft/20110210.htm
Top US lawmakers have slammed China for restrictive market access and "blatant stealing" of intellectual property rights of American businesses and appealed to the Obama [ Images ] Administration for implementing necessary steps to protect the interest of its businesses. "While China presents the potential of 1.4 billion customers for our exports, it purposely impedes market access for US goods and services and blatantly steals the intellectual property of American businesses," said Congressman Dave Camp, Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee at a Congressional hearing convened by him. "The litany of China's trade-distorting policies is deeply troubling and cannot be allowed to stand. Part of our strategy for addressing these issues should include resumption of our bilateral investment treaty negotiations," Camp said. He strongly supported the administration's efforts to promptly conclude an ambitious Doha Round of negotiations at the World Trade Organisation, and hoped that renewed efforts over the past few months will lead to success. Alleging that China was distorting trade policies, Congressman Sander Levin urged the Obama Administration to take a more assertive stance to address China's currency manipulation. Ambassador Ron Kirk, US Trade Representative, said that engagement with China - including through the Joint Commission on Commerce and Trade - has been very productive, showing real results in addressing "indigenous innovation" policies, improving intellectual property right protections, including securing greater use of legal software, securing technology neutrality in the telecommunication and smart grid sectors. "Importantly, China agreed to delink its innovation policy from the provision of government procurement preferences and to cover sub-central entities in its next offer to join the Government Procurement Agreement," Kirk said. "How are we going to work and move forward on intellectual property protection in China? How are we going to keep the focus on this issue in China?" said Congressman Jim McDermott. It practically didn't come up when (the Chinese) President Hu (Jintao) was here, and it doesn't appear that the Chinese are stepping up to address the massive piracy which is underway in their enterprises, including the state-owned enterprises which put US companies at a competitive disadvantage, he said. "It seems to me that the Chinese are very clever in how they have moved around, but the Chinese Audit Authority has the ability to track how much money in the China procurement system is being spent. That's helpful, but it doesn't end the piracy. They don't check as to whether the software used in their government is legal or not," McDermott said. Noting that the issue of piracy and copywriting of America's intellectual goods and work product was one of the key concerns at USTR, Kirk said it was a key component of their enforcement efforts, and a key part of the dialogue with China.
China IPR DA – Links 

Reliance on Chinese government fails—leads to more violations of IPR

Benjamin A. Shobert, managing director of Teleos Inc, writer for Asia Times, 3/26/11, “China's IPR thorn still needles West”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China_Business/MC26Cb01.html
China's leadership understands this threat and continues to take steps designed to crack down on IP piracy. Tuesday's China Daily referred to Premier Wen Jiabao and what has become the standard Party line about IPR: the country recognizes high technology imported goods are key to the next level of its economic development, but to do so will require further protection and better enforcement of IP by those companies in the West who have the technology China so desires. While it is good that China's leadership recognizes this remains an ongoing problem, the question remains whether Western companies see the IPR climate in China getting better enough that they are willing to export their next generation technologies into the country. Perhaps with this question in mind, the US-China Business Council (USCBC) released a report in mid-February on the question of IPR enforcement in China. The report acknowledged that China deserves to be recognized for the advancements it has made in this area: "The IPR legal framework … has become less of an issue over time … because of China's efforts to build an increasingly comprehensive regulatory framework for IPR … many - but not all - companies report that the overall IPR picture has shown steady improvement, though at a slow pace." Not only does the USCBC see positive adjustments in this realm, but so do American lawyers who specialize in these matters. Dan Harris, a partner at Harris Moure and blogger at the award winning ChinaLawBlog, agrees: "IP protection in China is very slowly improving and that has been true over the last 18-24 months as well." This is not to say the USCBC does not see problems in the area of China's IPR. The report's primary criticism is the overall uneven enforcement of IPR across geographic regions within China, as well as across industries attempting to operate inside the country. Echoing the old Chinese adage that "heaven is high and the emperor is far away", the report comments: "IPR enforcement in China remains highly uneven across cities and provinces, indicating that any successful strategy must have national and local components." The report goes on to state that, "… IPR issues vary widely for particular industries: IPR protection is the top concern of some industries, but it may be further down the list of top-10 concerns of other industries." What are those industries that are most concerned about IPR? According to the USCBC report, "… for US companies in certain sectors - such as software, movies, and music - intellectual property piracy probably remains their top issue in China and is fundamental to their business in China." These industries not only suffer disproportionately because of China's IPR legacy, but as the USCBC points out, they also suffer because the government authorities in China choose to selectively enforce the "value-added thresholds that counterfeit goods must meet to secure criminal transfer." From the USCBC's perspective, further protections for these industries could be achieved if the government were to "Clarify that value calculations used to calculate criminal thresholds must be based on the market value of the infringed goods." But, as companies who have operated in China for the last two decades know all too well, relying on China's government for protection and enforcement is not guaranteed to be an adequate solution. And, to the extent foreign companies operating in China either do not have the financial capital to pursue legal challenges in what can be - at best - an opaque set of IPR rules or who do not believe a finding in their favor would do much to actually combat IP theft, the question remains how they can participate in the Chinese economy without exposing themselves to unnecessary risk. For Mike Bellamy, China operations director at PassageMaker, the answer is to compartmentalize key technologies from one another, and utilize a third party for final assembly. 

China IPR DA – Impacts 

Enforcement of IPRs is key to Chinese growth

 Keith E. Maskus, Professor of Economics and Associate Dean for Social Sciences at the University of Colorado, Research Fellow at the Institute for International Economics, a Fellow at the Kiel Institute for World Economics, and an Adjunct Professor at the University of Adelaide., and Sean M. Dougherty, Senior Advisor, M.A., Economics, University of Pennsylvania, and Andrew Mertha, associate professor of government at Cornell University, 2005, “Intellectual Property Rights and Economic Development in China”, Chapter 11, http://team.univ-paris1.fr/teamperso/DEA/Cursus/L3/Memoire/Groupe%202%20Texte%20reference.pdf 

After a long period of rapid economic growth and significant structural change, the Chinese economy increasingly makes use of advanced production technologies, while demand shifts toward higher-quality goods and services. Further, Chinese enterprises place growing emphasis on developing brand-name recognition, reputation for quality, and product innovation. In such an environment, the provision and enforcement of intellectual property rights (IPRs) take on considerable importance as a framework condition for promoting further economic development. Failing to support an adequate IPRs regime could serve as a drag on future growth. In an era of substantial and ongoing structural reform in Chinese enterprises, it is important to establish incentives for the development and expansion of businesses in high- growth sectors, such as information technology, entertainment, plant genetics and biotechnology, and to support innovation in consumer products, such as processed foods, clothing, and household goods. Properly structured, intellectual property rights help achieve these goals. At the highest levels, the Chinese government recognizes the need for a workable IPRs system. This recognition is spreading among modern Chinese enterprises, which likely suffer the largest losses from trademark and copyright infringement in the economy. Chinese enterprises also are aware that their access to frontier foreign technologies is dependent to a growing extent on IPRs. Thus, significant economic interests are emerging in favor of a stronger system.

IPRs key to the global economy

Michael L. Doane, Georgetown University Law Center, J.D., University of Washington School of Law, 1993, “Trips and International Intellectual Property Protection in an Age of Advancing Technology”, http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/amuilr9&div=28&g_sent=1&collection=journals
A variety of economic and technological variables initiated the drive to develop some form of an agreement to address the trade-related aspects of intellectual property. One purpose of intellectual property law is to provide innovators and investors with an incentive to participate in creative activity." Because investors tend to be averse to unreasonable or excessive risk, absent adequate intellectual property protection. many investors may shift their investments from intellectual property-dependant projects to less productive, albeit less risky investments. Intellectual property protection eliminates some investment risk and provides investors with an economic incentive to ﬁnance innovative activity." This investment, in tum, helps produce and support a prosperous econorny. In an increasingly integrated global economy, intellectual property protection will assume a more vital role as industrialized nations begin to shift from traditional manufacturing bases to more knowledge-based and research-intensive industries. Intellectual property piracy is rampant and affects a wide range of industries." In particular, piracy hurts pharmaceutical industries, industries protected by trademark law, and producers and publishers who rely on copyright protection (i.e.. developers of computer software, creators of literary and artistic works, and producers of audio and video recordings)" Many nations deny patent protection to pharmaceutical products which by their nature require considerable time and expense to develop and bring to market." Consequently, some pharmaceutical companies face foreign competitors who misappropriate information with the active assistance and encouragement of their govemments to produce inexpensive and potentially ineffective or dangerous imitations.” New technology such as digital audio tapes, high quality digital broadcasts, optical character recognition scanners, and recordable compact discs threaten to make piracy easier and more difficult to detect." These technologies allow pirates to make high quality copies of copyrighted materials at tries protected by trademark law, and producers and publishers who rely on copyright protection (i.e.. developers of computer software, creators of literary and artistic works, and producers of audio and video recordings)" Many nations deny patent protection to pharmaceutical products which by their nature require considerable time and expense to develop and bring to market." Consequently, some pharmaceutical companies face foreign competitors who misappropriate information with the active assistance and encouragement of their governments to produce inexpensive and potentially ineffective or dangerous imitations.” New technology such as digital audio tapes, high quality digital broadcasts, optical character recognition scanners, and recordable compact discs threaten to make piracy easier and more difficult to detect." These technologies allow pirates to make high quality copies of copyrighted materials at

IPRs are key to competitiveness

Lina Wang, Department of Neurosicence at the Ohio State University, 8/24/04, “Intellectual property protection in China*1”, The International Information & Library Review, Volume 36, Issue 3, http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1057231704000207#toc3
The protection of intellectual property all over the world is now at a dynamic stage of transformation. With the international cooperation in science and technology and the development of economy and trade, the legal protection of intellectual property is playing a more and more important role in the society and is receiving even greater attention worldwide. All nations around the world are attempting to formulate the development strategy facing the new century, and content protection is critical to seize the commanding height in science and technology, industry and economy. The development of the knowledge economy requires consistency with the legal system, so as to protect the advanced productive forces involved in new knowledge and the new economy. Moreover, just as civil and commercial legal systems have natural ties with the commodity economy and the market economy, the legal system of intellectual property also has natural ties with the market economy and the knowledge economy. The establishment and development of an intellectual property system is an inevitable result of human civilization, social progress and development of the commodity economy. The key to development of the knowledge economy resides in innovation of knowledge, while the intellectual property system, in terms of property, gives the owner of an innovation exclusive rights for a certain period, so that they might recover the high amount of input and gains of innovation, to drive economic development. The establishment of a legal system of intellectual property offers the “knowledge” turning to the “right” with the legal basis. It gives full play into the value of intellectual property and maximizes the interests of the owner, thereby mobilizing in full the people's enthusiasm to innovate. Protecting intellectual property rights is essential to fair competition, research and innovation. While the focus of competition shifts increasingly toward invention and innovation, the costs of many creative activities rise even as it becomes much easier to copy them (Maskus, 2000). This mainly involves pharmaceutical products, biotechnological inventions, operating software and theatrical films, which are expensive to produce and exposed to significant uncertainty in costs and demand but often easy to duplicate in mass. Clearly, stronger rights will provide competitive advantages for innovative firms, allowing them to appropriate larger returns from creative activity and generating incentives for additional invention ( Maskus, 2000). Therefore, successful IPRs protection is about producing effective, commercially driven results. Like any other facet of business, IPRs protection needs to demonstrate a return on investment. The best indications of a return on investment are increased market share and sales attributable to intellectual property rights protection. Improved media and public perception are other indications. Ultimately, companies can maintain a competitive advantage only through actively protecting the results of investment, knowledge, creativity and more than a little hard work. 

IPR in space key to research and exploration
Leo B. Malagar, and Marlo Apalisok Magdoza-Malagar, trustees of Boston University, Fall 1999, “*311 INTERNATIONAL LAW OF OUTER SPACE AND THE PROTECTION OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS”, Boston University International Law Journal, http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1687422
The importance of having a legal regime that protects IPR in space activities cannot be overemphasized. The lack of such regime impedes the efficient international cooperation among states and other entities engaged in space research. [FN218] IPR protection intends to stimulate the creativity of the human mind for the benefit of the public in such a way that the creator and the investor will be encouraged to be more active in space research and exploration. [FN219] Such protection likewise “encourages the publication, distribution and disclosure of the creation to the public, rather than keeping it secret which at the same time encourages commercial enterprises to select creative works for exploitation.” [FN220] 
China IPR DA – Aff Answers

Flow of technology can build trust and US-China cooperation

Shen Dingli, professor of international relations at Fudan University, Executive Dean of Fudan University’s Institute of International Studies, and Director of Center for American Studies, Winter 2009, “A CHINESE PERSPECTIVE ON CHINA-UNITED STATES COOPERATION IN SPACE”, http://web.mac.com/rharrison5/Eisenhower_Center_for_Space_and_Defense_Studies/Journal_Vol_2_No_3_files/Space%20and%20Defense%202_3.pdf
An even longer list of potential cooperation could be developed. The U.S. needs not necessarily be afraid of seeing technology flowing to China. Given China’s growth of domestic technology in the next decade, America can benefit from such cooperation with China that promises to emerge as a new major power generating indigenous advanced technology. After all, the build-up of political trust and scientific exchange will help build a new type of cooperative partnership between China and the U.S.
US pressure on China solves IPR violations

Andrew C. Mertha, Ph.D., assisstant professor of political science in Arts & Sciences, 2005, “The Politics of piracy: Intellectual property in contemporary China”, p. 6

Frustrated by growing ﬁnancial losses due to intellectual property theft in China, many in the U.S. IPR community argue that the best way to get China to act is by exerting pressure, to compel Beijing through the use (or threat) of sanctions and blandishments to improve IPR enforcement. The application of foreign pressure, always present as a diplomatic tool, has become a deﬁning characteristic of the bilateral relations between the U.S. and China since 1989. The crackdown on June 4 of that year in Beijing and other parts of China, coupled with the concurrent fall of communism in Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union, changed the very assumptions under which Washington had pursued its relations with Beijing for almost two decades. What had been a largely cooperative and constructive relationship based on a threat (the USSR) quickly deteriorated once the tanks rolled into Beijing and the Berlin Wall came down. China's image was transformed from what Ronald Reagan had labeled “that ‘so-called’ communist country" into an archetype of coercive authoritarianism and a political target for a huge spectrum of domestic U.S. interest groups ranging from organized labor to pro-life groups l0 human rights activists.‘ Whether a reaction to domestic political maneuverings or a measured response to Cl1ina‘s actions, U.S. pressure became a constant in its relations with China in the 1990s.

***ESA CP***
ESA CP – 1NC Shell 
Text: The European Union should (do the plan) through the European Space Agency.
Europe must take the lead in space—economically and developmentally feasible
European Commission, Enterprise and Industry, 1/19/11, “Space: Bringing space down to earth”, http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/policies/space/index_2ndpart_en.htm 
Europe needs an effective space policy that will allow the EU to take the global lead in selected strategic policy areas. Space can provide the tools to address many of the global challenges that face society in the twenty-first century: challenges that Europe must take a leading role in addressing. Space systems and space-based technologies are a critical part of the daily life of all European citizens and businesses. From telecommunications to television, weather forecasting to global financial systems, most of the key services that we all take for granted in the modern world depend on space in order to function properly. Research and development activities are coordinated within the framework of the overall European Space Policy, complementing the efforts of member countries and of other key players, including the European Space Agency.  In the future space will become even more important and offer new opportunities for business as well as services for citizens. Improved positioning and timing systems along with global environmental monitoring will provide areas for innovative companies to flourish by providing new services. Space is also critical in terms of environmental, security and climate change considerations. Europe is home to a large, hi-tech aerospace industry that supplies a significant part of the world's commercial requirements for satellite manufacture, launch and services. The European industry has proved highly competitive in a difficult marketplace. Space systems are clearly strategic assets that demonstrate independence and the ability to assume global responsibilities. To maximise the benefits and opportunities that they can provide to Europe now and in the future, it is important to have an active, co-ordinated strategy and a comprehensive European Space Policy.  

ESA CP – Solvency 

ESA should explore space—many benefits

Bryden Spurling, a former adviser to Australia's Chief Scientist and science and foreign affairs adviser to former senator Natasha Stott Despoja, 7/22/11, “Last shuttle means time to think big on space exploration”, http://www.smh.com.au/opinion/society-and-culture/last-shuttle-means-time-to-think-big-on-space-exploration-20110721-1hqyk.html
Space exploration is an inspirational goal and not a matter of life or death for any country. This makes it a perfect subject to bring nations together on a positive project to offset that heightened strategic competition. An international agency based on the European Space Agency would be flexible – open to a wide membership but able to start with only a small number of nations. In focusing on exploration, it would avoid the troublesome sovereignty issues to be found in Earth's orbit. It would require only a relatively small contribution from member-nations to achieve game-changing resource levels. Of course, there is a little idealism in this. Critics say we should not put money into space while there are problems here on Earth, as if grand human endeavour should be the first place to look for savings. Others say countries pursue space for nationalistic reasons, or that international agencies can be cumbersome and bureaucratic. True, but against the limping progress of the last few decades, or the alternative of not doing anything at all, an international agency is at least worth a shot. This is an idea that Australia, as a creative middle power, is well-placed to put forward. It would take only a small team of diplomats to gauge international interest to potentially change the world. 

Europe’s pursuit of unilateral space exploration is a precondition to cooperation
Christopher Stone, B.A., M.A. is a space policy analyst and strategist, 5/16/11, “Collective assurance vs. independence in national space policies”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1843/1
The third observation concerns EU’s view of international cooperation. Reading through the document, and what little press was given to the release of the policy, demonstrated a structure dissimilar to US policy. Rather than interweaving international and global themes throughout each sector or mission area, the Europeans focus on advancing domestic capability and policy for the benefit of Europeans. I will note that the Europeans are not anti-international cooperation; they do view themselves as a partner and want to maintain “space dialogues” with their “strategic partners”, notably Russia and the United States. However, one will note that international cooperation is a very short section of the overall policy and its overall strategic goal is to use space “as an instrument serving the Union’s internal and external policies.” Also, this section is the last in their list of strategic objectives. They do, however, acknowledge that “increasingly” space efforts are not just for individual nations but in many cases can be achieved through pooling resources. The word usage in quotations here is notable. By contrast, US space policy states that international cooperation in US space programs is a requirement (and a directive for all departments to pursue international partnerships in all space mission areas). The Europeans appear to see it as something to be considered following the development of their domestic capabilities and leadership in critical areas such as positioning, navigation and timing, and space launch, among others. 
Space exploration is a key area for ESA cooperation

ESA, 11/8-9/07, “European Objectives and Interests in Space Exploration”, http://esamultimedia.esa.int/docs/exploration/EuropeanThemes/European_Objectives_in_Space_Exploration.pdf , p. 25-6

As mentioned above, European involvement in a global space exploration programme has the potential to provide significant support for the growth of a knowledge-based economy, but such a programme could also be important in strengthening Europe’s international position in other ways. In particular, space exploration is likely to enhance Europe’s diplomatic, economic and scientific relationships through the development of partnerships with the USA and emerging world powers. For historical, cultural and political reasons, international relationships with the United States are recognised as extremely important for European countries. Space is one of the more visible examples of this cooperation. Maintaining the bilateral relationship that has existed since the 1970s is an excellent way of exhibiting Europe’s willingness to work with the USA and of easing the sometimes strained relations with its major ally. Europe also has a history of space cooperation with Russia, Canada and Japan. In recent years, some preliminary exchanges of expertise and knowledge have been made between ESA and China, with the potential for further collaboration in the future. This breaking down of barriers is important because the new, emerging strategic powers are joining the traditional space-faring nations in committing themselves to space exploration and human spaceflight. In a time of globalisation and rapidly shifting international relationships, it is essential that Europe maintains and develops its diplomatic, economic and scientific relationships with other countries. At the same time, Europe must ensure that any cooperative endeavour ensures a considerable degree of autonomy and independence, particularly in such a strategic domain as space exploration. Technological partnerships with emerging (or re-emerging) powers in space exploration and human spaceflight could be a way to develop strong economic and strategic relationships with these countries. It could also be a positive factor in integrating these countries into the international community and preventing dangerous technological proliferation. This approach was successfully implemented by the United States with Russia in the 1990s, after the disintegration of the Soviet Union. In a multi-polar world, improved diplomatic, economic and scientific relationships between Europe, the USA, Russia and the emerging world powers will be of prime importance. Taking into account the economic and strategic rise of new international powers, space exploration would be a key area in which cooperation could bring together these disparate nations. 

ESA CP – Solvency: Solar Flares

ESA is capable of detecting solar flares—new discoveries prove 
ESA Science & Tech, 10/12/10, “SOHO sheds new light on solar flares”, Science Programme European Space Agency, http://sci.esa.int/science-e/www/object/index.cfm?fobjectid=47814
In an effort to calculate how much energy is actually contributed to the TSI by flares, researchers from the Laboratoire de Physique et Chimie de l'Environnement et de l'Espace (LPC2E) in Orléans (France), collaborating with Swiss and Belgium teams, have been analysing 11 years of observations from space.  The team analysed the record of X-ray data acquired by the US GOES spacecraft during the entire solar cycle to detect the flares and record the times of their peak activity. The scientists eventually selected about 2000 flares which occurred near the centre of the solar disc. They then turned to the PMO and DIARAD radiometers of the VIRGO experiment on board the ESA/NASA SOHO spacecraft for information about the overall solar radiation heading toward Earth. The next task was to identify any small peaks in TSI caused by the flares. This task was complicated by the random 'noise' generated by the Sun's turbulent atmosphere. In order to recognise the contribution due to flares alone, the team used a statistical method to superimpose X-ray and TSI data taken at short time intervals around the period when a flare occurred. In this way, they were able to remove the random 'noise' from the data. "The problem was to recognise the overall output from flares, radiated simultaneously at all wavelengths and in the visible domain, despite the natural fluctuations of the solar irradiance," said Matthieu Kretzschmar, researcher at the LPC2E and first author of the study in Nature Physics. "It is like looking for 1-metre-high waves, caused by flares, within a rough sea where there are 70-metre-high waves caused by natural fluctuations." "To solve this problem, we amplified the 'one-meter-high waves' using the 'superposed-epoch analysis' method. The idea was to temporally superpose the total irradiance light curves for several flares. Natural random fluctuations in the solar irradiance cancel each other out, but the fluctuations caused by the flares are added and amplified." The analysis led to a surprising result: there was a significant peak in the TSI when a flare occurred. Not only was the total radiative output of the Sun sensitive to both large and small flares, but the total energy radiated by flares was found to be over 100 times greater than the energy that they radiate in X-rays. It turns out that X-rays contribute only a tiny part of the overall output of radiation during solar flares. These results, obtained within the framework of the European Community's SOTERIA project, will help to improve current theoretical models of flares and understanding of the variability in the solar irradiance that reaches our planet. They could also help to shed light on the behaviour of more distant stars, some of which may also host planetary systems. 
ESA CP – Solvency: Asteroids

ESA has asteroid detection technology
ESA, 6/2/11, "Near-Earth Objects – NEO”, http://www.esa.int/esaMI/SSA/SEMDQGCKP6G_0.html
The NEO team is based at ESA's Small Bodies Data Centre at ESA/ESRIN and at ESA/ESTEC under the leadership of Dr Detlef Koschny, an experienced planetary scientist. He has worked on numerous ESA missions, including Smart-1, Venus Express and the Agency's comet chaser, Rosetta, as well as the asteroid sample return mission Marco Polo. He is supported by Gerhard Drolshagen, an expert in the space environment and its effects who has studied meteoroids and space debris and performed impact risk assessments for numerous ESA missions.  The SSA-NEO team also includes ESA scientists having expertise in space debris studies, NEO mission analysis, planetary and asteroid science, astronomy and astrometry. These are supported by experts in scientific institutes and European industry, which are helping to create a functional and effective NEO warning system.  "Within Europe, we have developed world-class capabilities and expertise in observing, discovering and assessing NEOs. Our goal now is to coordinate and support local experts and make their observations available in a consistent system that offers benefits to all citizens - including those outside Europe" says Dr Koschny.   
ESA CP – Impact: Extinction
Strong EU solves extinction
John Bruton, Former Irish Prime Minister, Report before the Joint Committee on European Affair, October 2001, http://www.irlgov.ie/committees-02/c-europeanaffairs/future/page1.htm
2.5 As the Laeken Declaration put it, "Europe needs to shoulder its responsibilities in the governance of globalisation" adding that Europe must exercise its power in order "to set globalisation within a moral framework, in other words to anchor it in solidarity and sustainable development".    2.6 Only a strong European Union is big enough to create a space, and a stable set of rules, within which all Europeans can live securely, move freely, and provide for themselves, for their families and for their old age. Individual states are too small to do that on their own. Only a strong European Union is big enough to deal with the globalized human diseases, such as AIDS and tuberculosis. Only a strong European Union is big enough to deal with globalized criminal conspiracies, like the Mafia, that threaten the security of all Europeans. Only a strong European Union is big enough to deal with globalized environmental threats, such as global warming, which threaten our continent and generations of its future inhabitants. Only a strong European Union is big enough to deal with globalized economic forces, which could spread recession from one country to another and destroy millions of jobs. Only a strong European Union is big enough to regulate, in the interests of society as a whole, the activities of profit seeking private corporations, some of which now have more spending power than many individual states.  2.7 These tasks are too large for individual states.  2.8 Only by coming together in the European Union can we ensure that humanity, and the values which make us, as individuals, truly human, prevail over blind global forces that will otherwise overwhelm us.

ESA CP –Impact: EU-China Relations
Strong EU is key to EU-China relations

Fraser Cameron, Head of the Political and Academic Affairs Section in the Delegation of the European Commission in DC, 6/24/11, “Why China needs a strong EU”, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/opinion/2011-06/24/content_12765286.htm
At a media briefing before the premier's visit, Vice-Foreign Minister Fu Ying said that China had tried to help the European Union (EU) overcome its troubles by buying more European debt and encouraging bilateral trade, and that the future of the European economy was "vitally important" for China. China had not reduced its considerable reserve holdings of euros, she said. On the contrary, it has continued to buy the bonds of countries at the center of the crisis such as Greece, Portugal and Spain. Analysts say Chinese support has been important in stemming the depreciation of the euro. Today, it is just 5 percent below its peak against the US dollar, although many European companies would prefer to have a lower exchange rate. Support for the euro will help China in its twin track policy of increasing the international role of the yuan and allowing a gradual appreciation of its currency. Wen Jiabao is likely to reiterate China's support for the EU during his three-country tour. The EU is China's biggest export market, and China's future growth prospects are dependent on continuing to have access to the largest single market in the world. Trade between the EU and China reached $566 billion last year, almost 10 percent of the total global trade flow. Europe accounts for just over 20 percent of global GDP and about one-fifth of the global trade. Europe's leading economic position is also demonstrated by the fact that more than 170 of the World's 500 largest corporations are based in the EU. In addition, the average per capita GDP in the EU is about $32,500 compared to about $4,500 in China. In the past few months the EU has taken unprecedented steps to put in place new mechanisms to deal with the financial crisis. A massive $850-billion stabilization fund has been established and governments have agreed to allow the EU to monitor their economic and financial policies. These measures should help promote financial stability. At the same time, the EU will have to make further economic and social adjustments to meet the challenge from new emerging powers such as China. Many EU member states are struggling with low growth rates and severe austerity measures aimed at reducing high levels of national debt and deficits. Unemployment, especially unemployment among the youth, has increased in most EU member states and European companies face fierce competition in almost every sector. The technological gap between EU member states and non-European competitors continues to narrow and European society faces the socio-economic consequences of an ageing and shrinking population. During his visit to China last month, Herman van Rompuy, president of the European Council, thanked his Chinese hosts for their support and assured them that the future of the euro was not in doubt. He emphasized the importance of preserving an open economic and trade relationship. Several European companies have experienced problems operating in China, he said and urged Chinese leaders to ensure Trade Organization talks. The EU is trying to develop a common strategy toward China but is handicapped by differing views among its 27 EU member states on issues such as lifting the arms embargo and granting China market economy status. There have been a number of high-level EU-China meetings in recent weeks, which have sought to tackle some of the most difficult problems. Apart from the visit of Van Rompuy to China, Catherine Ashton, the EU foreign policy chief, met with State Councilor Dai Bingguo in Hungary during the second meeting of the EU-China High-Level Strategic Dialogue. These talks covered international issues such as the situation in North Africa and the Middle East, as well as economic cooperation. China of course is facing its own internal problems. Chinese leaders are aware of the social and economic problems facing the country and need a stable international environment and open markets for Chinese exports. This is why the European Union, despite all its current problems, will remain one of the most important partners of China in the coming decades. "a level playing field". China should take on more responsibility for the global economy and be better represented in international financial institutions, he said and asked China to pay more attention to climate change and help the rest of the world to move toward concluding the negotiations in the Doha Round of the World Trade Organization talks. The EU is trying to develop a common strategy toward China but is handicapped by differing views among its 27 EU member states on issues such as lifting the arms embargo and granting China market economy status. There have been a number of high-level EU-China meetings in recent weeks, which have sought to tackle some of the most difficult problems. Apart from the visit of Van Rompuy to China, Catherine Ashton, the EU foreign policy chief, met with State Councilor Dai Bingguo in Hungary during the second meeting of the EU-China High-Level Strategic Dialogue. These talks covered international issues such as the situation in North Africa and the Middle East, as well as economic cooperation. China of course is facing its own internal problems. Chinese leaders are aware of the social and economic problems facing the country and need a stable international environment and open markets for Chinese exports. This is why the European Union, despite all its current problems, will remain one of the most important partners of China in the coming decades.  

ESA CP –Impact: European Competitiveness

Space is key to European competitiveness

Vittorio Prodi, President, European Parliament’s Intergroup on Sky & Space, Member of the European Parliament for North-East with the Group of the Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe and sits on the European Parliament's Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety, 2008, “Governing the European Space Policy”, http://www.geospatialtoday.com/gst/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=1802
In the coming future the need for European independence for the security of supply for critical items will require the promotion and fostering of the European Space industry’s competitiveness. Yet to achieve this one must acknowledge the specificities of the sector. There is reliance upon a highly variable and unpredictable commercial market which is unable to ensure the required stability for the industrial base. Furthermore, there are very limited open markets, and unfair competitions with other strongly publicly supported rivals. To overcome these structural disadvantages there has been a call for a long-term Space strategy and subsequent consistent plan of investments which also encompasses the full life cycle of products and systems. Providing the projected funding for European Space policy will offer the industry increased stability and in turn ensure that they will have a permanent basis of activity. Again, the emphasis here should be upon sound consultative structures to promote a strong and competitive Space industrial base. The Lisbon treaty, and the expansion of the EU’s role in this policy area has widened the umbrella to include a number of new organisations which have a direct interest in how space policy will be governed. The structures which should be discussed and put in place prior to the beginning of the operational phases of Galileo and EGNOS, should reflect this. A feedback mechanism centred upon either the regional or national roles within the resulting structure would signal importantly the institutions recognition of the public nature of the services which are provided and the end users which they affect in a very direct manner. The Regions are an important element of this as they are involved prominently across the implementation chain; from infrastructure housing to applications of technology. It is the regions which manage the territory development plans, and contribute significantly to the creation and support of clusters and competitiveness zones which bring together manufacturers, higher education institutions and scientific research. Furthermore when we look into the benefits that space offers us vis-à-vis various policy areas such as climate change adaptation, the ability to disseminate gathered information to the decision makers who need it most in a timely manner is most important. Such mechanisms will encourage the direct free flow of information. As a driver for innovation, Space policy represents an important key driver in the European economy, and has often set the standard in technological development and implementation. Yet, ensuring Europe becomes a global leader in space requires the political will to set the global standard in governance structures with at their core principles of inclusiveness, flexibility and long sightedness. Whilst in the face of austerity measure this seems like a challenge for many Member States, the need to innovate and build on Europe’s traditional strengths have always manifested in one area; space. Getting it right now as we confront the duel issues of climate change adaptation and economic growth will mean that it will be the European citizens who benefit most as we forge ahead into future. 

ESA CP – Impact: Leadership 
Europe must take the lead in space exploration—signals power

ESA, 11/8-9/07, “European Objectives and Interests in Space Exploration”, http://esamultimedia.esa.int/docs/exploration/EuropeanThemes/European_Objectives_in_Space_Exploration.pdf , p. 25-6

Future space exploration will involve significant collaboration between space-faring nations. However, it is essential that Europe plays a lead role in this pioneering endeavour, not only in the technological sense, but also with regard to the influence a unified Europe can exert. It will, therefore, be important to demonstrate European assertiveness on the international scene by conducting a highly visible, ambitious programme of exploration and human spaceflight activities. Such a policy could also contribute to the European drive towards an independent strategic posture in foreign affairs and security matters. Space exploration and human spaceflight have traditionally been used by the superpowers as a means of impressing the world with their technological capabilities and global ambitions. Such high profile, prestigious activities represent one of the most efficient and visible ways of affirming an assertive global position in a peaceful manner, associating leadership with a willingness to cooperate with other nations. This policy remains at the core of the current US space exploration vision, and it is increasingly being adopted by emerging powers such as China and India as a demonstration of their intention to play a greater role in world economic and political affairs. Faced with this reality, it is imperative that Europe strives to increase political unity and that the European Union takes on the attributes and capacities of a sovereign entity, united or federated. Europe must find a way of showing to itself and to the rest of the world that it is still a major global power, which is unified, assertive, ambitious, and able to provide people, products and services of the highest quality. One way of achieving this recognition and status is to enlarge Europe’s strategic priorities in space to include exploration and human spaceflight. This would mean that Europe puts itself in a position to control its operations and access in near-Earth and cis-lunar space, with full participation and relative independence in key areas of the space exploration programme. The success of such a programme would help to promote awareness of a common identity among European member states and citizens, and to demonstrate increased confidence in the future capabilities and role of Europe in the 21st century. 
European space exploration would lead to space leadership and independence

Gerda Horneck, Professor at the German Aerospace Center, famous expert in the field of space biology, 5/1/10, “Towards a European vision for space exploration: Recommendations of the Space Advisory Group of the European Commission”, http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0265964610000238
Europe's role in the international scenario of space exploration Europe is in search of its role in space exploration. It must define its role soon within the global endeavour and prepare to contribute its key competences and systems. Two examples of key European competences are given below, which qualify Europe for leadership in these areas. With Spacelab, the Columbus Module and ATV Europe has gained key competences in developing habitats and research laboratories in space. There are several fields in life sciences in which Europe has gained a competitive role, such as human physiology and health-risk countermeasures, gravitation biology, radiation health issues and advanced life support technologies [8]. These elements are key requirements for safeguarding a human presence in space, on the Moon and ultimately on Mars. With Mars Express and the upcoming ESA/NASA Mars Robotic Exploration programme, Europe has recognised Mars as the focus of a science-driven space exploration programme. It should start robotically with a series of missions, including ExoMars, devoted to in-situ inspection and the quest for habitability and signature of life, followed by a sample return programme. In this endeavour, Europe should position itself as a major actor in defining and leading a Mars sample return programme. As part of an international space exploration roadmap, each of these steps must both contribute to the global enterprise of space exploration and deliver an added value for Europe. If Europe concentrates on these fields of key competence, it will maintain its independence within the global coordination of space exploration and strengthen European identity in space. It will be a major player in the global exploration initiative, and should lead some exploration missions, such as Mars in-situ research missions and Mars sample return missions. Europe will thus embrace the spirit of the European Space Policy by “Contribut[ing] to the knowledge-based society by investing significantly in space-based science and playing a strong role in international space exploration.” 

ESA CP – Impact: European Economy
CP strengthens European economy—ESA funds go back to member states
ESA, 5/31/05, “N° 27-2005:  ESA turns 30! A successful track record for Europe in space”, http://www.esa.int/esaCP/Pr_27_2005_p_EN.html
Money invested flows back to ESA Member States ESA's task is the pursuit of cooperation among European states on space research and technology for exclusively peaceful purposes. Large-scale space technology programmes in the area of infrastructure are therefore one cornerstone of ESA activities, such as the development of successive generations of the Ariane launcher and the human spaceflight programme, which is due to deliver the European contribution to the International Space Station in the form of the Columbus laboratory and the supply flights using the unmanned Automated Transfer Vehicle (ATV). In addition, the Agency carries out various programmes in the fields of space science, microgravity research, space transport systems, remote sensing, telecommunications and navigation. All such programmes are organised and carried out by ESA as a European enterprise. Without these strategically key space programmes, we in the Europe of today would have to rely on outside help with telecommunications and resources management. ESA also plays a coordinating role, in that it monitors activities pursued by the Member States nationally and, where appropriate, integrates them within a European framework. Its tasks also include development further down the line of innovative space technologies in order to help Europe build up an internationally competitive space industry. ESA at thirty has at its disposal for 2005 a budget of €2977 million. The bulk of the money is spent on orders with industry in the various Member States. The allocation procedure stipulates that each Member State is to receive a fair financial and technological return on its investment.
Economic failure leads to global nuclear war
Walter Russell Mead, The Henry A. Kissinger Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations and the author of God and Gold: Britain, America and the Making of the Modern World, 2/4/2009, “Only Makes You Stronger,” http://www.tnr.com/article/only-makes-you-stronger
So far, such half-hearted experiments not only have failed to work; they have left the societies that have tried them in a progressively worse position, farther behind the front-runners as time goes by. Argentina has lost ground to Chile; Russian development has fallen farther behind that of the Baltic states and Central Europe. Frequently, the crisis has weakened the power of the merchants, industrialists, financiers, and professionals who want to develop a liberal capitalist society integrated into the world. Crisis can also strengthen the hand of religious extremists, populist radicals, or authoritarian traditionalists who are determined to resist liberal capitalist society for a variety of reasons. Meanwhile, the companies and banks based in these societies are often less established and more vulnerable to the consequences of a financial crisis than more established firms in wealthier societies.As a result, developing countries and countries where capitalism has relatively recent and shallow roots tend to suffer greater economic and political damage when crisis strikes--as, inevitably, it does. And, consequently, financial crises often reinforce rather than challenge the global distribution of power and wealth. This may be happening yet again. None of which means that we can just sit back and enjoy the recession. History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. The wars of the League of Augsburg and the Spanish Succession; the Seven Years War; the American Revolution; the Napoleonic Wars; the two World Wars; the cold war: The list of wars is almost as long as the list of financial crises. Bad economic times can breed wars. Europe was a pretty peaceful place in 1928, but the Depression poisoned German public opinion and helped bring Adolf Hitler to power. If the current crisis turns into a depression, what rough beasts might start slouching toward Moscow, Karachi, Beijing, or New Delhi to be born? The United States may not, yet, decline, but, if we can't get the world economy back on track, we may still have to fight.

ESA CP – A2: No Funds

Europe has the funds for space exploration

EU Focus, Publication by the Delegation of the European Commission to the United States, July 2009, “The EU and Space Reaping the Benefits of Space Exploration and Technology”, http://www.eurunion.org/News/eunewsletters/EUFocus/2009/EUFocus-Space-7-09.pdf
Space systems and space-based technologies are now a critical part of daily life. From telecommunications to television, from weather forecasting to global financial systems, most key services depend on space to function correctly, and a viable space industry plays a crucial role in maintaining Europe’s industrial and technological competitiveness. The space sector is a €90 billion market worldwide, growing by seven percent annually. Europe is home to three of the world’s five largest satellite system operators, and European companies claim 40 percent of the commercial markets for satellite manufacturing, launch, and services. Europe’s public sector investment in civilian space activities is approximately €6 billion, with half invested through ESA and the remainder through national programs. In addition, the EU has increased its own funding to €1.4 billion (2007–2013) to support the European space program through its 7th Framework Program (FP7) for Research and Technological Development. FP7 promotes cooperation between universities, industry, and research centers across the European Union, as well as collaboration with non-EU countries, including the U.S. Eighty-five percent of FP7 funding for space-related activities supports GMES, the EU’s global earth observation system; the remainder contributes to space foundations which encourage the development of new concepts in space transportation and space technologies, as well as to reduce the vulnerability of space-based systems and services. Galileo (the EU’s global navigation positioning system) and GMES are priority EU programs with applications ranging from tracking agricultural yields and climate change to extending the use of positioning and navigation services to improve transport safety and efficiency. 

ESA CP – A2: No Tech
Europe has the launch capabilities

EU Focus, Publication by the Delegation of the European Commission to the United States, July 2009, “The EU and Space Reaping the Benefits of Space Exploration and Technology”, http://www.eurunion.org/News/eunewsletters/EUFocus/2009/EUFocus-Space-7-09.pdf
Europe’s Launch Capabilities Independent and cost-effective access to space is a strategic priority for Europe, and Europe has its own range of launch vehicles capable of launching the smallest scientific satellite or the heaviest commercial communications device from ESA’s Kourou spaceport. Ariane. Europe’s independent adventure in space began on December 24, 1979, with the successful launch of Ariane 1, ESA’s first heavy lifter. Today, Ariane 5 is used to launch satellites into geostationary transfer orbit, medium and low earth orbits, sun-synchronous orbits, and earth-escape trajectories. All versions of the Ariane 5 consist of a central core with two solid rocket boosters attached; the actual launch configuration can be adapted to specific satellite and trajectory requirements. Vega. Small launchers like Europe’s new Vega are necessary for the cost-effective placement of smaller satellites into the polar and low-earth orbits used for many scientific and earth observation missions. The most recent addition to Europe’s series of launch vehicles, Vega was designed as a single body launcher with three solid propulsion stages and an additional liquid propulsion upper module used for positioning, orbit control, and satellite release. Unlike most small launchers, Vega will be able to place multiple payloads into orbit, making access to space easier, quicker, and cheaper. The first launch is expected in 2009. Soyuz. In 2009, a Russian Soyuz launcher will lift off for the first time from a spaceport other than Baikonur, Kazakhstan or Plesetsk, Russia. The Soyuz rocket, expected to launch from Kourou, has been transporting cosmonauts into space since the 1950s. Soyuz, along with the U.S. space shuttle, ensures the continued transport of crews to and from the International Space Station. Soyuz 2, a medium-class launcher, will be able to carry up to three tons of cargo into geostationary transfer orbit from Kourou. 

ESA has the necessary space infrastructure for space exploration
Brittany Sauser, writes for the Technology Review, published by MIT, 6/24/11, “Space News this Week: An ESA Spacecraft, New Moon Images, and Solar-Electric Propulsion”, http://www.technologyreview.com/blog/deltav/26933/
The European Space Agency announced that its re-entry spacecraft, called Intermediate eXperimental Vehicle (IXV), will be ready to fly in 2013. The agency first announced the vehicle concept in 2009. Now the detailed design and technologies are ready and the agency has partnered with Thales Alenia Space Italia to manufacture the vehicle. Its first flight will be in 2013.  According to the press release,  Europe's ambition for a spacecraft to return autonomously from low orbit is a cornerstone for a wide range of space applications, including space transportation, exploration and robotic servicing of space infrastructure. This goal will be achieved with IXV, which is the next step from the Atmospheric Reentry Demonstrator flight of 1998. More maneuverable and able to make precise landings, IXV is the 'intermediate' element of Europe's path to future developments with limited risks. The new spacecraft, which resembles a wing-less space shuttle and it s test vehicle, will launch aboard a small ESA rocket, reaching an altitude of 450 kilometers. It will test technologies like advanced thermal protection systems, new guidance, navigation and control systems, and will collect lots of data. It will operate autonomously. It could be proving ground for ESA to develop a vehicle that can travel to the space station or other destinations.  

ESA CP – A2: Perm

Perm fails—Europe will slack off

Jeremy Shapiro, senior advisor to the assistant secretary of state for Europe and Eurasia at the U.S. Department of State and Nick Witney, served as the first Chief Executive of the European Defence Agency in Brussels, October 2009, “TOWARDS A POST-AMERICAN EUROPE: A POWER AUDIT OF EU-US RELATIONS”, http://ecfr.3cdn.net/05b80f1a80154dfc64_x1m6bgxc2.pdf
Among the illusions that European governments find hard to shake off, we identify four which are particularly damaging – the beliefs that: • European security still depends on American protection; • American and European interests are at bottom the same – and apparent evidence to the contrary only evidences the need for the US to pay greater heed to European advice; • the need to keep the relationship close and harmonious therefore trumps any more specific objective that Europeans might want to secure through it; and • “ganging up” on the US would be improper – indeed, counterproductive – given the “special relationship” that most European states believe they enjoy with Washington. In this report we aim to show how these illusions induce in European governments and elites an unhealthy mix of complacency and excessive deference towards the United States – attitudes which give rise to a set of strategies of ingratiation that do not work. Such attitudes and strategies fail to secure European interests; fail to provide the US with the sort of transatlantic partner that it is now seeking; and are in consequence undermining the very relationship for which Europeans are so solicitously concerned. 

Perm fails—cooperation turns into dependence—other issues prove

Jeremy Shapiro, senior advisor to the assistant secretary of state for Europe and Eurasia at the U.S. Department of State and Nick Witney, served as the first Chief Executive of the European Defence Agency in Brussels, October 2009, “TOWARDS A POST-AMERICAN EUROPE: A POWER AUDIT OF EU-US RELATIONS”, http://ecfr.3cdn.net/05b80f1a80154dfc64_x1m6bgxc2.pdf
Europe’s confused but essentially submissive approach to transatlantic relations frustrates Americans, but also sells their own interests short. The consequences are felt not just in direct transatlantic interaction, but also in how European governments deal, or fail to deal, with other international problems. To illustrate this, we look at three specific issues where their habit of viewing the world through the prism of transatlantic relations distorts European foreign policies: Afghanistan provides an ongoing demonstration of the consequences of European governments’ failure to take real responsibility for a conflict that they claim is vital to their national security interests. In their different ways, all have chosen to focus less on the military campaign than on what their individual roles mean for their bilateral relationships with Washington. Until 2008, EU countries and institutions disbursed almost as much as aid to Afghanistan as did the United States ($4.7bn vs. $5.0bn). In the same year, EU countries contributed more troops to NATO’s International Security Assistance Force than the Americans, and constituted about 37 percent of the foreign forces in Afghanistan. (The United States, which also deploys forces under a separate counterterrorism mission not under NATO control, contributed 54 percent of the total foreign forces).1 Yet Europe has minimal influence on how development strategies in Afghanistan are determined or how the war is being fought, essentially following the American lead. European politicians have declared that Afghanistan is vital to their own security, but in practice continue to treat it as an American responsibility. In the context of a faltering campaign, the upshot is evaporating public support; mutual transatlantic disillusionment; and a European failure to act as the engaged and responsible partner that the US has clearly needed for the last eight years. 

ESA and US joint missions fail—the US won’t fulfill its part

Peter B. de Selding, staffwriter for Space news, 4/22/11, “ESA Halts ExoMars Orbiter Work To Rethink Red Planet Plans with NASA”, http://www.spacenews.com/civil/110425-esa-halts-exomars-orbiter.html
The multibillion-dollar U.S.-European Mars exploration program has suffered a serious —  but not fatal — blow with NASA’s confirmation that it can no longer afford to launch its own rover alongside a European rover in 2018, European government and industry officials said.  Both sides have agreed to design a larger, common rover that will meet U.S. and European mission goals, with a Joint Engineering Working Group scheduled to present a detailed design by late this summer.  That alone would not put the joint Mars exploration program in crisis. But for the 18-nation European Space Agency (ESA), the 2018 mission was designed and financed as a single program that includes a 2016 launch with NASA of a Mars orbiter and an experiment package to test entry, descent and landing technologies.  With the 2018 mission facing a major modification, ESA in mid-April issued stop-work orders for all contracts related to its ExoMars program, including the 2016 mission. That decision has put additional stresses on a European ExoMars effort that, for the 2016 launch, was already facing deadline and financing issues that have nothing to do with NASA. The NASA decision may end up relieving some of the financial pressure. A single rover — even one larger and more complex than either of the two it replaces — should cost less than two separate rovers, according to preliminary estimates by industry. But the precise cost remains to be seen. 

ESA and EU are joint in space endeavors

Lt Col Michael Gleason, core division chief, Department of Political Science, USAFA, Colorado, experience in the Defense Meteorological Satellite Program, (DMSP), the Defense Satellite Communications System (DSCS) II, the Defense Support Program (DSP), and Milstar, PhD studies at the George Washington University, February 2010, High Frontier, T h e J o u r n a l f o r S p a c e a n d C y b e r s p a c e P r o f e s s i o n a l s, Volume 6, Nmber 2, “Shaping the Future with a New Space Power: Now is the Time”, http://www.afspc.af.mil/shared/media/document/AFD-100226-085.pdf 
Historically, ESA led collective European space efforts. The EU was a bit player. But ESA lacks political clout in Europe, whereas EU political power mushroomed in the 1990s along with its interest in space. The EU recognized that a vigorous space program was vital to its economic and security interests. To remain relevant, ESA had to make itself pertinent to achieving EU goals. It did. Today, ESA acts as the prime contractor for the development of EU space capabilities, including space capabilities with military applications. It is said that the EU provides the “demand” for space services and ESA provides the “supply.” The result has been Galileo, GMES, and the European SSA program.
 ESA CP – Now is Key
Now is key for US-ESA cooperation
Lt Col Michael Gleason, core division chief, Department of Political Science, USAFA, Colorado, experience in the Defense Meteorological Satellite Program, (DMSP), the Defense Satellite Communications System (DSCS) II, the Defense Support Program (DSP), and Milstar, PhD studies at the George Washington University, February 2010, High Frontier, T h e J o u r n a l f o r S p a c e a n d C y b e r s p a c e P r o f e s s i o n a l s, Volume 6, Nmber 2, “Shaping the Future with a New Space Power: Now is the Time”, http://www.afspc.af.mil/shared/media/document/AFD-100226-085.pdf 
The Future is Now The EU Lisbon Treaty signals that the EU is here to stay. Moreover, it signifies that the EU is determined to become a global power economically, politically, and in global security affairs. The treaty also demonstrates that the EU regards space—including security space—as a critical tool for achieving its goals. Over the last decade, that recognition caused the center of gravity for collective European space efforts to shift from ESA to the EU. In that time, the EU has been developing significant dual-use space capabilities and is now on the threshold of deploying them. Still, it is not too late for the US to influence the final architectures and institutional structures of the EU GMES and SSA space systems so that we may benefit from them. Engaging the EU now will insure that the opportunity for future cooperation is not foreclosed and help avert mounting deficiencies in US Earth observation capabilities and SSA. If we hesitate, we will be stuck with a go-it-alone strategy, which will become increasingly costly and increasingly ineffective. The future is in our hands. Now is the time to engage.

***ESA CP – Aff Answers***
ESA CP – Perm

Plan is key to prevent EU from taking over space lead
Christopher Stone, B.A., M.A. is a space policy analyst and strategist, 5/16/11, “Collective assurance vs. independence in national space policies”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1843/1
As the US current space policy notes, every nation has the right to access and use space. Each nation has the right to develop its own nationally-focused “unilateral” space policies that serve to advance their vital interests in security, prestige, and wealth as the baseline for any international cooperation they choose to support. Failure to invest in bold, ambitious space efforts with a national tone (in all sectors) in space will not only hurt the US space industry, but will harm our nation’s ability to advance its global interests in space, impact our traditional vital interests of independence and achievement, and threaten the very preeminence that we have labored so hard to achieve over the past fifty years. If our goal is the advancement of a global exploration program in space, then fine, but the US needs to observe that other nations and partnerships such as the EU and Russia appear to be taking an alternate path toward increased domestic space capabilities and expanded infrastructure for national interests. They are pressing ahead with their goals to step into the vacuum of leadership that the US is allowing through the shutdown of US programs, abandoning capabilities, and allowing the loss of large numbers of skilled space workers. Our next space policy and strategy, while including international efforts of mutual benefit, should focus on advancing American capability and enable a long range strategy for exploration and enhanced military capabilities in space, just as our friends the Europeans are pursuing. 

NASA and Europe should partner for space exploration
Amy Svitak, staffwriter for Aviation Week, 6/20/11, “Europe, U.S. Should Team In Space: Bolden”, http://www.aviationweek.com/aw/generic/story_channel.jsp?channel=space&id=news/asd/2011/06/20/11.xml&headline=Europe,%20U.S.%20Should%20Team%20In%20Space:%20Bolden
As NASA puts the finishing touches on proposed hardware designs for a congressionally mandated space exploration program, the agency’s top official says U.S. companies should partner with European industry to develop it. “It is my hope that we’ll be able to have Europeans in the critical path somewhere in the exploration initiative,” NASA Administrator Charles Bolden said here during a tour of western Europe that includes the biennial Paris air show and a possible trip to the Vatican to meet Pope Benedict XVI. “If we don’t, then we’re not doing what I said we’re going to do, which is a new way of doing business where we do put people outside NASA in the critical path.” As NASA finalizes the design of a new heavy-lift rocket capable of sending humans beyond low Earth orbit — a shuttle-derived vehicle that is expected to incorporate two existing liquid-oxygen/liquid hydrogen stages and competitively selected liquid- or solid-fuel boosters (Aerospace DAILY, June 17) — Bolden says he hopes U.S. companies will team with European firms to develop the heavy-lift launcher. As an example, Bolden cites the collaborative proposal between Utah-based Alliant Techsystems (ATK) and Europe’s largest space company, the Astrium division of EADS, to jointly develop the Liberty rocket under NASA’s commercial crew transportation initiative. The agency rejected the U.S.-European proposal in April, but Bolden says he expects Liberty to compete in another round of awards anticipated next year as part of NASA’s plan to outsource astronaut and cargo transit to the International Space Station. “Look at what ATK did with Liberty, reaching out to [Astrium] to build an upper stage,” he says, citing the proposal’s use of the Vulcain engine that powers the core stage of Astrium’s Ariane 5 rocket. “That is an example of what you would hope American industry does.” Bolden says European firms also could compete for integration work under the heavy-lift launch vehicle program. “We haven’t talked about how we’re going to integrate the package,” he says. “That’s where I think you would find an opportunity for a European company if they wanted to enter the fray.” In addition to planned visits with Jean-Jacques Dordain, director general of the European Space Agency, as well as the heads of several European space bodies, Bolden says he will meet with European industry leaders. “This will be a listening meeting for me,” he says. “I just want to hear what they have in mind.”  
Perm is the only way to solve 

Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy, 10/24/2007, “The European Union's Soft Power: A Force for Change”, http://www.regeringen.se/sb/d/7417/a/90906

If we look at the big issues confronting our world in the years ahead - climate change, proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, economic growth through trade and reforms, international terrorism, energy security, building bridges between civilisations, trying to lift the bottom billion of our world out of despair - it is very difficult to see them being moved towards some sort of solution without more active engagement on the part of the European Union. I would say that an active role for the European Union is a precondition for moving all of these issues in the direction we all seek - although it is obviously not enough. We must reinforce our cooperation across the Atlantic with the United States - our traditional and firm partner - but we must also intensify our efforts at building truly strategic relationships with the rising and responsible powers of - to name just a few - India, China and Brazil. With the Reform Treaty now agreed, we are creating new possibilities for our Europe to live up to its responsibilities as well as its opportunities in these important areas. 

ESA CP – It Fails

Europe lacks funds and political support for space exploration
Andy Pasztor, journalist for the Wall Street Journal, 6/23/11, “Europe Ends Independent Pursuit of Manned Space Travel”, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702304569504576403810498723484.html?mod=googlenews_wsj
LE BOURGET, France—Europe appears to have abandoned all hope of independently pursuing human space exploration, even as the region's politicians and aerospace industry leaders complain about shrinking U.S. commitment to various space ventures. After years of sitting on the fence regarding a separate, pan-European manned space program, comments by senior government and industry officials at the Paris Air Show here underscore that budget pressures and other shifting priorities have effectively killed that longtime dream. Jean-Jacques Dordain, head of the European Space Agency, stressed that Europe won't design its own rockets or new spacecraft for manned missions, but may contribute to international efforts. "We don't need any European autonomy in manned flights," Mr. Dordain told a press conference earlier this week. The agency's chief also said that by failing in the past to set up robust international space-transportation partnerships, Europe and the U.S. "made a collective mistake." As a result, Mr. Dordain said, "we now face the not very comfortable situation" of being totally dependent, at least for the next few years, on Russian technology to reach the international space station. Such concerns coincide with next month's planned retirement of the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration's final space shuttle. That will leave Russian Soyuz rockets as essentially the only way to get cargo or astronauts from any nation into low earth orbit—until the U.S develops and deploys shuttle replacements in the second half of the decade. NASA chief Charles Bolden also made an appearance at the show partly to stress trans-Atlantic cooperation, including a possible unmanned voyage to Mars. But European officials generally remain skeptical that NASA will be able to come up with its full share of funding for the project. Under President George W. Bush, NASA explicitly said it didn't want European involvement in critical manned systems. Now, the agency is singing the praises of international cooperation as the only way to cover the huge costs of manned exploration of deep space. But budget constraints and political squabbling may put many of those plans on hold. Jean-Yves Le Gall, chief executive of launch-services provider Arianespace, agreed in an interview that an all-European manned space effort is off the table. "It's a dream," according to Mr. Le Gall, "but it's not realistic." Mr. Le Gall also said that when it comes to U.S. launcher development, "there is a lot of talk, but not a lot of achievements." Both NASA and ESA, its European counterpart, face severe spending constraints and political uncertainty over their future. On both sides of the Atlantic, there are plans to build powerful new rockets with enhanced capabilities, including heavy-lift versions to explore deeper into space. But their problems also are similar. There are debates in Europe and the U.S. about safeguarding the existing industrial base tied to solid rocket motors. At the same time, experts in both cases are advocating new liquid-fueled rocket engines as less costly and easier to operate. 

ESA CP – No Space Leadership
EU collapse will collapse because of debt crisis—even space can’t solve
Herman Van Rompuy, President of the EU, 11/16/10, “Ireland crisis could cause EU collapse,” The Guardian

The president of the European Union has warned that the EU could collapse unless the debt crisis that is gripping the region is resolved. Herman Van Rompuy, president of the European Council, raised the stakes ahead of this evening's showdown talks between finance ministers in Brussels. With Ireland and Portugal both on the brink of seeking a bailout, Van Rompuy warned that there is a serious risk of contagion spreading across the continent. "We're in a survival crisis," Van Rompuy said in a speech in Brussels. "We all have to work together in order to survive with the eurozone, because if we don't survive with the eurozone we will not survive with the European Union." However, the former Belgian prime minister added: "I'm very confident we will overcome this." Van Rompuy's speech added to the pressure on the Irish government, which was continuing to resist international pressure to accept a bailout this morning. Shares fell across Europe as pressure mounted on Ireland to accept an EU or International Monetary Fund bailout to stem contagion to other high-deficit eurozone countries. Portugal, which has seen its borrowing costs rocket along with Ireland's, warned last night that it too might need a rescue package. But despite fears that the crisis could bring down the euro, Ireland's minister for European Affairs Dick Roche denied this morning that Ireland needed emergency financing. "I would hope after the Ecofin meeting this afternoon and tomorrow there would be more logic introduced into this," he said on the BBC's Today programme. "There is no reason why we should trigger an EU or IMF-type bailout." He admitted: "There is a problem with liquidity in banks, there is no doubt about that, but I don't think that the appropriate response to that would be for European finance ministers to panic." Roche reiterated: "Ireland doesn't need to trigger any mechanisms because of sovereign debt and the problems in banks are being dealt with." Sovereignty at stake Ireland fears the punitive terms of a bailout as it would have to give up partial sovereignty over its finances and could be forced to raise corporation tax. Ireland's opposition finance spokesman, Michael Noonan, said yesterday that a bailout could lead to Ireland being suspended from the bond markets for three or four years. The FTSE 100 index in London had fallen by 94 points by midday, at 5726. In Asia, Japan's Nikkei closed down 0.3% at 9797.10 while Hong Kong's Hang Seng dropped 1.4% to 23,693.02. Portugal's finance minister Fernando Teixeira dos Santos said last night his country was at risk, as "we are not facing only a national or country problem – it is the problems of Greece, Portugal and Ireland." Many City analysts believe a bailout of some sort is inevitable. Gary Jenkins, head of fixed income research at Evolution Securities, said: "The latest idea seems to be that they [Ireland] utilise EU money to recapitalise their banking sector. This may be a more politically acceptable way of accepting aid for the Irish government. It is clear that as much as Ireland protests that they can fund themselves for a while yet that the EU would like the situation settled as quickly as possible to try and stop the contagion effect. The meeting of the EU finance ministers today could end up resembling a situation rather like when you meet an old friend who has fallen on hard times and try to help them out financially ... 'Go on, take it, it's nothing.' 'No, I couldn't, really, I'm fine.'" Nouriel Roubini, professor of economics at New York University and chairman of Roubini Global Economics, wrote in the Financial Times today: "Put simply the Irish – like the Greeks – are on a path to near or complete insolvency." He added: "The reason the EU has so far decided to provide emergency financing to Greece and Ireland is not because it lacks a legal mechanism for orderly restructuring; it is rather because of concerns about systemic contagion." But he argued that an orderly restructuring via bond exchange offers – in which sovereign debt is exchanged for other assets – is the best way to reduce this risk. 

***Consult Japan***

Consult Japan – Solvency

U.S.-Japan cooperation on space is necessary for effective space exploration

Kazuto Suzuki, Associate Professor of International Political Economy at Public Policy School of Hokkaido University, graduated from the Department of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, received Ph.D. from Sussex European Institute, advisor for the Space Development Committee of Liberal Democratic Party of Japan and the Society of Japanese Aerospace Companies, Senior Policy Researcher for the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency, 6/18-9/10, “Space Cannot be Safe Without Japan-US Cooperation”, http://www.sof.or.jp/en/topics/pdf/10_01_g.pdf
The United States and Japan, two advanced space-faring nations, should cooperate to improve international regulations and the establishing of an international code of conduct. It is an obvious benefit for both of us to maintain security in space, and we shall abide by the rules that we promote. But it is not enough as long as there are other states that might threaten the space environment. Both the United States and Japan are capable of improving our capability for removing these threats by intensifying the capability of Space Situational Awareness and possibly by developing debris removal technology. Furthermore, the United States and Japan can do many other things by using their space assets. Space is an unmistakably useful tool for monitoring climate change, nuclear disarmament and its proliferation, and for confidence building measures. Japan has long implemented self-regulation on using space for security purposes, but since 2008 the new Basic Law for Space Activities has been implemented which allows the use of space for international and national security purposes. As space technology is inherently dual-use technology, Japan has developed very sophisticated space technology through civilian programs that might also provide various services for regional and international security. The United States and Japan have fully cooperated in civilian programs such as the International Space Station, but the level of cooperation in security matters is still immature due to the self-imposed regulations by Japan. But the Basic Law for Space Activities has opened up a wide variety of possibilities on which both of us can cooperate to ensure long-term sustainability of the space environment. Cooperation between the United States and Japan will undoubtedly be a most important factor in maintaining the safe and secure use of space. 
Consult Japan – Space is Key
Space is the crucial test of U.S.-Japan relations

Kurt M. Campbell, Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, previously the Chief Executive Officer and co-founder of the Center for a New American Security (CNAS) and Christian Becker, principal author, and Yuki Tatsumi, Senior Associate of the East Asia Program at the Henry L. Stimson Center, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, p. 28, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf 
This project on the prospects and consequences for enhanced U.S.–Japan Strategic Cooperation in Space is the product of a rich, interdisciplinary research agenda undertaken by the International Security Program of the Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington, D.C. over the last twelve months. While various aspects of enhanced cooperation between the United States and Japan have received considerable attention in recent years, there has been a conspicuous absence of analysis and commentary concerning the legacy of and possibilities for American and Japanese bilateral cooperation in space. At the onset of a new strategic era marked by profound international uncertainty, the United States and Japan now stand at a critical juncture in their bilateral relationship. While economic tensions and contrasting political agendas have marked much of the history of U.S.–Japan relations, the relationship has matured in recent years into a deep partnership that encompasses a wide range of global and regional issues. The trade frictions that poisoned the relationship in the 1980s and early 1990s have receded somewhat, and there is currently a more powerful sense of commitment in both capitals to help maintain a strong security alliance in an unexpectedly dangerous post-Cold War environment.  The way the United States and Japan interact in space is likely to be one of the more important, and indeed interesting, arenas for potential cooperation in the future. Space policy is truly multi-dimensional, and decisions regarding the allocation of resources, structure international cooperation agreements, and establishment of industry-wide standards touch on a number of crucial policy areas. Virtually every major step in space invariably affects the security, commerce, trade, science and information technology agendas of each nation 

Consult Japan – Key to Alliance
Keeping ties with Japan is key to the alliance
Michael Auslin, AEI's director of Japan Studies, associate professor of history and senior research fellow at the MacMillan Center for International and Area Studies at Yale, 4/15/10, “U.S.-Japan Relations”, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137
Mr. Chairman, Senator Inhofe, and Members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to testify today on the current state of U.S.-Japan relations, and to look ahead at the role the relationship will play in future economic and security developments for both countries.  Despite current difficulties in the relationship, I believe that close ties with Japan are essential for the United States to retain a credible strategic position in East Asia and for future economic prosperity in both Asia and America.  Yet we must also recognize that relations between the United States and Japan will be more tenuous over the next several years, requiring close communication and a frank assessment of how the relationship benefits each partner. All political relationships change, and that between Japan and the United States is no exception.  Policymakers on both sides of the Pacific have continually adjusted the alliance to reflect national interests, capabilities, and perceptions of the strengths of each other.  The strategic realities of maintaining a forward-based U.S. presence in the western Pacific have been intimately tied to the domestic political policies of administrations in Tokyo and Washington for the past half-century.  Yet today, new governments in both countries have policies that seem, on the surface, to indicate goals different from their predecessors, thus raising anxieties in both capitals. Any substantive change in the U.S.-Japan alliance or in the political relationship that undergirds it could have unanticipated effects that might increase uncertainty and potentially engender instability in this most dynamic region. 
Space cooperation key to the alliance
Setsuko Aoki, Professor of International Law, Faculty of Policy Management, Keio University, Japan, 2009 “CURRENT STATUS AND RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN JAPAN’S NATIONAL SPACE LAW AND ITS RELEVANCE TO PACIFIC RIM SPACE LAW AND ACTIVITIES”, http://spacelaw.sfc.keio.ac.jp/sitedev/archive/current.pdf 

As the U.S. being the only ally for Japan, Japan-U.S. bilateral space cooperation is the most important as far as Japan is concerned. The Japan-U.S. Exchange of Notes Constituting an Agreement Concerning Co-Operation in Space Activities for Peaceful Purposes in 19695 and two successive Exchange of Notes in 19756 and 19807 permitted U.S. industry to contract with the Japanese government or industry to provide unclassified technology, which accelerated Japan’s ability to develop liquid propellant engines that enabled Japan to place a heavier satellite in a higher orbit. 

Consult Japan – Says yes

Japan would say yes—they want space cooperation

Michele Flournoy, serves as the principal staff assistant and advisor to the Secretary of Defense and the Deputy Secretary of Defenserved as a distinguished research professor at the Institute for National Strategic Studies at the National Defense University, was a senior adviser at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, 7/16/10, from Asahi Shinbum—Japanese news service, “U.S.-Japan alliance a cornerstone in a complex world”, http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201007150534.html
Japan's decision to invest in advanced AEGIS destroyers, upgrade its Patriot missile battalion, and cooperate with the United States on a next generation of missile defense systems, underscores a firm commitment to enhancing regional deterrence.  The United States and Japan will look to grow our partnership in the areas of space and cyber cooperation. As the world becomes increasingly interconnected, we recognize the need to strengthen our cooperation under the alliance to promote the security of the global commons, including space and cyberspace.  As we move into the future, we will also look to develop new programs for cooperation, like "Green Alliance" initiatives, which aim to promote the use of environmentally friendly technology on Guam and Japan. We also aim to enhance cultural exchanges, education programs and research partnerships.  It is often said that the strength of any relationship can be measured by how well it manages challenges, conflicts and crises. Over the past 50 years, the U.S.-Japan alliance has endured all three and emerged stronger and ready to address the challenges of the 21st century.  
Japan would say yes—they want to preserve the alliance
Yukio Okamoto, founder and president of Okamoto Associates, Inc., served for 23 years in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, was Special Advisor to the Prime Minister, Spring 2002, “Japan and the United States: The Essential Alliance”, The Washington Quarterly, Volume 25, Number 2, p. 64
For Japan, the United States is the country’s only ally. Japan concentrates all its attention on smoothing its relations with the United States, routinely making difficult political decisions to keep the alliance on an even keel. For  the United States, however, Japan is one ally among many. Surrounded by so many supporters, the United States rarely feels pressured to make extraordinary sacrifices in order to preserve one particular relationship. Indeed, U.S. members of Congress and others have been unable to resist suggesting to allies that they copy one another’s practices so that the United States can reap maximum benefit. In its relationship with the United States, Japan has craved respect. Treated with consideration, the Japanese government delivers on its promises. As former defense secretary Caspar Weinberger noted in his memoirs: I was surprised and pleased by the speed with which the Japanese agreed to share defense responsibilities with us, and add to their own defense capabilities. [The] agreement vindicated my view that we could make progress with the Japanese, if we approached them with the respect and dignity they deserve as a world power, and that defense was an issue we could discuss frankly with them as befits a true partnership.2 
They’d say yes to the plan—mutual concerns and Japan’s looking to cooperate with the US over space
House of Japan, Japanese News source, 2/5/11, “Japan US boosts space coop.”, http://www.houseofjapan.com/world/japan-us-boosts-space-coop
In space, Japan and the United States aim to promote defense cooperation between Japan's Self-Defense Forces and U.S. troops in various ways such as bolstering information-communication functions by sharing artificial satellites, the sources said. The two countries will also work together to tackle risks posed by space debris which could cause significant damage if they collide with active satellites. In cyberspace, the two countries have faced common challenges of how to tackle destructive activities to their infrastructures including electrical power and financial systems as well as the flow of information. The two nations will consider compiling countermeasures on the issues while fostering human resources, the sources said. In the current common strategic goals set in 2005, Japan and the United States hoped for a peaceful resolution of issues concerning the Taiwan Strait, but China protested it vehemently, saying the move violates Chinese sovereignty. The focus of the new common strategic objectives is on to what extent Japan and the United States will touch on matters caused by rapidly growing China, observers said. Both governments are also expected to refer to North Korea, which continues military provocations and nuclear development, and Russia, which is expanding its military activities in the Far East, the sources said.  

Consult Japan – Space is Key

Space is the key area for consultation 

Kurt M. Campbell, Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, previously the Chief Executive Officer and co-founder of the Center for a New American Security (CNAS) and Christian Becker, principal author, and Yuki Tatsumi, Senior Associate of the East Asia Program at the Henry L. Stimson Center, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, p. 28, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf 

The U.S.–Japan relationship in many respects is enjoying its most stable period in decades. The two countries are working together closely on security issues such as North Korea, the war on terrorism, and ballistic missile defense. Support for the alliance is at record highs in both countries. Discontent among the Japanese public with the American military presence in the country is muted at present. The heated, often acrimonious trade disputes of the 1980s and early 1990s seem a distant memory. The personal relationship between President Bush and Prime Minister Koizumi is strong.  But there is no guarantee that new issues will not emerge to test the relationship’s recent solidity. Accidents or incidents involving U.S. forces stationed in Japan, or unexpected events (akin to the Ehime Maru incident), could occur and rekindle latent resentments. Politicians in either country could blame their poor economic performance on the other, and trigger a new round of protectionist behavior. The two countries could diverge in their opinions on the appropriate response to an incident on the Korean peninsula.  Given these uncertainties, now is the time to lock in the gains of a strong U.S.–Japan alliance, by strengthening and renewing the institutions, frameworks, and channels of interaction and cooperation that are the bulwark of the relationship. Space policy is one area where such attention is due, and it is our hope that the United States and Japan will move forward in the near term to develop a new governing framework for the bilateral relationship, and take the additional specific steps that will ensure that both countries continue to make positive and stabilizing progress on international space policy. 
Consult Japan – Impact: Stability 

US-Japan alliance is key to stability in the region—the alternative is a nuclear armed Japan or an anti-America Japan-China stance
Richard J. Samuels, Ford International Professor of Political Science and Director, Center for International Studies, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 2009, “Wing Walking: The US-Japan Alliance1”, http://globalasia.org/articles/issue9/iss9_3.html
Third, it is not clear that the end of Japan’s cheap ride on US security guarantees would be the beginning of shared burdens, common cause, ameliorated risks or significantly reduced costs to the US. The end of the alliance, or even the threat of its demise, would invite Japan to choose between balancing China and accommodating it. If Tokyo opts for the former, Washington will have stimulated exactly the great power dynamics most likely to destabilize the region. If it selects the latter, the US will have helped create the regional hegemon that structural realists most fear.6 Without the US military as a “pacifier,” one of two things will happen. Either Japan will become a great (and nuclear armed) power — perforce spelling a decline in US influence there — or else China and Japan will find common cause in balancing jointly US power on the global stage.7 Neither is an attractive alternative to the status quo. A national debate about Japan’s security posture, occasioned by what many Japanese openly refer to as America’s “relative decline,” is already underway.8 
Fourth, there are as yet no viable multilateral institutions that might plausibly ameliorate a regional arms race or that might provide the transparency needed for Washington to be confident that restraint would be less costly than the status quo. As I shall explore below, the stability of the region’s security architecture depends on the robust bilateral hub and spokes provided by the US. While a change in this architecture will surely come, US interests are best served in the near-term if Washington remains a player in the region, with a seat at the head of the table where the new arrangements are negotiated.9 
For these several reasons, then, the bilateral security alliance does not seem more costly than its likely alternatives. To have more confidence in this claim, one would have to review US and Japanese interests in greater detail than is possible here. Instead, let me stipulate that the shared goals of preserving stability, openness and security in Northeast Asia have not changed. The US and Japan are still stronger together than apart. My argument here is straightforward. As in the case of the Depression Era “wing-walkers” in the United States who entertained crowds high above state fairs with their airborne acrobatics, in matters of national security it is dangerous to let go with one hand before having a secure grasp with the other. Not only should Washington not let go of the alliance until it has a firm hold on a new security architecture, it should strengthen the alliance as a means toward that end. The US needs to be engaged in the region if a multi-polar balance of power in East Asia is to be established that does not increase the risks of miscalculation and war. The first step toward ensuring that engagement is to strengthen the US-Japan alliance. 

Consult Japan – Impact: U.S. Leadership

Cooperation over space with China is key to U.S. leadership
Lou Friedman, Director of the Society's LightSail Program, remains involved in space programs and policy, co-founded the Society, was a Navigation and Mission Analysis Engineer and Manager of Advanced Projects at JPL, 2/14/11, “American Leadership”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1778/1
American leadership in space is much more desired that resented—except when it gets used unilaterally, as in the past Administration’s call for “dominance in cislunar space.” Asian countries (China, Japan, India) are especially interested in lunar landings; Western countries, including the US, much less so. However, cooperating with Asian countries in lunar science and utilization would be both a sign of American leadership and of practical benefit to US national interests. Apollo 11 astronaut Buzz Aldrin has been a leader advocating such cooperation. At the same time American leadership can be extended by leading spacefaring nations into the solar system with robotic and human expeditions to other worlds. The US can’t do everything alone. Climate monitoring, Earth observation, space weather prediction, and ultimately asteroid deflection are huge and vital global undertakings that require international participation. That is also true with exploration projects sending robots and human to other worlds. American leadership in these areas is welcomed and used by other countries, even as they develop their own national programs. The US government should make more of this and not treat it as an afterthought—or even worse, prohibit American leadership as the House of Representatives is doing this week by banning any China collaboration or cooperation. (The proposed House continuing resolution for fiscal year 2011 prohibits OSTP or NASA funds to be used for anything to do with China.) 
Consult Japan – Impact: Laundry List
U.S.-Japan cooperation is good—laundry list

Kurt M. Campbell, Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, previously the Chief Executive Officer and co-founder of the Center for a New American Security (CNAS) and Christian Becker, principal author, and Yuki Tatsumi, Senior Associate of the East Asia Program at the Henry L. Stimson Center, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, p. 20, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf 
These arguments are counter-balanced by four positive imperatives for the United States to support a new framework for cooperation. First, the federal government faces growing fiscal constraints, and a stronger relationship with Japan could facilitate cost-sharing on research and development (R&D) and expensive projects (as is currently the case with the International Space Station and ballistic missile defense).  Second, a stronger relationship could increase business for U.S. firms in the space industry. American aerospace companies would likely be able to increase their role as high-value subcontractors on Japanese-led projects. Smaller companies could improve their access to the Japanese market. In addition, by taking away the incentive for Japanese firms to develop autonomous capabilities, new competition would be preempted, at least in the short to medium-term.  Third, the United States would gain a stronger position as a global standard-setter for space technology. Its leadership has been under assault in recent years, most notably in the case of Europe’s Galileo system. Japan can be thought of as a “swing vote” in the global standards-setting battle. Stronger cooperation will improve the United States’ ability to persuade its ally of the wisdom of alignment on standards. This could have the secondary effect of dissuading Europe from introducing new, competitive standards in the future.  Fourth, and most importantly, a new framework could strengthen the overall bilateral alliance and Japan’s regional secsurity posture, to the benefit of U.S. strategic interests. By treating Japan as a trusted partner in space policy, the United States would assist Japan’s cautious steps forward toward assertiveness in regional security, and also help to keep its views in concert with U.S. policy. This would facilitate responsible and cooperative action on critical concerns of U.S. policymakers, in particular over North Korea. 
Consult Japan – Impact: Economy

US-Japan alliance key to stability and economic prosperity

Joseph S. Nye, University Distinguished Service Professor, PhD in political science from Harvard, served as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, Chair of the National Intelligence Council, and Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology, and Richard L. Armitage, 13th United States Deputy Secretary of State, February 2007, “The u.s.-japan alliance Getting Asia Right through 2020”, CSIS Report, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/070216_asia2020.pdf
Well into the future, the United States and Japan will hold the keys to economic prosperity and stability in Asia. Our two nations have a primary responsibility to exercise leadership and wise stewardship over the international economic system of which Asia is a major driver. Likewise, we need to consider ways to help each other successfully overcome our respective economic, structural, and strategic challenges. With the Doha Round of international trade talks in disarray, it is all the more important that we consider ways to expand the density and depth of our economic partnership, keeping a clear eye not simply on economics but also national strategy. The United States and Japan need to move quickly toward promoting and ensuring the forces of free trade and economic integration by launching negotiations toward a bilateral free-trade agreement. This would become the hub for an emerging network of FTAs in Asia and provide energy to the whole world economy.

Consult Japan – Impact: Chinese Aggression

US-Japan alliance necessary to stop Chinese aggression
Evan S. Medeiros, senior political scientist at the RAND Corporation, Ph.D. in International Relations from the London School of Economics and Political Science, an M.Phil in International Relations from the University 
of Cambridge, M.A. in China Studies from the University of London’s School of Oriental and African Studies (SOAS), and a B.A. in analytic philosophy from Bates College, 2005, CSIS, The Washington Quarterly 289:1 pp. 145-167, “Strategic Hedging and the Future of Asia-Pacific Stability”, http://www.twq.com/06winter/docs/06winter_medeiros.pdf
The U.S.-Japanese alliance is the most important and long-standing element of U.S. security strategy in Asia and is central to its efforts to hedge against the possible emergence of a revisionist China. The Bush administration has consistently taken steps to increase Japan’s military role and diplomatic involvement in global and regional security affairs. U.S. strategists support such actions in arguing they are commensurate with Japan’s position as an economic power, as a means to burden-share with Japan in addressing regional security challenges, and as consistent with U.S. efforts to shape China’s ascendance and dissuade it from potentially destabilizing actions in the future.12 The United States seeks a “global partnership” with Japan and is pursuing this by encouraging it to contribute to U.S. military operations in Afghanistan and Iraq, coordinating extensively with Tokyo on regional aid and relief issues, and augmenting bilateral defense trade. The United States also supports constitutional reform that could allow Japan’s military potentially to expand and be more active in the region. Such an expanded role was demonstrated by the participation of Japanese forces in the U.S.-Thai- Singaporean “Cobra Gold” military exercise with Southeast Asian nations for the first time this year. U.S.-Japanese military technical cooperation is also growing, especially on missile defenses. In February 2005, the United States and Japan issued for the first time a highly consequential joint statement that explicitly tied the bilateral alliance to peace and security in the Taiwan Strait. Finally, the current U.S. Global Defense Posture Review envisions changes in deployments and command structures that would increase interoperability and further facilitate Japan’s military assuming a greater role in U.S.-led military operations in Asia and beyond.13 
Consult Japan – Impact: Environment
Alliance is key to combatting environmental problems

Joseph S. Nye, University Distinguished Service Professor, PhD in political science from Harvard, served as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, Chair of the National Intelligence Council, and Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology, and Richard L. Armitage, 13th United States Deputy Secretary of State, February 2007, “The u.s.-japan alliance Getting Asia Right through 2020”, CSIS Report, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/070216_asia2020.pdf
The United States and Japan should strengthen energy cooperation. The dialogue of major energy consumers (the United States, Japan, China, India, and the Republic of Korea) should build an agenda based on shared interests as oil importers in support of market forces, energy efficiency, and technology, rather than territorial claims and resource competition that cannot meet the individual energy security requirements of any nation. The principle should be that energy security is not a zero-sum game. The appointment of a Japanese to head the International Energy Agency underscores the importance of integrating China and India fully into that agency, whose responsibility for coordinating energy security policies will grow in the future. 2. The U.S.-Japan alliance is well suited to strengthen and integrate national and regional efforts to address climate change, acting as a bridge between industrialized and developing countries in Asia and across the globe.

***Consult Japan – AFF Answers***
Consult Japan – Non-unique: Relations High Now
US-Japan space cooperation now
Space Foundation, February 2011, Vol. 10, No. 2, “Event Celebrates U.S. - Japan Space Cooperation”, http://newsletters.spacefoundation.org/spacewatch/articles/id/745
Space policymakers and industry executives celebrated United States-Japan space cooperation at a reception Jan. 31 at the Washington, D.C., residence of the Ambassador of Japan to the United States, Ichiro Fujisaki. Sponsored by the Space Foundation, the Ambassador and the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA), the event recognized the long and rich history of cooperation in space that began in 1969 and extends to the present day. Areas of cooperation include the transportation of astronauts and cargo to the International Space Station, Earth-observation data-sharing and other scientific satellite missions. 
US-Japan relations very strong now—trade and global cooperation

Joseph Donovan, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, 3/17/10, “Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs”, Statement Before the House Foreign Affairs Committee Subcommittee on Asia, the Pacific, and the Global Environment, http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/03/138481.htm
Japan is among our most important trading partners and a staunch and important ally. We work together on a broad range of important issues: from the United Nations and the Six-Party Talks to increasing regional economic integration, promoting democracy and human rights, climate change, nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, and coordinating humanitarian assistance and disaster relief. Japan continues to be an increasingly active partner in global affairs, and our bilateral and multilateral cooperation transcends the Asia-Pacific region. Japan is working with us and others on post-earthquake recovery in Haiti and Chile, is a vital international supporter of reconstruction, reintegration, and development in Afghanistan, and is combating piracy off the Horn of Africa to ensure freedom of navigation and safety of mariners.  Whatever challenges we may face in the next half century, I am confident that our relationship with Japan will be an important element of our success. Our relationship continues to develop and evolve, and continues to contribute to peace, prosperity and security throughout the region and the globe. 

Consult Japan – Alliance is Resilient
US-Japan alliance is resilient—shared values, political ideals, and increased military cooperation
Joseph Donovan, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, 3/17/10, “Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs”, Statement Before the House Foreign Affairs Committee Subcommittee on Asia, the Pacific, and the Global Environment, http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/03/138481.htm
As President Obama said in his Tokyo speech last November, the U.S.-Japan alliance is not a historic relic from a bygone era, but an abiding commitment to each other that is fundamental to our shared security.  The U.S.-Japan Alliance plays an indispensable role in ensuring the security and prosperity of both the United States and Japan, as well as regional peace and stability. The Alliance is rooted in our shared values, democratic ideals, respect for human rights, rule of law and common interests. The Alliance has served as the foundation of our security and prosperity for the past half century, and we are committed to ensuring that it continues to be effective in meeting the challenges of the 21st century. The U.S.-Japan security arrangements underpin cooperation on a wide range of global and regional issues as well as foster stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region.  The Alliance is the cornerstone of our engagement in East Asia. That is a phrase oft-repeated by U.S. officials, but I think it is important and perhaps timely to step back and consider what that means. This cornerstone role began and grew out of the farsighted vision of American leaders at the end of World War II, a vision that recognized the importance of building strong partnerships with democratic market economies to meet the challenges of the second half of the 20th century, not just with our wartime allies, but equally with those who had been our adversaries. This vision was predicated on an idea, validated by the passage of time, that U.S. interests are best served by the emergence of strong, prosperous and independent democracies across the Pacific, as well as the Atlantic. Those leaders built an alliance with Japan based both on common interests and shared values, an alliance formally consecrated 50 years ago. That alliance not only helped secure peace and prosperity for the people of Japan and the United States, but it also helped create the conditions that have led to the remarkable emergence of Asia as the cockpit of the global economy that has helped lift millions out of poverty and gradually spread the blessings of democratic governance to more and more countries of that region.  The Alliance had its roots in the Cold War. With the collapse of the Soviet Union and the movement towards a more market-oriented government in China, some began to question the relevance of what President Eisenhower had called our indestructible partnership. Yet under the leadership of President Clinton and Prime Minister Hashimoto, the United States and Japan set out to demonstrate that our partnership should and could adapt to the evolving dynamics of the post-Cold War Asia.  In the 14 years since the Clinton-Hashimoto Joint Security declaration, the relationship has grown stronger even as it has evolved. The United States and Japan have worked together to update our alliance, through efforts ranging from the force posture realignment to the review of roles, missions, and capabilities. The alliance has grown in scope, with cooperation on everything from missile defense to information security. Additionally, Japan provides approximately $3 billion annually in host nation support to the U.S. military, more than any other U.S. ally. 

Consult Japan – Perm do the CP: Normal Means
Consultation with Japan is normal means

Takeaki Matsumoto, Japanese Foreign Minister, 6/21/11, "Remarks with Secretary of Defense Robert Gates; Japanese Foreign Minister Takeaki Matsumoto; and Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa after their meeting”, http://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2011/06/166644.htm
Next, we discussed Japan-U.S. security and defense cooperation in the future and agreed on a deepening and expanding cooperation in a broad range of areas. In addition to regularizing the extended deterrence consultations, including nuclear, in the area of so-called global commons, we also agreed to have consultations on space and cyberspace as well. We also agreed to further advance in cooperation with countries that share – countries in the region that share values with us, in such settings as in Japan-U.S.-ROK, and Japan-U.S.-Australia trilateral cooperation, et cetera. 
Consult Japan – Delay

Consulting Japan results in massive delays
Howard H. Baker, chief of staff to President Ronald Reagan senator in Tennessee, Spring 1992, “Rescuing the US-Japan Alliance”, Vol. 71 Issue 2, http://www.jstor.org/pss/20045127
The Japanese political process makes creative policymaking difficult and rapid decisions impossible. What counts at the highest level is not issues or leadership, but money from interest groups and deals between factions. The socialists and the communists, who have no real chance of governing, seek opportunities to embarrass the government whenever they can. To break the frequent deadlocks, Japanese policymakers are forced to invoke foreign pressure. All this adds up to a glacial and seemingly grudging pattern of decision-making that undermines Japan in American eyes and tarnishes the value of the concession or contribution in question.
Consult Japan – Relations Impossible

Japanese political process impedes US-Japan relations

Howard H. Baker, a former Senate Majority Leader, Republican U.S. Senator from Tennessee, White House Chief of Staff, and a former United States Ambassador to Japan, Spring 1992,  “Rescuing the US-Japan Alliance”, Vol. 71 Issue 2, http://www.jstor.org/pss/20045127
The Japanese political process makes creative policymaking difficult and rapid decisions impossible. What counts at the highest level is not issues or leadership, but money from interest groups and deals between factions. The socialists and the communists, who have no real chance of governing, seek opportunities to embarrass the government whenever they can. To break the frequent deadlocks, Japanese policymakers are forced to invoke foreign pressure. All this adds up to a glacial and seemingly grudging pattern of decision-making that undermines Japan in American eyes and tarnishes the value of the concession or contribution in question. Short-term prospects for reform are not encouraging. Former Prime Minister Kaifu staked his political leadership on the need for reform. He lost. Prime Minister Miyazawa has put the whole issue aside. Yet over time developments external to the Liberal Democratic Party may force an improved electoral system and better regulation of "money politics." Prospects for reform depend, among other things, on whether the opposition parties can shed discredited ideologies and become more attractive to voters, whether new regulations will curtail political donations from corporations and banks, and whether public discontent can pry open the grip of the "iron triangle" of vested interests -- regulated and protected industry sectors and their counterparts in the bureaucracy and the Diet. 
***Consult NATO***

Consult NATO – Solvency

US-NATO alliance should extend into space

Jan A. H. van Hoof, Air Commodore, Royal Netherlands Air Force Assistant Director Capabilities Joint Air Power Competence Centre, February 2010, High Frontier, T h e J o u r n a l f o r S p a c e a n d C y b e r s p a c e P r o f e s s i o n a l s, Volume 6, Nmber 2, “Coalition Space Operations – A NATO Perspective”, http://www.afspc.af.mil/shared/media/document/AFD-100226-085.pdf
NATO is in the space business in two senses—it needs space to conduct its missions and its members have a vested interest in its continued availability. It is time, therefore, that the alliance addresses this domain in a similar way to how it has addressed land, sea, and air. As with most mission areas in NATO, we are challenged to deliver, and can only benefit from better integration and use of national capabilities. Space is no different to the other environments—we have capabilities that our war fighters could use today, if only we can get access to them and set up the processes and relationships to use them effectively. The JAPCC is not necessarily advocating procurement of more NATO owned systems: the crux lies in the integrated and effective use of existing systems. 
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