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Text: The United States Federal Government should substantially increase their cooperation with the People’s Republic of China on <Insert Plan>​​​​​​​​

International cooperation is the only way to promote special equality and exploration 

Space Daily 11

Xichang, China “China To Launch New Communication Satellite” 2011 Space News from SpaceDaily.Com brings the space industry professional daily news from the frontier

http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/China_to_launch_new_communication_satellite_999.html 
China will launch a new communication satellite, Zhongxing-10, in the next few days at the Xichang Satellite Launch Center in southwest China. Sources with the center said Sunday that a Long March-3B rocket carrier will carry the satellite into space. Both the satellite and rocket carrier are launch-ready and preparations are going smoothly, the sources said. Building harmonious outer space to achieve inclusive development Vienna, Austria - China hopes all countries would continue to strengthen open and inclusive international cooperation characterized by equality and mutual benefit and further improve related laws in outer space explorations, a Chinese diplomat told Xinhua. Huang Huikang, director of the Department of Treaty and Law in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, spoke about China's space policy as head of the Chinese delegation in Vienna attending the 54th session of United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (COPUOS) on June 1-10. At the meeting, marking the 50th anniversary of the foundation of the COPUOS, China called for building a harmonious outer space to achieve inclusive development. The notion of achieving the inclusive development of outer space has multiple connotations, Huang said. First, it implies tolerance for space environment, stressing the need to harmonize the exploration and use of outer space with space environment with an eye toward the sustainable development of outer space. Second, it denotes tolerance for all countries. All countries, big or small, strong or weak, have equal rights to use the outer space in a peaceful manner. Third, it contains tolerance for the entire mankind. Outer space exploration broadens people's vision and deepens mankind's self-understanding. Speaking of current challenges, Huang said that as outer space explorations in the 21st century become increasingly commercialized and as outer space explorers diversify, China holds that in the next 50 years, the international community should be jointly dedicated to the inclusive development of outer space to benefit all, especially those countries and people that do not yet have space capabilities. International cooperation is not only a product of the successful experience of human exploration and use of outer space, but also a basic guideline for directing the space activities of all countries, 

Specifically, China is key – they are capable of space exploration now  

Klotz 10

Irene Klotz, Staff writer for discovery news “US Opens Space Doors To China: Although the United States made it to the moon on its own, future mission will depend heavily on international partnerships” 6-30-10 http://news.discovery.com/space/nasa-space-china.html
The next time the United States decides to venture into space, it won't be going alone. Future missions beyond Earth will include Russian, European, Japanese, Canadian and possibly Chinese partners, under a new national space policy unveiled by the Obama administration this week. The ventures will start with projects to build confidence, gain trust and find common ground, such as cleaning up orbital debris, sharing climate information about the planet and collaborating on science missions. The International Space Station could even be tapped for trial runs, though obstacles remain. "I think it's a little premature to talk about China and the space station," said Jim Kohlenberger, chief of staff of the Office of Science and Technology Policy. "It's obviously a very complex policy issue." China carries considerable baggage, including its development, sales and use of military technologies, but also a key asset: a proven space transportation system, something the United States will soon be without. Two space shuttle missions remain before the fleet is retired after 30 years of service, primarily because of high operating costs. Obama wants to buy astronauts rides on commercial carriers, but none currently exist. That leaves the United States dependent on Russia to fly astronauts to the station. "We're rather thin in launch capabilities right now," said Joan Johnson-Freese, who oversees the Naval War College's department of National Security Studies. China's human space program made its debut in 2003 with the launching of its first astronaut into orbit aboard a capsule known as Shenzhou. Five more Chinese astronauts flew during follow-on missions in 2005 and 2008, the latter of which included a spacewalk. China has announced plans to build a space station, the first piece of which is scheduled for launch next year. Under the new U.S. space policy, "at least we're going to stop pretending that the Chinese don't exist in terms of space exploration," Johnson-Freese told Discovery News. "Now the doors are open." 
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The net benefit is relations: 

1. US-China relations high now

Shuli, 1-19

Hu Shuli, China Media Project Writer, founding editor of Caijing, China’s leading finance and economics magazine, US-China relations in the “post-crisis” era, 1.19.11, http://cmp.hku.hk/2011/01/19/9609/

From January 18 to January 21, Chinese President Hu Jintao (胡锦涛) will make a state visit to the United States, five years after his first visit to the country. The purpose of Hu’s trip is to set the tone for US-China relations in the wake of the global financial crisis, promoting a “positive, cooperative and comprehensive” relationship for the mutual benefit of both countries.  Visits by Chinese leaders to the United States have been a big deal for China’s foreign relations in the past. This second trip by Hu Jintao, which comes ahead of the fortieth anniversary of the reopening of US-China relations in 1971 — and at the outset of this century’s second decade — can be viewed as an important milestone. The visit marks the first time heads of state from the United States and China have come together as leaders of the world’s two largest economies and two largest emitters of greenhouse gases. 

2. US acting unilaterally on space upsets China, hinders dialogue 

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

The mission of China Security is to improve the understanding of China amongst Western policy practitioners and the public by providing Chinese experts’ authoritative analysis on critical traditional and non-traditional security issues that impact China’s Strategic Development and its relations with the United States and the world. 
The latest U.S. National Space Policy (NSP) poses a serious threat to the national security of China. This new policy, released in October of sets out the George W. Bush administration’s vision for defending America’s security in space. It reinforces a unilateral U.S. approach to space security which is compounded by the U.S. opposition to any international treaties that limit its access to or use of space. Aggregately, Bush’s space policy pursues hegemony in space and poses a significant security risk to China that cannot be left unaddressed. The NSP presents a number of challenges to China’s security environment. First, it grants the United States with exclusive rights to space: the right to use any and all necessary means to ensure American security while at the same time denying adversaries access to space for “hostile purposes.” This sets up an inequitable environment of “haves” and “have-nots” in space, raising suspicion amongst nations. For instance, the NSP declares that U.S. space systems should be guaranteed safe passage over all countries without exception (such as “interference” by other countries, even when done for the purpose of safeguarding their sovereignty and their space integrity). With its significant space assets and military space capabilities, this situation gives the United States an obvious and unfair strategic advantage in space. Second, it refutes international restrictions and undercuts potential international agreements that seek to constrain America’s use of space. This effectively undermines any potential initiatives put forth by the international community to control space weaponization– initiatives that China supports. This U.S. position leads the global community to suspect U.S. unilateralist intentions in space. Lastly, while the policy may not state it explicitly, a critical examination of its contents suggest its intention to “dissuade and deter” other countries, including China, from possessing space capabilities that can challenge the United States in any way– a parameter that would effectively disallow China to possess even a minimum means of national defense in space. The resultant security environment in space is one with one set of rules for the United States and another set of rules for other nations. In such a context, only U.S. security concerns are taken into account with a result of the reinforcement of a zero-sum dynamic to which space is already prone and threatens to pressure others into a military space race. The United States denies that its position on space, as represented by the NSP, will inevitably lead to conflict in space. First, officials in the defense establishment argue that the United States is not opposed to others exploiting space commercially. Rather, it only opposes the utilization of space in a way that puts at risk U.S. dominance in space and its military capabilities. In this context, it is argued that if China has purely civilian and commercial interests in space, it should have no problem with U.S. policy in space. Put another way, implicit in much of American thinking regarding China’s intentions in space is a view that if China has no plan to militarize space or has no intention to develop space weapons, U.S. ambitions in space shouldn’t be considered inimical to China’s interests. This position operates on several faulty premises. The first is that the United States is the only country that has national interests at stake in space, implying that China does not have deep national security interests in space or that China’s space assets do not need to be protected. The Chinese government has expressed its desire to develop space peacefully on many occasions, and has pursued treaties to ban weapons and weapon-testing in space. But China also has deep interests, both now and in the future, to exploit space, which are vital to its comprehensive national power and its economic and scientific development and therefore its greater national security. Leaving aside the issue of using space for military purposes, China cannot entrust the protection of its interests in space to another country, no matter their rhetoric or intentions. If the security of the United States requires the absence of that same security 
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for China, then the logic is inherently imbalanced, unfair and one that China cannot accept. The peaceful use of space should not be confused with a lack of national security interests or the deep underlying need to protect them. As a sovereign state, China has an equal right to access space. As the 1967 Outer Space Treaty clearly articulates: Outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, shall be free for exploration and use by all States without discrimination of any kind, on a basis of equality and in accordance with international law, and there shall be free access to all areas of celestial bodies. China cannot accept the monopolization of outer space by another country. 
3. Continued dialogue is key to maintaining healthy relations  

Wenfeng, 07 

(Wang, Research with China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations, 6/20 “China-US dialogue best way to deal with issues”, China Daily, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2007-06/20/content_898065.htm)   

It is fair to say steady and healthy development of Sino-US relations significantly benefits both countries, while any problems in their bilateral ties are likely to threaten their interests. Many people believe China-US ties are this century’s most important bilateral relationship. Currently the two countries are making progress in mutual understanding over these issues thanks to candid exchanges during strategic dialogues. Holding a dialogue over emerging issues helps both sides better grasp each other’s priorities, better understand each other’s other thinking, operation and policymaking process.   

4. Relations are key to prevent multiple impacts. We isolate 2 scenarios
Scenario 1 is the economy:

A.) China-US relations are key to global economic recovery

PDO, 09

People’s Daily Online, newssource, China-US cooperation conducive to promoting global economic recovery, 4.7.09, http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90780/91342/6630964.html
The first handshake between Chinese President Hu Jintao and US President Barack Obama was one of the most eye-catching scenes at the G-20 London Summit. The two heads of state exchanged views on China-US relations and important issues of mutual concern. Both leaders agreed to work together to build a comprehensive China-US relationship featuring positive cooperation in the 21st century. The two sides also decided to establish the "China-US Strategic and Economic Dialogue" mechanism to promote the development of China-US relations in the new era. China-US cooperation is helpful in raising global confidence to tackle the global financial crisis and will be conducive in pushing the world economy towards a speedy recovery.
B.) Economic collapse causes nuclear war

Mead 2009. Walter Russell Mead, the Henry A. Kissinger Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations, 2-4, 2009, “Only Makes You Stronger,” The New Republic, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2

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
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Scenario 2 is the environment:

A.) China-US relations are key to avert climate disaster

Chandler, 08

William Chandler, leading expert on energy and climate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Breaking the Suicide Pact: U.S.–China Cooperation on Climate Change, March 2008, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=19991
“U.S.–China collaboration poses no threat to the climate leadership of any region or nation or to global cooperation. It is a complement, not a challenge, to existing and planned emissions cap and trade systems. This act of mutual self-preservation would help the United States and China to avert climate disaster and the eventual sanctions of other nations if they do not act, and lay the groundwork for successful global action,” concludes Chandler

B.) Unchecked climate disaster makes the Earth inhospitable and causes extinction

Robert Hunter, cofounder of Greenpeace and a Canadian environmentalist, journalist, author and politician, 2003, “Thermageddon: Countdown to 2030”, pg. 254

Eden has been contaminated, and is now withering before our eyes. It’s not the Fall of Man we are talking about any longer: it’s the Fall of Eden. What a waste if we continue the plunge into the chaos and suffering of a world aflame or flooded or crushed under ice! What a waste of an excellent planet and a species with greatness in it! Scientists calculate that life on Earth is about 4 billion years old. At the rate the Sun is heating up, it will be impossible to reduce the greenhouse effect sufficiently to maintain life beyond another 1 billion years. In other words, we ﬁnd ourselves four-fifths of the way through life on Earth. Everything from here on in will be shaped by what we do now. Nonsense, you say.  A million years from now, who will know that we existed? The trouble is that a million years from now the planet could be emerging from a millennial climate shift triggered in a brief spurt of carbonization just before the end of the Holocene. In the worst-case scenario, nothing will remain but the contours of naked mountains and the basins of dried-up seabeds, which is all we have found on either Mars or Venus. With a dead planet orbiting on both sides of us, you would think we would be wary about what we did to our own precious, downright weirdly stable atmosphere
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US can’t explore the space alone. China is key

Klotz 10

Irene Klotz, Staff writer for discovery news “US Opens Space Doors To China: Although the United States made it to the moon on its own, future mission will depend heavily on international partnerships” 6-30-10 http://news.discovery.com/space/nasa-space-china.html

The next time the United States decides to venture into space, it won't be going alone. Future missions beyond Earth will include Russian, European, Japanese, Canadian and possibly Chinese partners, under a new national space policy unveiled by the Obama administration this week. The ventures will start with projects to build confidence, gain trust and find common ground, such as cleaning up orbital debris, sharing climate information about the planet and collaborating on science missions. The International Space Station could even be tapped for trial runs, though obstacles remain. "I think it's a little premature to talk about China and the space station," said Jim Kohlenberger, chief of staff of the Office of Science and Technology Policy. "It's obviously a very complex policy issue." China carries considerable baggage, including its development, sales and use of military technologies, but also a key asset: a proven space transportation system, something the United States will soon be without. Two space shuttle missions remain before the fleet is retired after 30 years of service, primarily because of high operating costs. Obama wants to buy astronauts rides on commercial carriers, but none currently exist. That leaves the United States dependent on Russia to fly astronauts to the station. "We're rather thin in launch capabilities right now," said Joan Johnson-Freese, who oversees the Naval War College's department of National Security Studies. China's human space program made its debut in 2003 with the launching of its first astronaut into orbit aboard a capsule known as Shenzhou. Five more Chinese astronauts flew during follow-on missions in 2005 and 2008, the latter of which included a spacewalk. China has announced plans to build a space station, the first piece of which is scheduled for launch next year. Under the new U.S. space policy, "at least we're going to stop pretending that the Chinese don't exist in terms of space exploration," Johnson-Freese told Discovery News. "Now the doors are open." 

China has mars exploration capabilities now – space probes in orbit

People’s Daily 6-10

People’s Daily Online from Shanghai Daily: Launched in January 1998, People's Daily Online is a website built by People's Daily, the official newspaper of the Communist Party of China. “China's lunar orbiter off to new space horizon” 08:38, June 10, 2011

http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90776/90881/7405735.html

China's Chang'e-2 lunar orbiter bid farewell to the moon yesterday on its way to a remote region of outer space to carry out further research. The country's second lunar orbiter thus becomes China's furthest traveled space probe on record. The solar-powered probe, launched on October 1 last year, was still in good condition after finishing its six-month mission on April 1, China Central Television said yesterday, quoting the State Administration of Science, Technology and Industry for National Defense. The orbiter left its lunar orbit at 4:50pm yesterday and will take 85 days to reach its next goal, the "2nd Lagrangian point," an ideal place for outer space tests, CCTV said. The point is about 1,500,000 kilometers from Earth and relatively unaffected by gravitational forces.  Many Western countries have set up space observatories at the point. The new position could provide valuable information for a future Mars probe, space expert Pang Zhihao told the Beijing Youth Daily. Zhou Jianliang, deputy designer of the control system of the orbiter, told China National Radio yesterday: "If the orbiter can stay at the point by the end of next year, it means that China will be able to do outer space activities there."  Zhou said the probe would test some key technologies of China's outer space probe and lay a firm foundation for the country's further outer space research. The new position would be a great challenge for the orbiter's satellite and control system, because the orbit was new, the distance from Earth long and the preparation time was short, Zhou said. 
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Only China has space capabilities to land on the moon- other competitors like Japan and India fall behind

Adams 10

By Jonathan Adams, Correspondent. Christian Science Monitor, October 28, 2010

China is on path to 'militarization of space' The Asian space race is moving along slowly, but steadily – and China is in the lead, with technology that could give it a military advantage over the US.

http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2010/1028/China-is-on-path-to-militarization-of-space/(page)/1

Taipei, Taiwan China looks set to pull ahead in the Asian space race to the moon, putting a spacecraft into lunar orbit Oct. 6 in a preparatory mission for an unmanned moon landing in two or three years. Chinese engineers will maneuver the craft into an extremely low orbit, 9.5 miles above the moon's surface, so it can take high-resolution photos of a possible landing site. Basically, China is looking for a good "parking space" for a moon lander, in a less-known area of the moon known as the Bay of Rainbows. The mission, called Chang'e 2 after a heroine from Chinese folklore who goes to the moon with a rabbit, highlights China's rapidly growing technological prowess, as well as its keen desire for prestige on the world stage. If successful, it will put China a nose ahead of its Asian rivals with similar lunar ambitions – India and Japan – and signal a challenge to the American post-cold-war domination in space. The Asian space race Compared with the American and Soviet mad dashes into space in the late 1950s and '60s, Asia is taking its time – running a marathon, not a sprint. "All of these countries witnessed the cold war, and what led to the destruction of the USSR," says Ajey Lele, an expert on Asian space programs at the Institute for Defense Studies and Analysis in New Delhi, referring to the military and space spending that helped hasten the decline of the Soviet regime. "They understand the value of money and investment, and they are going as per the pace which they can go." But he acknowledged China's edge over India. "They started earlier, and they're ahead of us at this time," he says. India put the Chandrayaan 1 spacecraft into lunar orbit in 2008, a mission with a NASA payload that helped confirm the presence of water on the moon. It plans a moon landing in a few years' time, and a manned mission as early as 2020 – roughly the same timetable as China. Japan is also mulling a moonshot, and has branched out into other space exploration, such as the recent Hayabusa mission to an asteroid. Its last lunar orbiter shared the moon with China's first in 2007. Both Japan's and India's recent missions have been plagued by glitches and technical problems, however, while China's have gone relatively smoothly. Mr. Lele said the most significant aspect of the Chang'e 2 mission was the attempt at a 9.5-mile-high orbit, a difficult feat. India's own lunar orbiter descended to about 60 miles in 2008, he said, but was forced to return to a more stable, 125-mile-high orbit A low orbit will allow for better scouting of future landing sites, said Lele. 

China’s remarkable space achievements prove that it’s a crucial international player in space development

Tellis 8

China’s Space Capabilities and U.S. Security Interests, by Ashley J. Tellis QUADERNI DI RELAZIONI INTERNAZIONALI, OCTOBER 2008 http://carnegie.ru/publications/?fa=22595 

China’s space program is focused in other ways as well. Beijing abundantly recognizes that for all its impressive space achievements in recent years, it still operates in a milieu characterized by emerging political competition with a technologically dominant United States. Consequently, given the differences in cultural ethos, political systems and comparative advantage, the Chinese space program has deliberately avoided either replicating the American endeavor or attempting to compete with it across the board. Rather, Beijing’s space efforts have been characterized by two different orientations in this regard. To the degree that raising its technological standards to American levels is judged necessary, China has embarked on a quite calculated “buy, copy, or steal” approach in regards to procuring various critical technologies. Where competing with the United States is deemed necessary, China has focused its space programs not on mustering any comparable superiority but by aiming at Washington’s "soft ribs and strategic weaknesses ". In any event, and irrespective of the endeavor in question, Beijing’s space efforts have been marked by deliberation and purposefulness. A net assessment of China’s space program would, therefore, justify the following conclusions. To begin with, China is a major space-faring nation with an impressive end-to-end space capability that serves substantially military ends. Further, China’s remarkable space achievements, however, mask important weaknesses in technological sophistication, gaps in capability, and operating regimes. These limitations compel it to look for foreign technology – bought, copied, stolen or acquired through joint ventures – as solutions designed to overcome its weaknesses. And, finally, China’s real constraints notwithstanding, it is poised to become an international player at least in the launch services market and perhaps as a niche provider of low-cost satellites to other developing countries.
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China developing space station now

David 3-7

3-7-11, Leonard David. Leonard David has been reporting on the space industry for more than five decades. He is past editor-in-chief of the National Space Society's Ad Astra and Space World magazines and has written for SPACE.com since 1999.

http://www.space.com/11048-china-space-station-plans-details.html “China Details Ambitious Space Station Goals”
STRASBOURG, France — China is ready to carry out a multiphase construction program that leads to a large space station around 2020. As a prelude to building that facility, China is set to loft the Tiangong-1 module this year as a platform to help master key rendezvous and docking technologies. During the projected one- to two-year lifetime of Tiangong-1 — which means “Heavenly Palace” in Chinese — an unpiloted Chinese Shenzhou-8 spacecraft will first attempt to dock with the platform, to be followed later by two piloted Shezhou missions to further hone rendezvous and docking skills. China’s rendezvous and docking (RVD) project is the next goal of China’s manned space program, said Jiang Guohua, a professor and chief engineer at the China Astronaut Research and Training Center in Beijing. Jiang outlined China’s space station efforts here at the 15th annual International Space University symposium, titled The International Space Station: Maximizing the Return from Extended Operations. Rendezvous and docking project. China formally began its space station program in October of last year, Jiang said, an initiative that aims to complete the construction of a “relatively large” manned space station around 2020. “Today, the RVD project is smoothly going through technical preparations and testing,” Jiang said. “Shenzhou-8 will be launched in October of this year,” with the two piloted missions to be launched in 2012, he said. Tiangong-1 weighs about 9 metric tons (8,500 kilograms) and is some 35 feet (10.5 meters) in length and a little over 11 feet (3.4 meters) in maximum diameter. It consists of a laboratory module, resource module and docking mechanism, Jiang said. China’s next step is a space laboratory phase, he said. Two space laboratories — the Tiangong-2 and the Tiangong-3 — will be developed and launched, focused on breakthroughs in key technologies needed to build a larger space station that provides long-term living conditions for astronauts. Placed into orbit in 2013, the Tiangong-2 will offer three astronauts about 20 days of living conditions. Tiangong-3, to be launched two years later, is being designed to support a trio of astronauts for about 40 days, with an assignment to examine regenerative life-support technology, as well as to verify technologies of orbital replenishment of propellant and air. 

China space station will launch by the end of 2011 

Leonard 5-10

“China’s First Space Station: A New Foothold In Earth Orbit” by Leonard David, 5-10-11 Leonard David has been reporting on the space industry for more than five decades. He is past editor-in-chief of the National Space Society's Ad Astra and Space World magazines and has written for SPACE.com since 1999.
http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/42977450/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/chinas-first-space-station-new-foothold-earth-orbit/

China's state-run news outlets report that preparations of the country's first space station module, called Tiangong-1, are in full swing for a launch in the second half of this year and will be followed by an unpiloted spacecraft. The spacecraft twosome, the station module and China's Shenzhou 8 vehicle, will mark the country's first round of orbital rendezvous and docking tests — viewed as a springboard to larger space adventures. A Long March 2F rocket is the booster of choice for the individual launches, according to reports by China's Xinhua news agency. According to state media reports, the Tiangong-1 space station module is outfitted with a docking port on its front and rear ends. It will tip the scales at roughly 8-1/2 tons and purportedly will have a two-year lifetime in Earth orbit. Next year, China's Shenzhou 9 and Shenzhou 10 missions, each carrying astronauts, are expected to link up with the station module, according to current plan. By honing their skills at rendezvous and docking, Chinese space officials see the target practice as a step forward in assembling a far heftier space facility, now slated to be completed around 2020, according to Yang Liwei, deputy head of China’s Manned Space Engineering Office. Yang was China’s first person to orbit the Earth, in 2003. China currently has a 21-member astronaut corps that includes two women and is undergoing training for future docking and rendezvous milestones. The two women are pilots drawn from the People's Liberation Army Air Force. According to an April 26 Xinhua report, China's goal is to build a 60-ton space station that would consist of three modules and also would make use of a cargo spaceship delivering supplies to the orbital complex. The full-size station would have a 59-foot (18.1-meter) core module with a maximum diameter of 14 feet (4.2 meters) and a launch weight of between 20 and 22 tons (18,100 to 19,900 kilograms). 
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China’s space exploration quality can only improve 

Tellis 8 

China’s Space Capabilities and U.S. Security Interests, by Ashley J. Tellis QUADERNI DI RELAZIONI INTERNAZIONALI, OCTOBER 2008 http://carnegie.ru/publications/?fa=22595 
As China increases the number and quality of its space collection systems over the next decade, the quality of the information reaching down to the tactical levels of command will further improve. A summary judgment about China’s ability to share space-derived information with its combatant forces must therefore conclude that it has been nothing short of transformational and is poised for even more improvement. Finally, and not surprisingly, China has made enormous investments in developing counterspace capabilities. While its other space acquisitions serve the purpose primarily of enhancing China’s own combat capabilities, the counterspace programs, which have been accelerated since the 1991 Gulf War, have been directed primarily at being able to interdict or hold at risk those critical space assets that permit U.S. conventional forces to operate with superlative effectiveness. China’s counterspace programs today are remarkable for their diversity, depth, and comprehensiveness. 
International coop key to environment, solar system exploration, lunar missions, and the ISS

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

The mission of China Security is to improve the understanding of China amongst Western policy practitioners and the public by providing Chinese experts’ authoritative analysis on critical traditional and non-traditional security issues that impact China’s Strategic Development and its relations with the United States and the world. LShen

Options for Possible Cooperation: Information and data sharing.  Confidence building measures (CBMs) such as information exchange on debris management, environmental and meteorological conditions, and navigation, are widely considered an effective first step in building trust in a sensitive relationship.  NASA has done some of this with CNSA in the past, but more is possible. Space policy dialogue: Another area of potential exchange could begin with “strategic communication,” an attempt for each side to more accurately understand the other’s views, concerns, and intentions. Dialogue on “rules of the road,” a “code of conduct,” or even select military issues could be included. Joint activities.  This type of cooperation is more complex and would probably require strong political commitments and confidence building measures in advance. Bi- and multi-lateral partnerships on the international space station, lunar missions, environmental observation, or solar system exploration are potential options.  
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China is in need of Rare Earth 
Bradsher, 11 (Keith, writer for NYT, 5/2/11, “Supplies Squeezed, Rare Earth Prices Surge”, http://www.nytimes.com/2011/05/03/business/03rare.html, 6/23/11, JPW)

Rare earth prices are reaching rarefied heights. World prices have doubled in the last four months for rare earths — metallic elements needed for many of the most sophisticated civilian and military technologies, whether smartphones or smart bombs. And this year’s increases come atop price gains of as much as fourfold during 2010. The reason is basic economics: demand continues to outstrip efforts to expand supplies and break China’s chokehold on the market. Neodymium, a rare earth necessary for a range of products including headphones and hybrid electric cars, now fetches more than $283 a kilogram ($129 a pound) on the spot market. A year ago it sold for about $42 a kilogram ($19 a pound). Samarium, crucial to the manufacture of missiles, has climbed to more than $146 a kilogram, up from $18.50 a year earlier. While the price inflation is a concern to manufacturers, consumers in many cases will barely notice the soaring cost of rare earths. Even though the materials are crucial to the performance of everyday equipment like automotive catalytic converters and laptop computer display screens, rare earths typically are used only in trace quantities. One exception is the Toyota Prius hybrid car, whose manufacture uses a kilogram of neodymium. Toyota has been raising prices for the Prius, but has cited demand for the car and economic conditions. While acknowledging that rising prices for raw materials in general have affected the company’s overall financial results, Toyota has declined to provide a breakdown of the role of rare earths. (Production problems stemming from the Japanese earthquake and tsunami have also crimped supplies of Prius cars, which are made only in Japan.) The high prices for rare earths reflect turmoil in the global industry that mines and refines them. China, which controls more than 95 percent of the market, has further restricted exports so as to conserve supplies for its own high-tech and green energy industries. That is despite the World Trade Organization’s ban on most export restrictions. Meanwhile, an ambitious effort to open the world’s largest rare earth refinery in Malaysia, which had seemed certain to begin operating by this autumn, is tied up over regulatory reviews of the disposal plans for thousands of tons of low-level radioactive waste the plant would produce annually. Public opposition to the refinery is evident in the weekly protest demonstrations now being held. At the same time, Japanese companies are finding it harder than originally hoped to recycle rare earths from electronics and to begin rare earth mining and refining in Vietnam. Although rare earths are crucial to the supply chains of some of the world’s biggest manufacturers, the industry that mines and refines them has long been characterized by small, entrepreneurial companies. Lately, though, soaring prices have contributed to industry consolidation. Last month, for example, Solvay, a big Belgian chemical-industrial corporation announced that it would pay $4.8 billion to acquire Rhodia of France, a technological leader in making complex chemicals based on rare earths. That same day, April 4, Molycorp, the only American company currently producing rare earths, said it had paid $89 million for a more than 90 percent stake in Silmet of Estonia, a much smaller company that is Rhodia’s only European rival in rare earth processing. In Malaysia, where the giant rare earth refinery is under construction near the eastern port of Kuantan, regulators are delaying approval for an operating permit amid public concern about naturally occurring low-level radioactive contamination of the rare earth ore, which will be mined in Australia. Raja Dato Abdul Aziz bin Raja Adnan, the director general of the Malaysian Atomic Energy Licensing Board, said the board had asked the Lynas Corporation of Australia, which is building the refinery, to provide additional documentation before accepting its application for an initial operating permit. It will take up to six months to review the application, Raja Adnan said, and Lynas will not be allowed to bring any raw material to the plant until a permit is issued. But Nicholas Curtis, Lynas’s executive chairman, said that he believed the company could obtain the necessary approvals before September and that his company was sticking to its plan to begin feeding Australian ore into the Malaysian refinery’s kilns by the end of that month. The Malaysian government also announced last week that it would appoint a panel of international experts to review the safety of Lynas’s plans. The company said it welcomed the move. But Fuziah Salleh, an opposition legislator who represents downtown Kuantan and has been leading weekly protests, is mistrustful. “The people’s concerns are that the independent panel will be formed by the government to prove that they are right,” she wrote in an e-mail message. Toyota Tsusho, a materials purchasing unit of the Toyota Group, has separately encountered complex local regulations as it seeks to open rare earth mining and processing operations in Vietnam. The project was announced last October during a Chinese embargo on rare earth shipments to Japan. Takeshi Mutsuura, a spokesman, said that Toyota Tsusho now hoped to reach a contract in Vietnam this summer and start production in early 2013. As recently as last autumn, there were also ambitious hopes in Japan to recycle rare earths from electronics waste. Dowa Holdings tried then to come up with ways to separate rare earths at a recycling factory in northwest Japan but found the task significantly more difficult than recycling other, more widely available precious metals. The recycling factory is now recovering 19 other metals instead, including cobalt and lithium. All of this has left the world even more dependent on China. The Chinese government last autumn showed a willingness to use that near monopoly as a trade weapon, halting shipments to Japan from late September to mid-November, during a 

China Solves – REE (3/2)

[CONTINUED – NO TEXT OMITTED]

territorial dispute over islands in the East China Sea. Although Beijing has officially denied that it imposed a Japanese embargo last fall, China’s own trade data released since then show that its shipments to Japan suddenly fell to zero in October for rare earth metals, and to nearly zero for rare earth oxides — which are more processed chemical compounds. At the beginning of this year China reduced its rare earth export quotas to all countries, while raising export taxes on some rare earths to 25 percent, from 15 percent previously. Since April 1, China has also raised taxes on rare earth mining companies to the equivalent of $8 for each kilogram of refined product; rare earths were previously taxed like many other nonferrous minerals in China, at less than 50 cents a kilogram. One of the biggest questions hanging over the rare earths industry is whether the United States, the European Union and Japan will file a World Trade Organization case against China, challenging its export quotas and duties. James Bacchus, a former chairman of the W.T.O. appeals tribunal in Geneva, said that Chinese trade data shows a virtually complete halt in shipments to Japan last autumn could be cited to buttress any W.T.O. filing by rare earth-importing countries. China denies violating the W.T.O. ban on export restrictions, saying that it qualified for an exception to the ban for environmental protection and conservation of natural resources. But China has done little to restrict its own industries’ consumption of rare earths, usually a prerequisite for invoking an environmental def

China Solves – Helium 3 Mining 

China has launched a new mission to explore the moon and mine for He-3 – they are capable 

ESA 07

European Space Agency: The European Space Agency (ESA) is Europe’s gateway to space. Its mission is to shape the development of Europe’s space capability and ensure that investment in space continues to deliver benefits to the citizens of Europe and the world. 10-25-2007 “Chang'e-1 - new mission to Moon lifts off” http://www.esa.int/esaSC/SEMPM53Z28F_index_0.html

A daunting new mission to the Moon was launched Tuesday by the Chinese National Space Administration (CNSA). Chang’e-1 blasted off from the Xichang Satellite Launch Centre, Sichuan, atop a Long March 3A rocket -the first step in the Chinese ambition to land robotic explorers on the Moon before 2020. Chang’e-1 has four year-long mission goals to accomplish. The first is to make three-dimensional images of many lunar landforms and outline maps of major lunar geological structures. This mapping will include the first detailed images taken of some regions near the lunar poles. Chang’e-1 is also designed to analyze the abundance of up to 14 chemical elements and their distribution across the lunar surface. Thirdly it will measure the depth of the lunar soil and lastly it will explore the space weather between the Earth and the Moon. To perform its science mission, Chang’e-1 carries a variety of instruments: a CCD stereo camera, a laser altimeter, an imaging interferometer, a gamma-ray/X-ray spectrometer, a microwave radiometer, a high-energy particle detector, and a solar wind particle detector. Chang’e-1, named after the Chinese goddess of the Moon, represents the first phase in the Chinese Lunar Exploration Programme (CLEP). This programme is expected to last until around 2020 and the next phase will include a lander and associated rover. Looking farther into the future, plans are being drawn up for a sample return mission to bring lunar rocks to Earth for analysis. Earlier this year, shortly after Russia claimed a vast portion of the Arctic sea floor, accelerating an international race for the natural resources as global warming opens polar access, China has announced plans to map "every inch" of the surface of the Moon and exploit the vast quantities of Helium-3 thought to lie buried in lunar rocks as part of its ambitious space-exploration program. Ouyang Ziyuan, head of the first phase of lunar exploration, was quoted on government-sanctioned news site ChinaNews.com describing plans to collect three dimensional images of the Moon for future mining of Helium 3: "There are altogether 15 tons of helium-3 on Earth, while on the Moon, the total amount of Helium-3 can reach one to five million tons." "Helium-3 is considered as a long-term, stable, safe, clean and cheap material for human beings to get nuclear energy through controllable nuclear fusion experiments," Ziyuan added. "If we human beings can finally use such energy material to generate electricity, then China might need 10 tons of helium-3 every year and in the world, about 100 tons of helium-3 will be needed every year." Helium 3 fusion energy - classic Buck Rogers propulsion system- may be the key to future space exploration and settlement, requiring less radioactive shielding, lightening the load. Scientists estimate there are about one million tons of helium 3 on the moon, enough to power the world for thousands of years. The equivalent of a single space shuttle load or roughly 25 tons could supply the entire United States' energy needs for a year. 


China Solves – Water Mining

China is capable of water mining now – probes already sent 

People’s Daily 2-21

China Mars probe to be launched in November 15:12, February 21, 2011 People's Daily Online is a website built by People's Daily, the official newspaper of the Communist Party of China

http://english.people.com.cn/90001/90776/90881/7294605.html

China's first Mars probe will be launched from a Russian rocket in November, said local media on Monday. The Mars explorer, Yinghuo-1, marks the country's first attempt at deep space exploration after its sending a probe to the moon. The 110-kilogram micro-satellite was originally planned to be launched in October 2009 from the Baikonur Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan but the launch was postponed. The orbiter is due to probe the Martian space environment with a special focus on what happened to the water that is supposed to have existed on the planet. China is aiming to build a space exploration program on par with those of the United States and Russia. China currently has a probe -- the Chang'e 2 -- orbiting the moon and carrying out various tests in preparation for the expected 2013 launch of the Chang'e-3, which it hopes will be its first unmanned lunar landing.



China Solves – Mars 

China solves Mars exploration – probes and water mining 

People’s Daily 1-7

Besides Mars, China plans deep space tracking 08:20, January 07, 2011 People's Daily Online is a website built by People's Daily, the official newspaper of the Communist Party of China.

http://english.people.com.cn/90001/90776/90881/7252941.html

China's space scientists and engineers are aiming high, as they will have a deep space monitoring network in 2016, and launch its first Mars probe in October this year to pave the way for further space explorations. The 2016 deep space tracking system will consist of two monitoring observations in the northwestern Kashgar, Xinjiang, and northeastern Jiamusi, Heilongjiang Province, and possibly connected with one more tracking station in South America, the Xinhua news agency quoted Qian Weiping, chief designer of the Chang'e-2 mission's tracking and control system, as saying yesterday. China is also scheduled to launch in October the Mars probe in a joint cooperation mission with Russia after a two-year delay. The probe, Yinghuo-1, was due to blast off in October 2009 with Russia's "Phobos Explorer" from the Baikonur Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan but the launch was postponed. Quoting an unnamed expert at the China Academy of Space Technology, the Xinhua news agency said the blast-off had been pushed back to October this year. Also, the report said that China planned to launch a Mars probe on its own some time in 2013. Efforts are being made to upgrade or build deep space monitoring stations in the three locations by equipping them with large-caliber antennas, Qian Weiping was quoted as saying. He added that the upgrading work in Kashgar and Jiamusi will be completed in 2012 to provide monitoring support for China's lunar orbiters, Chang'e-3 and Chang'e-4, while the monitoring station in South America will be created in 2016 to assist in the lunar orbiters' return to Earth. According to Chinese media reports, the Mars orbiter is due to probe the Martian space environment with a special focus on what happened to the water that appears to have once been abundant on Mars's surface. China has already begun probing the moon and this will be the next step in its ambitious space exploration program.  Chinese scientists and engineers have sent the Chang'e 2 orbiting the moon and carrying out various experiments in preparation for the expected 2013 launch of the Chang'e-3, which the scientists hope will be China's first unmanned lunar landing.
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Obama’s presidency is failing- A New policy directive is key to restore his credibility 

Walter Russell Mead -- James Clark Chase Professor of Foreign Affairs and Humanities at Bard College and Editor-at-Large of The American Interest, (Business Insider, 6/20/11, “Here's How Obama Can Save His Presidency” http://www.businessinsider.com/heres-how-obama-can-save-his-presidency-2011-6, Caplan)
Can the Obama Presidency still be saved? To some, the question may seem premature or even insulting. President Obama’s personal popularity remains high and the most recent RealClearPolitics poll average has him at a more than respectable 47.6 percent approval; while the President’s popularity is drifting lower, congressional Republicans have been losing ground to their Democratic rivals in recent polls, and the Republican primary field remains both uninspiring and polarized. Small government, libertarian and Jeffersonian Paulites, globalist ‘great nation’ conservatives, conservative social activists and Jacksonian hyperpatriots are united only in their antipathy to the Obama administration and it is not yet clear whether a GOP candidate can unify this agitated but inchoate mass of energy into a strong and focused campaign. Nevertheless it seems increasingly clear that the Obama presidency has lost its way; at home and abroad it flounders from event to event, directionless and passive as one report after another “unexpectedly” shows an economy that refuses to heal. Most recently, the IMF has cut its growth forecast for the United States in 2011 and 2012. With growth predicted at 2.5 percent this year and 2.7 percent next, unemployment is unlikely to fall significantly before Election Day. On the same day, the latest survey of consumer sentiment shows an “unexpectedly sharp” dip in consumer confidence. The economy is not getting well; geopolitically, the US keeps adding new countries to the bomb list, but the President has fallen strangely silent about the five wars he is fighting (Iraq, Afghanistan, tribal Pakistan, Libya and now Yemen). The problem is only partly that the President’s policies don’t appear to be working. Presidents fail to be re-elected less because their policies aren’t working than because they have lost control of the narrative. FDR failed to end the Depression during two terms in office but kept the country’s confidence through it all. Richard Nixon hadn’t ended the Vietnam War in 1972 and George W. Bush hadn’t triumphed in what we still knew as the Global War on Terror in 2004. In all these cases, however, the presidents convinced voters that they understood the problem, that they were working on it, and that their opponents were clueless throwbacks who would only make things worse. President Obama still has a shot at convincing voters that the GOP would make things worse, but his administration has not just lost control over the direction of the economy. It has lost control of the discussion about the economy. Why did the stimulus fail? What did the President learn from this failure and what will the President try next? The White House has been so busy bobbing and weaving it has not communicated a simple, clear story about what went wrong and what happens next. Nobody at this point really knows what the President stands for – at home or abroad. He is not George W. Bush and he is not Bill Clinton, but who is he and where is he taking us? He seems bogged down in the minutiae of policies – most of which don’t seem to be working very well. He has given his opposition valuable gifts, setting goals for himself which he then fails to meet: that the stimulus would keep unemployment below 8 percent, public demands for Israeli concessions he failed to achieve, the promise that his health care proposals wouldn’t effect anyone who liked their current insurance, and the infamous “days not weeks” prediction about the Libya campaign. These and similar blunders have two things in common: they are unforced errors, and they undercut the President’s ability to present himself as a visionary leader who both understands where the country is headed and has a plan for meeting the obstacles in our path. He frequently appears surprised by events, and over time confidence in his leadership is leaking away. The President of the United States has two jobs: he is the head of government and the head of state. In British terms, he must do the jobs of both the Prime Minister and the Queen. The Queen sprinkles pixie dust; the Prime Minister does the dirty work of legislative sausage making. Presidents (like Ronald Reagan and FDR) succeed when they fill the job of head of state so well that they accumulate political authority which they can then use to run the government. The pixie dust they sprinkle makes the sausage look good. Presidents who fail to establish themselves as national leaders and symbols (like Jimmy Carter) end by losing their political authority as well. President Obama started off with great advantages in the pixie dust department. As the first African-American president, he embodies important American qualities simply by being himself. Young, energetic, blessed with a stylish wife and a vibrant family, he holds Kennedy-class cards when it comes to touching enduring American themes and ideals. He was (and can still be) an ideal representative of America to itself and to the world, a symbol of hope for national and global reconciliation and renewal. But the President has failed to meld that image and the symbolic weight of his office to a compelling policy vision. He takes strong individual stands — from support for health care reform to the bombing of Libya — but between the moves and the counter moves, the rhetorical claims and the policy reversals, the President’s image has become fuzzy and perplexing. Did he abandon the concept of stimulus and cast himself as a deficit cutter because he believes it, or was the shift a tactical calculation? What does he really believe will get the economy going again?
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Mars is the Only Program that can Revitalize NASA and garner the public support to Reinvigorate Obama 

Loren Thompson -- Chief Financial Officer – Lexington Institute, (Lexington Institute, April 2011, “Human Spaceflight”, http://www.lexingtoninstitute.org/library/resources/documents/Defense/HumanSpaceflight-Mars.pdf, Caplan)
The National Aeronautics and Space Administration’s human spaceflight program is one of the greatest scientific achievements in history.  However, the program has been slowly dying since the Challenger Space Shuttle disaster 25 years ago.  Faltering political support, failed technologies and competing claims on an under-funded federal budget have made it difficult to sustain a coherent program from administration to administration.  The Obama Administration has offered a bold plan for nudging human spaceflight out of its decaying orbit, but the plan received only mixed support in Congress and looks unlikely to sustain political momentum over the long term. Although NASA consumes less than one-percent of the federal budget, it does not connect well with the current economic or social agendas of either major political party.  The broad support for the human spaceflight program early in its history was traceable largely to the ideological rivalry between America and Russia that produced the Moon race.  Today, no such external driver exists to sustain support of human spaceflight across the political spectrum.  The program therefore must generate some intrinsic rationale -- some combination of high purpose and tangible benefit -- to secure funding.  Recent efforts at generating a compelling rationale, such as the “flexible path” and “capabilities driven” approaches currently favored by the space agency, are inadequate. They do not resonate with the political culture. In the current fiscal and cultural environment, there is only one goal for the human spaceflight program that has a chance of capturing the popular imagination: Mars.  The Red Planet is by far the most Earth-like object in the known universe beyond the Earth itself, with water, seasons, atmosphere and other features that potentially make it habitable one day by humans.  In addition, its geological characteristics make it a potential treasure trove of insights into the nature of the solar system -- insights directly relevant to what the future may hold for our own world.  And Mars has one other key attraction: it is reachable.  Unlike the hundreds of planets now being discovered orbiting distant stars,  astronauts could actually reach Mars within the lifetime of a person living today, perhaps as soon as  20 years from now. This report makes the case for reorienting NASA’s human spaceflight program to focus on an early manned mission to Mars.  It begins by briefly reviewing the history of the human spaceflight program and explaining why current visions of the program’s future are unlikely to attract sustained political support.  It then describes the appeal of Mars as an ultimate destination, and the range of tangible benefits that human missions there could produce.  It concludes by describing the budgetary resources and scientific tools needed to carry out such missions.  The basic thesis of the report is that human missions to Mars can be accomplished within NASA’s currently projected budgets; that proposed missions to other destinations such as near-Earth asteroids should be reconfigured as stepping-stones to the ultimate goal of the Red Planet; and that if Mars does not become the official goal of the human spaceflight program, then the program will effectively be dead by the end of the current decade.
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Lack of Credibility leads to weakness and belligerence 

John R. Bolton -- Senior fellow at the American Enterprise Institute, Former U.S. ambassador to the United Nations (The Los Angeles Times, “The danger of Obama's dithering,”, October 18, 2009, pg. http://articles.latimes.com/2009/oct/18/opinion/oe-bolton18)
Weakness in American foreign policy in one region often invites challenges elsewhere, because our adversaries carefully follow diminished American resolve. Similarly, presidential indecisiveness, whether because of uncertainty or internal political struggles, signals that the United States may not respond to international challenges in clear and coherent ways. Taken together, weakness and indecisiveness have proved historically to be a toxic combination for America's global interests. That is exactly the combination we now see under President Obama. If anything, his receiving the Nobel Peace Prize only underlines the problem. All of Obama's campaign and inaugural talk about "extending an open hand" and "engagement," especially the multilateral variety, isn't exactly unfolding according to plan. Entirely predictably, we see more clearly every day that diplomacy is not a policy but only a technique. Absent presidential leadership, which at a minimum means clear policy direction and persistence in the face of criticism and adversity, engagement simply embodies weakness and indecision. Obama is no Harry Truman. At best, he is reprising Jimmy Carter. At worst, the real precedent may be Ethelred the Unready, the turn-of the-first-millennium Anglo-Saxon king whose reputation for indecisiveness and his unsuccessful paying of Danegeld -- literally, "Danish tax" -- to buy off Viking raiders made him history's paradigmatic weak leader. Beyond the disquiet (or outrage for some) prompted by the president's propensity to apologize for his country's pre-Obama history, Americans increasingly sense that his administration is drifting from one foreign policy mistake to another. Worse, the current is growing swifter, and the threats more pronounced, even as the administration tries to turn its face away from the world and toward its domestic priorities. Foreign observers, friend and foe alike, sense the same aimlessness and drift. French President Nicolas Sarkozy had to remind Obama at a Sept. 24 U.N. Security Council meeting that "we live in the real world, not a virtual one." Examples of weakness abound, and the consequences ae readily foreseeable. Canceling the Polish and Czech missile defense bases is understood in Moscow and Eastern European capitals as backing down in the face of Russian bluster and belligerence. Russian President Dmitry Medvedev threatened the day after our 2008 election to deploy missiles targeting these assets unless they were canceled, a threat duly noted by the Russian media when Obama canceled the sites. Given candidate Obama's reaction to the 2008 Russia-Georgia war -- calling on both sides to exercise restraint -- there is little doubt that Prime Minister Vladimir Putin's project to re-extend Russian hegemony over as much of the former Soviet Union as he can will continue apace. Why should he worry about Washington? Obama's Middle East peace process has stalled, most recently because he set a target for an end to Israeli settlement expansion, couldn't meet it and then proceeded as though he hadn't meant what he said originally. By insisting that Israel freeze settlements as a precondition to renewing Israeli-Palestinian negotiations, Obama drew a clear line. But when Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu withstood Obama's pressure, Obama caved, hosting a photo-op with Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas that strengthened Netanyahu and weakened Abbas just when Obama wanted to achieve exactly the opposite. However one views the substantive outcome of this vignette, Obama himself looked the weakest of all. It could well be years before his Middle East policy gets back up off the ground. On nuclear nonproliferation, North Korea responded to the "open hand" of engagement by testing its second nuclear device, continuing an aggressive ballistic missile testing program, cooperating with other rogue states and kidnapping and holding hostage two American reporters. Obama's reaction is to press for more negotiations, which simply encourages Pyongyang to up the ante. Iran is revealed to have been long constructing an undeclared, uninspected nuclear facility that makes a mockery of almost seven years of European Union negotiation efforts. Forced to deal publicly with this deeply worrying threat, Obama proposes the equivalent of money-laundering for nuclear threats: Iranian uranium enriched in open, unambiguous defiance of four Security Council resolutions will be enriched to higher levels in Russia, and then returned to be burned in a Tehran reactor -- ostensibly for peaceful purposes. Sarkozy again captured the growing international incredulity in his noteworthy Security Council speech: "I support America's 'extended hand.' But what have these proposals for dialogue produced for the international community? Nothing but more enriched uranium and more centrifuges." Finally, Obama's agonizing, very public reappraisal of his own 7-month-old Afghanistan policy epitomizes indecisiveness. While there is no virtue in sustaining policy merely for continuity's sake, neither is credit due for too-quickly adopting policies without appreciating the risks entailed and then fleeing precipitously when the risks become manifest. The administration's stated reason for its policy re-evaluation was widespread fraud in Afghanistan's Aug. 20 presidential election. But this explanation is simply not credible. Did not the administration's generals and diplomats on the ground, not to mention United Nations observers, see the election mess coming? Was the Hamid Karzai administration's cupidity and corruption overlooked or ignored during Obama's original review and revision of his predecessor's policy? The unmistakable inference is that Obama did not carefully think through his March Afghan policy, or did not have full confidence then or now in Army Gen. Stanley A. McChrystal or Ambassador Richard C. Holbrooke, or that it is now politically inconvenient among increasingly antiwar Democrats to follow through on that policy. None of these explanations reflect credit on the president. He is dithering. Whatever decision Obama reaches on Afghanistan, his credibility and leadership have been badly wounded by his continuing public display of indecisiveness. Our international adversaries undoubtedly welcome all of these "resets" in U.S. foreign policy, but Americans should be appalled at how much of our posture in the world has already been given away. If Obama's first nine months indicate the direction of the next 39, we still have a long way to fall.
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Multiple scenarios for global war

Dr. Victor Davis Hanson – Senior Fellow in Residence in Classics and Military History at Hoover Institution, Stanford University, (Resistnet.com, December 7, 2009, “Change, Weakness, Disaster, Obama: Answers from Victor Davis Hanson,” Interview with the Oregon Patriots, pg. http://www.resistnet.com/group/oregon/forum/topics/change-weakness-disaster-obama/showLastReply)

BC: Are we currently sending a message of weakness to our foes and allies? Can anything good result from President Obama’s marked submissiveness before the world?
Dr. Hanson: Obama is one bow and one apology away from a circus. The world can understand a kowtow gaffe to some Saudi royals, but not as part of a deliberate pattern. Ditto the mea culpas. Much of diplomacy rests on public perceptions, however trivial. We are now in a great waiting game, as regional hegemons, wishing to redraw the existing landscape — whether China, Venezuela, Iran, North Korea, Pakistan, Syria, etc. — are just waiting to see who’s going to be the first to try Obama — and whether Obama really will be as tenuous as they expect. If he slips once, it will be 1979 redux, when we saw the rise of radical Islam, the Iranian hostage mess, the communist inroads in Central America, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, etc.
BC: With what country then — Venezuela, Russia, Iran, etc. — do you believe his global repositioning will cause the most damage?
Dr. Hanson: I think all three. I would expect, in the next three years, Iran to get the bomb and begin to threaten ever so insidiously its Gulf neighborhood; Venezuela will probably cook up some scheme to do a punitive border raid into Colombia to apprise South America that U.S. friendship and values are liabilities; and Russia will continue its energy bullying of Eastern Europe, while insidiously pressuring autonomous former republics to get back in line with some sort of new Russian autocratic commonwealth. There’s an outside shot that North Korea might do something really stupid near the 38th parallel and China will ratchet up the pressure on Taiwan. India’s borders with both Pakistan and China will heat up. I think we got off the back of the tiger and now no one quite knows whom it will bite or when. 

China Solves – SPS 

China solves SPS – 35 billion dollars in investments. Coop key to solar development 

Cox 4-30

William John Cox is an American public interest lawyer, retired prosecutor, author and political activist.

The Race for Space-Solar Energy Saturday 30 April 2011 by: William John Cox, Truthout is an independent news source http://www.truth-out.org/race-space-solar-energy/1304186557

China is currently investing $35 billion of its hard-currency reserves in the development of energy-efficient green technology and has become the world's leading producer of solar panels. In addition, China has aggressively moved into space by orbiting astronauts and by demonstrating a capability to destroy the satellites of other nations. Over the past two years, Japan has committed $21 billion to secure space-solar energy. By 2030, the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency plans to "put into geostationary orbit a solar-power generator that will transmit one gigawatt of energy to Earth, equivalent to the output of a large nuclear power plant." Japanese officials estimate that, ultimately, they will be able to deliver electricity at a cost of $0.09 per kilowatt-hour, which will be competitive with all other sources. President Kennedy once said, "We choose to go to the moon in this decade, not because it is easy, but because it is hard." The United States readily achieved that objective and, effectively, won the Cold War. A similar challenge is now presented in the race for space solar energy. What, if anything, will President Obama say or do? Rather than a competition, however, the United States, China, Japan, and perhaps Russia, should organize a public service consortium to cooperatively produce energy from outer space. Such a consortium could take advantage of the unique abilities of each nation to collectively produce space-solar energy, and it would avoid private corporate domination over the distribution of a product that is essential to human civilization. A Space-Solar Energy Consortium would be a giant step toward world peace and a small leap into the universe of unlimited and unimaginable futures that surround and await us.

Abundance of silicon and quartz makes China the perfect country for solar technological development

Peijuan 6-7

By Ji Peijuan, People's Daily correspondent in Thailand, translated by People's Daily Online

China's strides in solar tech debated at Asia Solar Energy Forum 15:07, June 07, 2011

http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90777/90856/7402612.html

"Although Chinese companies do not own the world's most advanced solar energy technologies, their technological level is above the global average. Furthermore, China is rich in silicon and quartz and has built a complete industrial chain in the solar energy sector. The solar energy industry has huge potential in China," said You Zhenzhong, deputy chief operating officer of Trina Solar, a Chinese manufacturer of photovoltaic modules, at the Third Asia Solar Energy Forum in Bangkok, Thailand in late May.  Many officials, experts and scholars at the forum agreed that accelerating the development of solar energy is an important part of China’s economic restructuring. The country’s solar energy industry is progressing toward the forefront of the world. 

China plans to invest 278 million dollars in the solar industry – best country for solar development

Reuters 6-27

UPDATE 1-China Sunergy sets 1 GW solar cell expansion plan Mon Jun 27, 2011 8:05am EDT

http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/06/27/chinasunergy-idUSL3E7HR1NE20110627

(Reuters) - China Sunergy Co Ltd said it plans to invest 1.8 billion yuan ($278 million) in a 1 gigawatt (GW) solar cells expansion project. The first batch of 500 megawatt (MW) cells produced by the company's units, China Sunergy (HK) Co Ltd. and China Sunergy (Nanjing) Co Ltd, is expected to be commercialized in the first half of 2012, China Sunergy said in a statement. Solar companies are rapidly increasing their production capacity, heightening the competition in the sector and pushing prices for solar equipment down sharply as they battle for market share. The project will center on the production of China Sunergy's newly-developed Quasar cells, which have an average efficiency rate of 18.6 percent. The company aims to hit an efficiency rate of more than 19 percent in the first batch of 500 MW, it said. The Yangzhou, China-based project will be funded partly through a 500 million yuan loan from China Electric Equipment Group Corp Ltd, while the rest will be funded by credit facilities, the company said. Shares of the company closed at $2.10 on Nasdaq on Friday. ($1 = 6.475 Chinese yuan) (Reporting by Swetha Gopinath in Bangalore; Editing by Savio D'Souza)

China Solves – SPS 

China leads the world in green technologies; means they are the best candidate for alternative energies such as solar power

Kreindler 10

China Takes the Lead on Clean Energy Jobs: How the U.S. Can Still Win. By GUEST AUTHOR | Published: MARCH 1, 2010

This post is by Tony Kreindler, media director for the National Climate Campaign at Environmental Defense Fund.

http://blogs.edf.org/innovation/2010/03/01/china-takes-the-lead-on-clean-energy-jobs-how-the-u-s-can-still-win/

A majority of Americans are worried that the United States’ role in the world economy will diminish in the coming years, according to a new Washington Post-ABC News poll. But the truth is, China is already beating the U.S. to clean energy jobs. China is quickly becoming the global powerhouse in clean energy manufacturing and innovation, dwarfing the efforts of America. Backed by huge investment and an industrial policy bigger than the world has ever seen, China has become the worldwide leader in new energy technology markets while the U.S. is quickly falling behind. 


***CP Solvency – Advantages***
China Solves – Space Mil/Leadership (1/2)

Cooperation with china in space creates transparency – this solves space mil and space leadership

Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese -- serves as Chair, Department of National Security Studies, at the U.S. Naval War College. Previously, she was on the faculty at the Asia Pacific Center for Security Studies in Honolulu, Hawaii; at the Air War College in Montgomery, Alabama; and the Director of the Center for Space Policy & Law at the University of Central Florida. Dr. Johnson-Freese has testified before the U.S. Congress on several occasions regarding Chinese space activities and space security issues generally. She is on the editorial board of China Security and a member of the International Academy of Astronautics. Dr. Johnson-Freese’s most recent book is entitled ‘Space as a Strategic Asset’, released in March 2007 by Columbia University Press, (November 9, 2005, “Maintaining US leadership in human spaceflight" Science Direct)
China is already working with ESA on programs ranging from DoubleStar to Galileo, it worked with Russia on human spaceflight, and it is courting many Asian countries for projects involving cooperative work on environmental and disaster monitoring and management, sometimes through the Asia-Pacific Multilateral Cooperation in Space Organization (APSCO). That the EU considered dropping its arms embargo against China demonstrates that other countries do not necessarily share US views about the value or necessity of isolating China. Over the long term China will increasingly engage partners in space activity. The question is whether the USA will choose to deflect or co-opt some of that cooperative activity in directions of its choice.

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

China Solves – Space Mil/Leadership (2/2)

[CONTINUED – NO TEXT OMITTED]

science and exploration to sustain the momentum. Competition once served that purpose but will not do so any longer. Indeed, competition places the USA in a race not in its best interests. Strategic leadership of a cooperative space mission off planet Earth offers the USA a viable way forward toward maintaining leadership while generating significant soft power globally, soft power necessary toward such strategic goals as effectively fighting the global ‘war on terrorism’. US policy makers must look at space from a strategic perspective, not just from a science or exploration perspective.
Chinese space investments boost econ, is focused, and has the capabilities to handle military operations

Tellis 8

China’s Space Capabilities and U.S. Security Interests, by Ashley J. Tellis QUADERNI DI RELAZIONI INTERNAZIONALI, OCTOBER 2008 http://carnegie.ru/publications/?fa=22595 

China’s space program represents a major investment aimed at enabling Beijing to utilize space in expanding its national power. The expansion of comprehensive national power, which has been China’s grand strategic objective since at least the reform period initiated in 1978, is critical to recovering the greatness that China enjoyed internationally for most of the last millennium. Recovering greatness, in turn, requires China to sustain high levels of economic growth, preserve internal stability, and neutralize the external threats to its national security. It has been clearly recognized in China that a space program helps to advance all these three goals simultaneously. As in the United States, Chinese investments in space are judged – correctly – to contribute to enhanced economic growth in multiple ways: they stimulate innovation; they produce technology spinoffs that can be utilized in diverse sectors far removed from their origins; they create demand for new derivative technologies and services; and, they produce fresh opportunities for export. Since space contributes to accelerating economic growth in this way and, by implication, helps China meet its vast developmental challenges, it also aids the state in maintaining internal stability. China’s space programs advance this goal either through the direct application of space-related technologies for discharging law-and-order functions or for providing disaster relief, or through the more indirect, but nonetheless equally important, means of sustaining the “social contract” that enables continued Communist rule. China’s space achievements also providing the requisite symbolic gains that enable China’s rulers to justify their continued rule. Finally, space technologies have become critical to the successful conduct of military operations: they enable China to use its armed forces more effectively either because they permit better collection, transmittal and exploitation of information or because they support the development of new weapons such as responsive directed energy and other nonkinetic technologies. China’s space program is intended to advance all these objectives seamlessly and synergistically. Consequently, its space policy goals could be characterized as simultaneously focused on securing economic and development benefits, enhancing national military capabilities, and procuring symbolic benefits that both aid regime survival at home and enhance Chinese prestige abroad. China’s space program writ large is marked by three distinguishing characteristics. First, it is comprehensive. Unlike some other developing countries which are involved in a few discrete activities, China is a major space-faring nation pursuing endeavors that span the entire spectrum. Today, almost fifty years after China formulated its first space development plans, Beijing is deeply involved in space science; it possesses an inclusive space research, development and manufacturing base that produces everything from launch vehicles to satellites; it has a large ground segment that oversees space launches and includes an extensive telemetry, tracking and control (TT&C) network; it possesses a diverse set of space launch vehicles, currently consisting of some ten variants of four basic Long March boosters, now also complemented by newer mobile launch systems; it owns a diverse set of orbital assets, primarily indigenous satellites that provide communications, meteorological, navigation and positioning, remote sensing, reconnaissance, and electronic intelligence services; it has recently embarked on a manned space program that besides being a source of great national pride also represents its most difficult space endeavor, one that promises however to push Beijing to the limits of technology innovation; it has an emerging space services industry that is aimed at offering hardware, launch services, and spacederived products to domestic and international clients; and, finally, China is engaged increasingly in various activities involving international collaboration, be they scientific, technical, or diplomatic. China’s space presence is thus marked by the possession of an end-to-end capability. While Beijing still lags behind advanced space powers such as the United States, Russia, and key European states, it nonetheless has laid the foundations for a major presence in space. Second, China’s space program is integrated. Unlike the United States, for example, where a significant divide exists between civilian and military space activities, and where diversity, heterogeneity, and atomistic competition are the norm in both realms, civilian and military space programs in China are not only centrally directed but are also mutually reinforcing by design. Although specific activities in the Chinese space program may be biased towards civilian or defense applications, the entire enterprise, strictly speaking, is a strategic program with no firewalls whatsoever between the civilian and the military. This “unity-in-difference,” centered on the primacy of military considerations which suffuse even the scientific, domestic, and commercial elements of the space effort, is protected at the programmatic level by the organizational structure of the Chinese system. Although a now-civilianized Commission on Science, Technology, and Industry for National Defense (COSTIND) sits at the apex of the Chinese defense-industrial complex, it is responsive to both the Central Military Commission of the Chinese Communist Party and the General Armaments Department of the Peoples Liberation Army (PLA) on whose behalf it coordinates the activities of the major aerospace holding companies, the principal research academies, and the third-line industrial organizations that perform work on contract to these institutions. In this context, the China National Space Administration, which is sometimes depicted as China’s National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA), is essentially a civilian front for international cooperation and a liaison between the military and Chinese defense industry. The military interests of the Chinese state in the space program are thus affirmatively protected, even though Chinese policymakers rarely, if ever, own up to the military dimensions of their space endeavors. As Kevin Pollpeter summarized it succinctly, "China’s space program is inherently military in nature … Indeed, China’s space program is a military-civilian joint venture in which the military develops and operates its satellites and runs its infrastructure, including China’s launch sites and satellite operations center". The policy consequence of this fact, from an American perspective, is that any collaboration with China’s “civilian” space program inevitably ends up aiding its military. Third, China’s space efforts are focused in multiple ways. To begin with, although some Chinese activities are intended to procure symbolic benefits that enhance the control or legitimacy of Communist rule, these gains are usually conceived of as positive externalities that derive from some other material benefits of exploiting space for specific economic, political or military aims. To that degree, Beijing’s space investments are in fact conservative. Given its relative under-development, China has consistently sought to avoid frittering its resources on showcase projects that provide few tangible gains, preferring instead to invest in those activities that provide highest value within what are acknowledged fiscal constraints. Given the desire to secure the most while spending the least, even more controversial initiatives such as the manned space program have been authorized mainly because it is expected that this effort would push the frontiers of innovation, create a new quality control culture across the space program, generate new demands for technical education, and produce spin-offs that would benefit the economy more generally. 


China Solves – Security/Spending 

China cooperation creates transparency needed to check security conflicts, overspending, and China’s unilateral space dominance 

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

The mission of China Security is to improve the understanding of China amongst Western policy practitioners and the public by providing Chinese experts’ authoritative analysis on critical traditional and non-traditional security issues that impact China’s Strategic Development and its relations with the United States and the world. LShen

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


China Coop Solves – Credibility/War (1/2)

Lack of China Cooperation kills NASA’s Credibility and Leadership

Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese -- serves as Chair, Department of National Security Studies, at the U.S. Naval War College. Previously, she was on the faculty at the Asia Pacific Center for Security Studies in Honolulu, Hawaii; at the Air War College in Montgomery, Alabama; and the Director of the Center for Space Policy & Law at the University of Central Florida. Dr. Johnson-Freese has testified before the U.S. Congress on several occasions regarding Chinese space activities and space security issues generally. She is on the editorial board of China Security and a member of the International Academy of Astronautics. Dr. Johnson-Freese’s most recent book is entitled ‘Space as a Strategic Asset’, 6/10/11 by Columbia University Press, (“China’s Space Ambitions”, www.ifri.org/downloads/China_Space_Johnson_Freese.pdf, Caplan)

Rarely do US attempts at isolating countries – ally or competitor – succeed without unexpected, and negative, consequences. The Atomic Energy Act of 1946 restricted data sharing from the Manhattan Project with allies including Britain, resulting in a significant wartime rift and leading to Britain developing their own bomb. After the infamous Cox Commission Report in 1999 which investigated charges of theft and illegal satellite technology transfer to China, the US attempted to block dual-use satellite technology from sale or launch there. As a result, European space industries that had been niche providers developed much broader capabilities so they could circumvent US prohibitions. US companies have lost business and the globalization of technology marches on. For many years, Chinese politicians considered there would be geostrategic benefits to be derived from being a partner on the ISS, symbolic of the “international family of spacefaring nations.” The United States stiff-arming them from involvement is a factor behind China now developing its own space station. So what does a legislative prohibition such as this achieve? It is pile-on evidence that the United States, or at least some of the Congress, is oblivious to the state of the world and the US position in it. That is not a declaration of US “decline,” another popular though misplaced cry frequently heard. It simply says that, realistically, the gap between the US and countries such as China (and India, and Brazil) that were once “developing” and are now increasingly “developed” world has shrunk – which is to the benefit of the US if one believes that security risks largely originate in underdeveloped areas not connected to the globalized world. It will likely be read internationally with a certain degree of bemusement; Congress now declaring who NASA can talk to and who it can’t, as though snubbing China will either result in a change in the Chinese domestic policies (such as human rights) of concern to Congressional supporters of the ban, or inhibit its space plans. While the ban only covered expenditures through September 30, 2011, it could be an issue in Fiscal Year 2012 as well since Representative Frank Wolk (R-VA), a fierce critic of China and chair of the House spending committee that oversees NASA and several science agencies, and other committee Republicans, are clearly focused on the issue. Tetchy exchanges between ban supporters and presidential science advisor John Holdren occurred at subsequent Congressional hearings on the FY 2012 budget when Holdren stated that the ban did not apply to the President’s ability to conduct foreign policy. Wolf and company pushed back against anything that would provide a loophole for presidential discretion in working with China, tacitly threatening future NASA funding if the intent of their ban were to be evaded. After a hiatus following the Cox Commission Report, small gestures of space outreach between the US and China began with NASA Administrator Mike Griffin’s 2006 trip to China during the Bush Administration, though the overall US policy toward China on cooperation remained largely negative. While the Obama Administration has been much more generally positive about cooperation, including with China, there have been no US-China cooperative programs put on the table by either side to consider, nor are any apparently in the works. Since 2006, US-China space cooperation has been treading water at best, so why the need now to make this bold, and pointless, political statement is unclear. Perhaps supporters were just waving a “pay attention to us” flag at NASA regarding any potential future plans, though if that was the case there were certainly other ways to send that message while still considering the broader aspects of US strategic communication. What is clear, however, is that other countries have no such compunction as the US about working with China – indeed many are anxious to have the opportunity to work with a country they see as more open to partnerships, rather than the sub-contractor status some ISS “partners” have felt the US afforded them. There may be little need to bar the door to countries wanting to work with the US on space activities, as there may soon be fewer and fewer countries knocking. Congress and the Administration working together to refocus the US space program, including realistic cooperation, would go further to maintain US space leadership than pointless isolation gestures. 

China Coop Solves – Credibility/War (2/2) 

And NASA credibility independently solves war
Dr. John M. Logsdon - Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington University, Research professor of Political Science and International Affairs at George Washington University (GWU, 2009, “Human Space Flight and National Power,” High Frontier, March 2007, Volume 3 Number 2, pg. http://www.gwu.edu/~spi/assets/docs/DrLogsdon_HF_Article.pdf)

This question has been eloquently addressed by the current NASA administrator, Dr. Michael D. Griffin: “The most enlightened, yet least discussed, aspect of national security involves being the kind of nation and, doing the kinds of things, that inspire others to want to cooperate as allies and partners rather than to be adversaries. And in my opinion, this is NASA’s greatest contribution to our Nation’s future in the world.” He added,

Today, and yet not for much longer, America’s ability to lead a robust program of human and robotic exploration sets us above and apart from all others. It offers the perfect venue for leadership in an alliance of great nations, and provides the perfect opportunity to bind others to us as partners in the pursuit of common dreams. And if we are a nation joined with others in pursuit of such goals, all will be less likely to pursue conflict in other arenas.

Griffin went even further in his analysis: “Imagine if you will a world of some future time—whether it be 2020 or 2040 or whenever—when some other nations or alliances are capable of reaching and exploring the Moon, or voyaging to Mars, and the United States cannot and does not. Is it even conceivable that in such a world America would still be regarded as a leader among nations, never mind the leader?” He asked “Are we willing to accept those consequences?”12 These remarks have been quoted at some length because they sum up the core argument of this essay—that human space flight, well conceived and well executed, is a valuable source of soft power for the United States. Whether or not direct military or economic benefits flow from having the ability to send people to orbit and beyond, human space flight will continue to make an important contribution to having the rest of the world see the United States as a great country. Pg. 1

***A2***


A2: Chinese Competition/Heg

China Space Rise Peaceful (1/2)

China cooperation creates transparency needed to check security conflicts, overspending, and China’s unilateral space dominance 

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

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

China’s space ambitions are peaceful – no competition 

People’s Daily 8

Premier says China committed to peaceful exploration, use of outer space 09:52, September 29, 2008 People's Daily Online is a website built by People's Daily, the official newspaper of the Communist Party of China.

http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90776/90881/6508460.html

China has no military intention in releasing the small companion satellite during the mission, said Gu Yidong, researcher of the Institute of Optics and Electronics under the Chinese Academy of Sciences, at the press conference.  Gu cited the countries who had also launched such satellites, including Russia, America and Japan. "I cannot see any military attempt amid that. I believe they all aimed at peaceful technology development, and so did China," he said.  The Shenzhou-7 space module carrying three taikonauts landed safely by parachute Sunday afternoon in China's northern grassland, after a landmark spacewalk mission that leads the country further in its space exploration.  Astronauts Zhai Zhigang, Liu Boming, and Jing Haipeng came back from a 68-hour flight, which included a 20-minute spacewalk on Saturday.  Other tasks of the mission included carrying out trials of satellite data relay and releasing a 40-kilogram companion satellite.  China became the third country after the United States and Russia to send a human into orbit in 2003, followed with a two-man mission in 2005. The successful spacewalk made China the third to master the extravehicular activity (EVA) technology.

Space race only between Asian countries; no competition with the US - China space dominance will be peaceful

Rincone 8

What's driving China space efforts? ANALYSIS By Paul Rincon, Science reporter for BBC 9-25-8

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/7635397.stm

Dr Launius agreed: "There is not the same level of concern or interest registered in the US for a competition with China in space. I don't think they view that as an issue in Europe either." He added: "There is a space race underway, but it is an Asian space race. It is between China, Japan, maybe Korea, certainly India. They are competing with each other for stature in that context. "And the Chinese, because of their full service capability - humans, robots and military - are at this point in time probably the leaders in that race. But those other countries have lots of capability too." Though China may only be the third country to launch a human into orbit, it still has a long way to go if it plans to mirror the achievements of the US and Russia. "When you look at the programme as an observer from the outside, they've shown success in building spacecraft that can fly humans and do certain things," said Roger Launius. "You can't build space stations until you can do those kinds of activities. You can't go to the Moon until you can do those kinds of activities. And they're not there yet."They're planning an EVA (spacewalk) this time and I hope they are successful. But one EVA does not make a programme
China Space Rise Peaceful (2/2)

China’s goal for space exploration is primarily peaceful

Acuthan, Jayan (writer) “China’s Outer Space Programme: Diplomacy of Competition or Co-operation?” 2006 http://chinaperspectives.revues.org/577
China has also made more then five-hundred microgravity experiments in aerospace biology on nine satellites and two spaceships. It has new varieties and new seed resources of which the space breeding in agriculture, microorganism and medicinal fungus are leading the world. At present, many countries make efforts for developing small satellites that have helped reap huge economic benefits in mobile communication and natural resources exploration. Since China launched its first manmade satellite Dongfanghong I in 1970, the CAST has succeeded in launching various types of satellites, including nine small manmade satellites. The SJ-5 in 1999 has helped advance China to the world’s front rank in the small satellites area. The CASC has taken an important measure in furthering the reform and adapting to the development of the market economy: the Aerospace Dongfanghong Satellite Co., Ltd, a hi-tech enterprise jointly funded by the CASC and the Chinese Academy of Space Technology, will help advancing industrialisation of production. China’s launch of first manned flight into space on October 2003 brought about the diplomacy of competition rather than co-operation in the space arena. In a sense, China is ahead of Europe and alongside the United States and Russia as the real space powers. China is also the first developing country to have achieved this. Moreover, China is also making new overtures to join research on the International Space Station (ISS). Without China’s participation, the ISS will not be a true international programme. China's space programme clearly owes much to the Russian Federation. However, it is not clear that Chinese manned programme could not have succeeded without Russian assistance, albeit at a slower pace. 


A2: China Space Militarization 

China’s intentions for Space Exploration aren’t Military based
Calmes, Ben (Independent writer) October 2003 http://www.sinomania.com/CHINANEWS/space_for_us_all.html

But China is not actively seeking to achieve military superiority in space. Since 2000 China's space agencies have sought to become part of the International Space Station (ISS) but are kept out by the USA. One of the key participants in the ISS, the European Space Agency (ESA), extended "warmest congratulations to the People's Republic of China on this outstanding achievement" in a statement from ESA Director General Jean-Jacques Dordain. The European Space Agency (ESA) is developing a technology standard (GSM) that will be civilian controlled. China and the ESA are currently finalizing a five-year agreement for cooperation. The USA ban on Chinese participation in the ISS is overtly political. The reasons for the ban are a disparate and outdated list of complaints about China ranging from "human rights" and Tibet to industrial espionage. Much of the political will behind the ban is from one politician, Representative Dana Rohrabacher (R) of California, an anti-China hawk who co-founded the Taiwan Congressional Caucus which is heavily influenced by a pro-independence Taiwan lobby. The future of the ISS is currently in doubt. Long before the collapse of the American space shuttle program the ISS was far behind construction and billions over budget. The only method currently of supplying the space station with materials—and crew—is via Russia’s space program. That is a tenuous lifeline at best. A launch scheduled for next month was canceled due to lack of funds. Chinese spacecraft are compatible with ISS modules. This presents a real opportunity for Chinese participation for supply missions at a minimum. If the USA is seriously concerned about China’s ambitions in space instead of treating the Chinese as space invaders it should welcome them into the International Space Station and encourage China to realize the loftiest ideals of human space exploration. 


***DA***


UQ Extensions

Extend Shuli from the 1NC, this card post dates all of the aff cards. President Hu’s visit has paved the way for future US-Sino relations

Relations at critical juncture

Global Times, 1.15.11

Global Times, online news source, 1.15.11, U.S. turns on pressure ahead of Hu’s visit, http://china.globaltimes.cn/diplomacy/2011-01/612955.html
Also Friday, US State Secretary Hillary Clinton said the two nations have reached a critical juncture in their relations and must work to establish more effective cooperation, Reuters reported.
China-US relations high now, but miscommunications puts it on the brink
Wines, 1-20
Michael Wines, NY Times staff writer, In Speech, Hu Calls for Closer Cooperation With U.S., 1.20.11,http://thecaucus.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/01/20/in-speech-hu-calls-for-closer-cooperation-with-u-s/?partner=rss&emc=rss&src=ig

President Hu Jintao of China called for closer cooperation with the United States in Southeast Asia and the Pacific Rim in a speech on Thursday, offering an olive branch in a region where China’s increasing influence and military presence have roiled relations between the two powers. Speaking to leaders of American business and foreign-relations organizations in Washington, Mr. Hu said that the Pacific Rim was where Washington and Beijing had the greatest range of overlapping interests, and he called closer coordination of American and Chinese activities there “crucial to the regional situation and our bilateral relations.” “We should stay committed to promoting peace, stability and cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region,” he said, “and turn the Asia-Pacific into an important region where China and the United States work closely with each other on the basis of mutual respect.” China’s territorial disputes with several nations in the region, including Japan, the Philippines and Vietnam, grew more fractious last year, prompting many of the region’s governments to ask the United States to step up its military and political involvement there. The American response — an offer to mediate the disputes, and a blunt statement by Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton about the need for states in the regional states to retain their independence — in turn angered the Chinese military and some leaders in Beijing, who saw the moves as intended to check China’s growing influence. Mr. Hu’s speech was laced with calls for China and the United States to cooperate and coordinate their actions on many global issues, from the Doha round of world trade negotiations to climate change and energy-conservation initiatives. He also called for a sustained effort to improve bilateral relations with more cultural, business and student exchanges, closer military cooperation and more joint projects in agriculture, space exploration, energy and other fields. “The development of China-United States relations in the final analysis hinges on the broad support and active involvement of people from all walks of life in both countries,” he said. 


Link Extensions

If US chooses to conduct space exploration by itself, china will see this as a sign of aggression – that’s Bao from the 1NC

China will never accept America’s unipolar dominance of space, that’s why relations are key to involve China 
China wants to cooperate in space development now, but America has to make the first move

China’s remarkable space achievements prove that it’s a crucial international player in space development – strong relations are key
Tellis 8

China’s Space Capabilities and U.S. Security Interests, by Ashley J. Tellis QUADERNI DI RELAZIONI INTERNAZIONALI, OCTOBER 2008 http://carnegie.ru/publications/?fa=22595 

China’s space program is focused in other ways as well. Beijing abundantly recognizes that for all its impressive space achievements in recent years, it still operates in a milieu characterized by emerging political competition with a technologically dominant United States. Consequently, given the differences in cultural ethos, political systems and comparative advantage, the Chinese space program has deliberately avoided either replicating the American endeavor or attempting to compete with it across the board. Rather, Beijing’s space efforts have been characterized by two different orientations in this regard. To the degree that raising its technological standards to American levels is judged necessary, China has embarked on a quite calculated “buy, copy, or steal” approach in regards to procuring various critical technologies. Where competing with the United States is deemed necessary, China has focused its space programs not on mustering any comparable superiority but by aiming at Washington’s "soft ribs and strategic weaknesses ". In any event, and irrespective of the endeavor in question, Beijing’s space efforts have been marked by deliberation and purposefulness. A net assessment of China’s space program would, therefore, justify the following conclusions. To begin with, China is a major space-faring nation with an impressive end-to-end space capability that serves substantially military ends. Further, China’s remarkable space achievements, however, mask important weaknesses in technological sophistication, gaps in capability, and operating regimes. These limitations compel it to look for foreign technology – bought, copied, stolen or acquired through joint ventures – as solutions designed to overcome its weaknesses. And, finally, China’s real constraints notwithstanding, it is poised to become an international player at least in the launch services market and perhaps as a niche provider of low-cost satellites to other developing countries.
Only China has space capabilities to land on the moon- other competitors like Japan and India fall behind

Adams 10

By Jonathan Adams, Correspondent. Christian Science Monitor, October 28, 2010

China is on path to 'militarization of space' The Asian space race is moving along slowly, but steadily – and China is in the lead, with technology that could give it a military advantage over the US.

http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2010/1028/China-is-on-path-to-militarization-of-space/(page)/1

Taipei, Taiwan China looks set to pull ahead in the Asian space race to the moon, putting a spacecraft into lunar orbit Oct. 6 in a preparatory mission for an unmanned moon landing in two or three years. Chinese engineers will maneuver the craft into an extremely low orbit, 9.5 miles above the moon's surface, so it can take high-resolution photos of a possible landing site. Basically, China is looking for a good "parking space" for a moon lander, in a less-known area of the moon known as the Bay of Rainbows. The mission, called Chang'e 2 after a heroine from Chinese folklore who goes to the moon with a rabbit, highlights China's rapidly growing technological prowess, as well as its keen desire for prestige on the world stage. If successful, it will put China a nose ahead of its Asian rivals with similar lunar ambitions – India and Japan – and signal a challenge to the American post-cold-war domination in space. The Asian space race Compared with the American and Soviet mad dashes into space in the late 1950s and '60s, Asia is taking its time – running a marathon, not a sprint. "All of these countries witnessed the cold war, and what led to the destruction of the USSR," says Ajey Lele, an expert on Asian space programs at the Institute for Defense Studies and Analysis in New Delhi, referring to the military and space spending that helped hasten the decline of the Soviet regime. "They understand the value of money and investment, and they are going as per the pace which they can go." But he acknowledged China's edge over India. "They started earlier, and they're ahead of us at this time," he says. India put the Chandrayaan 1 spacecraft into lunar orbit in 2008, a mission with a NASA payload that helped confirm the presence of water on the moon. It plans a moon landing in a few years' time, and a manned mission as early as 2020 – roughly the same timetable as China. Japan is also mulling a moonshot, and has branched out into other space exploration, such as the recent Hayabusa mission to an asteroid. Its last lunar orbiter shared the moon with China's first in 2007. Both Japan's and India's recent missions have been plagued by glitches and technical problems, however, while China's have gone relatively smoothly. Mr. Lele said the most significant aspect of the Chang'e 2 mission was the attempt at a 9.5-mile-high orbit, a difficult feat. India's own lunar orbiter descended to about 60 miles in 2008, he said, but was forced to return to a more stable, 125-mile-high orbit A low orbit will allow for better scouting of future landing sites, said Lele. 
Impact Extensions

We control the internal links to both econ and environment:

Strong relations over space development spills over to other problematic areas - only China cooperation can solve drastic impacts.

1.US and China possess the world’s 2 leading economies, which means that cooperation is crucial to alleviate any global economic tensions – that’s PDO

Increased economic decline increases the chance of conflict due to resource depletion, culminating in nuclear war – that’s Mead
2. Unchecked global warming causes rampant environmental degradation and ultimately extinction – China and the US specifically need to cooperate on this issue as the leading emitters of CO2 – that’s Chandler and Hunter from the 1NC

And:
Feedback cycles exacerbate warming – no hope for survival 
Oliver Tickell, environmental researcher, 2008, 8/11, http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/aug/11/climatechange)

We need to get prepared for four degrees of global warming, Bob Watson [PhD in Chemistry, Award for Scientific Freedom and Responsibility from the American Association for the Advacement of Science] told the Guardian last week. At first sight this looks like wise counsel from the climate science adviser to Defra. But the idea that we could adapt to a 4C rise is absurd and dangerous. Global warming on this scale would be a catastrophe that would mean, in the immortal words that Chief Seattle probably never spoke, "the end of living and the beginning of survival" for humankind. Or perhaps the beginning of our extinction.  The collapse of the polar ice caps would become inevitable, bringing long-term sea level rises of 70-80 metres. All the world's coastal plains would be lost, complete with ports, cities, transport and industrial infrastructure, and much of the world's most productive farmland. The world's geography would be transformed much as it was at the end of the last ice age, when sea levels rose by about 120 metres to create the Channel, the North Sea and Cardigan Bay out of dry land. Weather would become extreme and unpredictable, with more frequent and severe droughts, floods and hurricanes. The Earth's carrying capacity would be hugely reduced. Billions would undoubtedly die.  Watson's call was supported by the government's former chief scientific adviser, Sir David King [Director of the Smith School of Enterprise and the Environment at the University of Oxford], who warned that "if we get to a four-degree rise it is quite possible that we would begin to see a runaway increase". This is a remarkable understatement. The climate system is already experiencing significant feedbacks, notably the summer melting of the Arctic sea ice. The more the ice melts, the more sunshine is absorbed by the sea, and the more the Arctic warms. And as the Arctic warms, the release of billions of tonnes of methane – a greenhouse gas 70 times stronger than carbon dioxide over 20 years – captured under melting permafrost is already under way.  To see how far this process could go, look 55.5m years to the Palaeocene-Eocene Thermal Maximum, when a global temperature increase of 6C coincided with the release of about 5,000 gigatonnes of carbon into the atmosphere, both as CO2 and as methane from bogs and seabed sediments. Lush subtropical forests grew in polar regions, and sea levels rose to 100m higher than today. It appears that an initial warming pulse triggered other warming processes. Many scientists warn that this historical event may be analogous to the present: the warming caused by human emissions could propel us towards a similar hothouse Earth.

***Aff***


No Solvency – Coop Fails (1/3)

Cooperation fails – statement by NASA administrator

Jeff Foust, Editor and publisher of the Space Review online journal, “Resetting US-China space cooperation”, 1/20/11, http://www.spacepolitics.com/2011/01/20/resetting-us-china-space-cooperation///jchen

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

Space cooperation impossible – fears of dual use technology make relations zero-sum

Leonard David, Senior Space Writer, 4/20/06, “U.S.-China Space Ties Weighed”, http://www.space.com/2318-china-space-ties-weighed.html//jchen

Security dilemma  U.S.-China space relations are a classic security dilemma, where two states are drawn toward conflict though neither really wants that, Johnson-Freese explained. The reasons are fairly straightforward and strongly influenced by the technology involved, Johnson-Freese suggested.  "Specifically, there is no distinction between space technology for civil or military use, since 95 percent of space technology is dual-use, and further--and really problematic--there is often little or no distinction between military technology that is offensive or defensive in nature," Johnson-Freese explained. "So, fear of being exploited drives countries to view actions of others in zero-sum terms."  All this is further exacerbated when there is a predisposition by one state to view the other as an adversary ... or even a "potential" adversary. While strategically the U.S. talks about working with China, there are still other voices that talk about China as a potential near-peer competitor, due to Taiwan, the growth of their military, resource competition, and other issues of alarm, Johnson-Freese explained. All that said, she added: "It is very likely that the lens through which the U.S.--as the currently dominate space power--will view any expansion of Chinese space power will be a military one."

Cooperation impossible – lack of transparency and no convincing benefits

 Jeff Foust, Editor and publisher of the Space Review online journal, 7/17/06, “US-China space cooperation: the Congressional view”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/661/1//jchen

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.”  This gets back to the question of what each country has to gain by cooperating with one another in space exploration, an issue that arguably has not yet been convincingly answered in either country. Larsen, looking at the big picture, notes that China is working hard on a number of fronts to become more technologically advanced. “The space program is part of that economic development goal,” he said. “US policy needs to understand that, address it, and find ways to engage China on any number of issues because that country is thinking more strategically in terms of goal of competitiveness than I think we are.” How space fits into that big picture—or even if it does—has yet to be determined.

No Solvency – Coop Fails (2/3)

Cooperation empirically fails – fears of national security and military tech transfer

Reuters, Michael Martina, 4/29/11, “China astronaut calls for U.S. cooperation”, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/42822072/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/china-astronaut-calls-us-cooperation///jchen

Efforts at U.S.-China cooperation in space have failed in the past decade, stymied by economic, diplomatic and security tensions, despite a 2009 attempt by President Barack Obama and his Chinese counterpart, Hu Jintao, to launch collaboration. Obama and Hu, in a statement in November 2009, called for "the initiation of a joint dialogue on human spaceflight and space exploration, based on the principles of transparency, reciprocity and mutual benefit." U.S. fears over national defense and inadvertent technology transfer have proven to be major roadblocks, particularly after Beijing carried out an anti-satellite test in January 2007, using a ground-based missile to destroy one of its inactive weather satellites. Yang, considered a hero of China's ambitious space program and the first from his country to enter space, made the statement during a carefully controlled media visit to China's astronaut training facility in the western suburbs of Beijing. There, journalists were ushered through an echoing hall housing three new space flight training simulators, none in use by China's 24 astronauts. But China is pushing forward without the United States, its funding in the face of NASA scale-backs and its cooperative efforts with Russia and other countries possibly constituting the next best hope for the future of space exploration.

Cooperation fails – military nature and lack of Chinese transparency undermine confidence

Dean Cheng, Research Fellow in Chinese Political and Security Affairs in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation, 10/30/09, Heritage Foundation, “U.S.–China Space Cooperation: More Costs Than Benefits”//jchen

What’s the Point? So what would be the purpose of cooperation from the Chinese perspective? To sustain the ISS? China is hardly likely to be inter- ested in joining the ISS just in time to turn out the lights. There is also the question of whether the other partners in the international station, such as Russia and Japan, are necessarily interested in including China, especially now that the most expensive work has already been completed. There is also the issue of transparency. While it seems logical that the principal partners for cooper- ation would be the Chinese and American civil space agencies, the reality is that the China National Space Agency is, in fact, nested within the Chinese military–industrial complex rather than being a stand-alone agency. Indeed, China’s space program is overwhelm- ingly military in nature. And nowhere more so than in the manned space program, the “commanders” or “directors” of which include the head of the General Armaments Department, one of the four general departments responsible for day-to-day management of the entire People’s Liberation Army (PLA). The challenges presented by the Chinese space program’s strong ties to the PLA are exacer- bated by the generally opaque nature of China’s space program on issues ranging from who the top decision-makers are to the size of their budget. Any effort at cooperation is likely to be stymied so long as the PRC views transparency as a one-way affair.

No Solvency – Coop Fails (3/3)

China empirically fails to sustain international cooperation – past tensions prove

CSIS, Center for Strategic and International Studies, 3/23/10, “Chinese Space Policy: Collaboration or Competition?”, http://csis.org/blog/chinese-space-policy-collaboration-or-competition//jchen

General Xu Qiliang, the commander of the People’s Liberation Army Air Force, has argued that space exploration is critical to China’s national security interests. His remarks reflect the Chinese government’s growing interest in space exploration and the development of space technology. China’s space program has made significant progress over the past decade. China is scheduled to start building its own space station in 2011 with the launch of an unmanned module named Tiangong-1. China’s success is in part due to its ability to exploit (and in some cases steal) foreign technology and its cooperation with foreign governments. China has collaborated mostly with other developing nations on its space technology, especially Russia and Brazil. Russia is working with China to help the Chinese refine their Shenzhou manned vehicles (based off of the successful Russia Soyuz design). China also purchased spacesuit designs from Russia. China works with Brazil to improve its satellite technology. In 1988, China and Brazil formed a joint committee called the China-Brazil Earth Resources Satellite (CBERS) Program to handle constructing, launching and operating satellites. The CBERS program has led to the launch of three satellites since 1999, and a fourth satellite launch is scheduled for the middle of 2011. In addition to these programs, China is a party to the Asia-Pacific Space Cooperation Organization (APSCO). Headquartered in Beijing, the organization formally started in December 2001. The members of the organization have pledged to cooperate on matters of space exploration. APSCO consists of seven members: China, Bangladesh, Iran, Mongolia, Pakistan, Peru and Thailand with Indonesia and Turkey as additional signatories. Some efforts at international cooperation have resulted in failure. China was essentially “disinvited” from the European Galileo program, which was designed to create a global locating and tracking system similar to GPS in the U.S.. China has now decided to create its own global location satellite system, named Beidou. And while China does collaborate with Russia, its relationship with Russia has been described as “anemic” and “delayed” by some observers. There has been little collaboration between the US and China on space exploration. Indeed, the situation has been tense at times. Some of China’s space technology was stolen from US firms. For example, a former engineer at Boeing, Dongfan Chung, was convicted in July 2009 of economic espionage on behalf of China. He provided information about the space shuttle and fueling system of the Delta IV booster rocket. Furthermore, the US has historically disapproved of Chinese aeronautical firms selling missile technology to countries like Iran, North Korea and Pakistan. On the other hand, China resented a plan proposed by the US delegation at the Copenhagen climate talks in December 2009, where foreign satellites would be used to monitor and verify carbon dioxide emissions in China. The Chinese argue that this would be an infringement upon their national sovereignty.


No Solvency – China Says No

China says no – unwilling to deal with US misgivings

Keith Richburg, Washington Post staff writer, Staff researchers Liu Liu in Beijing and Wang Juan in Shanghai, 1/22/11, “Mistrust stalls U.S.-China space cooperation”//jchen

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. On the day Hu left for his U.S. trip, Chinese news media reported the inauguration of a new program to train astronauts - called taikonauts here - for eventual deployment to the first Chinese space station, planned for 2015. As part of the project, two launches are planned for this year, that of an unmanned space module, called Tiangong-1, or "Heavenly Palace," by summer, and later an unmanned Shenzhou spacecraft that will attempt to dock with it.

China says no – lack of diplomatic reciprocity empirically proves

Dean Cheng, Research Fellow in Chinese Political and Security Affairs in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation, 10/30/09, Heritage Foundation, “U.S.–China Space Cooperation: More Costs Than Benefits”//jchen

Reciprocity Lacking. According to the discus- sions between Presidents Bush and Hu Jintao, NASA Administrator Michael Griffin’s groundbreak- ing visit to China in 2006 (the first by a NASA administrator to the PRC) was supposed to be matched by a visit to the U.S. by the head of China’s Second Artillery. Yet the PRC has never agreed to that visit, despite Hu’s commitment and repeated invitations from the U.S. If reciprocity in terms of basic leadership visits cannot be obtained, it is even more problematic how either side would achieve reciprocity in other areas. There is a general disparity in technology between the U.S. and the PRC. Under such circum- stances, reciprocity would likely benefit the Chinese side far more than the U.S. side. And if the U.S. holds back, it only undermines the case for cooper- ation. Yet well-founded reticence on the part of the U.S. to share information could also jeopardize the missions and safety of the crews. These are the high costs of cooperation with the Chinese on manned space flight. Covering funding shortfalls seems to be the only tangible motivation for the U.S., and even that prospect is not promising. If U.S. decision-makers conclude that a manned-space capacity is important to American interests, they should find a way to properly fund it—and not rely on the one country in the world likely to emerge as a peer competitor for global influence.


Turn – Coop = Iran Prolif

1. Cooperation enables tech transfers that result in proliferation to Iran and North Korea

Jeff Foust, Editor and publisher of the Space Review online journal, 11/30/09, “Caution about US-China space cooperation”, http://www.spacepolitics.com/2009/11/30/caution-about-us-china-space-cooperation///jchen

When President Obama visited China earlier this month, the US and China issued a joint statement that included a passage about space cooperation, including “starting a dialogue on human space flight and space exploration”. Cooperation would be a good thing, right? Not necessarily, according to some.  In an Aviation Week op-ed last week, Eric Sterner warns cooperation could lead to more technology transfer, something that, in the 1990s, led to stiffened export control regulations that transferred commercial satellites and their components to the US Munitions List. Such transfer is worrisome, he argues, not only because it could aid Chinese military modernization but also because China is a “serial proliferator” who could then transfer such technologies to places like Iran and North Korea. “Until China’s intentions are clearer and its behavior has verifiably and persistently changed,” he concludes, “close cooperation entails risks that far exceed the potential benefits.”  In this week’s issue of The Space Review, Taylor Dinerman raises concerns about the appearance of cooperation between the US and China. If the US looks like it’s trying too hard to cooperate with China (or other countries, for that matter), it could give the appearance of weakness. He also notes that previous models for international cooperation, such as Apollo-Soyuz and ISS, don’t fit the current situation, in part because of the lack of knowledge about what is motivating China’s human spaceflight program. “If the US presents itself as too eager for partnership agreements or too weak to explore the solar system without assistance, then the world and the American people will only see softness.”

2. Iranian Nuclear proliferation will snowball in the Middle East

Bhumitra Chakma, (Prof., Security Studies, U. of Hull), PAKISTANS NUCLEAR WEAPONS, 2009, 2.

Iran probably is ready to acquire nuclear weapons and the implications of Iran's nuclear weapons acquisition for nuclear proliferation and strategic stability in the Middle East will be profound. As a result, a number of countries, such as Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and Syria, are likely to initiate their own nuclear weapons programme.

3. Prolif causes conflict escalation and nuclear war – deterrence doesn’t check

Muller 2008 [Harald, Executive Director, Head of Research Department (RD) Peace Research Institute of Frankfurt, “The Future of Nuclear Weapons in an Interdependent World” The Washington Quarterly, Spring, http://www.twq.com/08spring/docs/08spring_muller.pdf]
A world populated by many nuclear-weapon states poses grave dangers. Regional conflicts could escalate to the nuclear level. The optimistic expectation of a universal law according to which nuclear deterrence prevents all wars rests on scant historical evidence and is dangerously naive. Nuclear uses in one part of the world could trigger “catalytic war” between greater powers, drawing them into smaller regional conflicts, particularly if tensions are high. This was always a fear during the Cold War, and it motivated nonproliferation policy in the first place. Moreover, the more states that possess nuclear weapons and related facilities, the more points of access are available to terrorists. 
Perm – Plan then CP

US must establish presence in space before coop – it’s key to miscommunications 

Eric Sterner 2010, George C. Marshall Institute, “Worthy of a Great Nation? NASA’s Change of Strategic Direction,” Apr.

The United States can only continue to set a global agenda in space by challenging countries to work together in pursuit of a unifying purpose. It took decades after the Apollo program and the stunning loss of seven astronauts aboard the space shuttle Columbia for U.S. policymakers to establish a bipartisan, bicameral consensus on the future of the human exploration program. The fiscal year 2011 budget proposal has already undone that consensus, dividing proponents of a forward leaning civil space program from advocates of space commercialization, human spaceflight from robotic exploration, and one state from another. In retreating from an exploration program focused on establishing a permanent presence on the moon and reaching Mars within a specific timeframe, the United States will create uncertainty about its plans, leaving others to take the initiative, lay moral claims to a leadership role, and increase their influence in establishing the formal and informal norms that will govern human space exploration for decades.  Leadership requires the reverse. 

The continuation of the Constellation program will enhance international cooperation with China

John Logsdon, 2011, space policy institute, “Change and continuity ins US space policy,” Volume 27 Issue 1, Feb

2. Enhanced international cooperation

The new National Space Policy directs US government agencies to look for increased opportunities for international cooperation in a wide variety of areas, ranging from space science to space surveillance and maritime domain awareness. This approach reflects the broader foreign policy strategy of the Obama administration. For example, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said in a July 2010 speech: Our approach to foreign policy must reflect the world as it is, not as it used to be. It does not make sense to adapt a 19th-century concert of powers or a 20th-century balance-of-power strategy. We cannot go back to Cold War containment or to unilateralism…. We will lead by inducing greater cooperation among a greater number of actors and reducing competition, tilting the balance away from a multi-polar world and toward a multi-partner world. This approach stands in rather stark contrast to the unilateralist path to leadership articulated in the 2006 Bush administration space policy. It also recognizes that in the space arena other nations and groups of nations have developed, and are continuing to develop, world-class space capabilities, and that unless they are engaged with the USA as they pursue their own objectives, other poles of space leadership will emerge. Included in areas for increased cooperation are several national security and dual use space activities, in particular space situational awareness. In pursuit of the policy’s objectives, representatives of the Department of State and Department of Defense have in recent months carried out a series of consultations in various venues around the world regarding ways of working together in such areas; this represents a significant departure from past US practice, and could represent a significant change in how the USA advances its own interests in the security space arena. NASA is currently constrained in its ability to seek new cooperative opportunities, although outreach in space and Earth science to new as well as traditional partners is being pursued. However, the confusion in the US human spaceflight effort makes it particularly difficult for the USA to maintain its leading position in this arena. After spending several years following the US lead in planning for a Moon-focused global exploration program, other countries (or at least their space agencies) were among those surprised by the unilateral US decision to abandon the lunar goal. The choice of a near Earth object as the initial destination for US exploration does not offer many opportunities for non-US contributions. Only if the USA reverses its policy of not accepting non-US contributions to future space transportation systems could there be a significant global exploration effort initially focused on destinations other than the Moon; indeed, such a policy reversal might even enable a truly international return to the Moon.


***A2: China Relations DA***


Non UQ:

Taiwan weapon sales tank US-China relations

Newsweek 10

The End of the Affair: The Obama administration was supposed to be good for U.S.-China relations. 9-24-2010

http://www.newsweek.com/2010/09/24/how-u-s-china-relations-came-apart.html

At their hearings in mid-September over Chinese currency manipulation, U.S. senators directed their toughest rhetoric at cameras to show the folks back home how serious they are about protecting American workers. But someone else was watching, too: Beijing. To many Chinese diplomats, businessmen, and scholars of the U.S.-China relationship, their remarks about China’s “boot to the throat of our recovery,” (in the words of New York Sen. Chuck Schumer) were only the latest symptom of a dramatically unraveling relationship. President Obama, in the early part of his administration, repeatedly affirmed the importance of Washington’s relationship with China, calling it “as important as any bilateral relationship in the world.” But to Chinese observers, he suddenly seemed to change position earlier this year. Far from working with China on common interests, they say he snubbed Beijing by receiving the Dalai Lama at the White House (after earlier refusing to meet with him) and agreeing to sell $6.4 billion in arms to Taiwan even though cross-Straits relations are better now than ever. From the Chinese perspective, both these moves were violations of China’s core sovereign interests, and officials were further infuriated by Hillary Clinton’s remark this summer suggesting the U.S. would take a larger role in disputes in the South China Sea, an area over which China also claims sovereignty.
Relations low now - climate and monetary agreements at a standstill 

Kollewe 10

Julia Kollewe and agencies, The Guardian, Thursday 7 October 2010

“China warns against rapid rise in yuan” Wen Jiabao tells EU to stop pressuring Beijing to revalue the yuan or risk unleashing serious social unrest in China http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2010/oct/06/currency-war-warning-imf-chief

China has also gotten into a row with the world’s largest economy America. The United States Congress has decided that in the interest of manufacturing sector in America, that it is time the Chinese raise the value of their currency to make their goods more expensive or they will begin placing a tariff on imports from China. This scheme hopes to develop US manufacturing domestically and cut exports from China to create jobs and cut China out of US domestic markets. China is becoming the scapegoat of America’s political leaders who have failed to ensure stable growth, jobs, and responsible fiscal governance. The US is risking relations with China to distract the American people from their own political mess, rather than waiting for the Yuan to naturally appreciate (which it is, see My Article); this is terrible Foreign Policy! Now the Europeans are following suite with their own requests for China to raise the Yuan’s value to help raise their own manufacturing base to export their way out of recession. On top of currency issues, China and the US are at a standstill with current climate and trade agreements. Agreements made at Copenhagen are becoming unacceptable to China and the developing nations as they struggle to survive and sustain growth during the recession. 


No Link:

No link and turn: 

China doesn’t want cooperation, and relations will result in space Pearl Harbor

Logan 8

CRS Report for Congress: China’s Space Program: Options for U.S.-China Cooperation by Jeffrey Logan, Specialist in Energy Policy

Resources, Science, and Industry Division 9-29-2008

http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RS22777.pdf
Inadvertent technology transfer: From this perspective, increased space cooperation with China should be avoided until Chinese intentions are clearer.  Joint space activities could lead to more rapid (dual-use) technology transfer to China, and in a worst-case scenario, result in a “space Pearl Harbor,” as postulated by a congressionally appointed commission led by Donald Rumsfeld in 2001. Moral compromise.  China is widely criticized for its record on human rights and non-democratic governance.  Any collaboration that improves the standing of authoritarian Chinese leaders might thus be viewed as unacceptable. Ineffectiveness.  Some argue that increased collaboration will not produce tangible benefits for the United States, especially without a new bilateral political climate.

China doesn’t want to cooperate – they are focused on establishing own space programs 

Wolf 1-2
Jim Wolf, staff writer for Reuters Analysis: Space: a frontier too far for U.S.-China cooperation 1-2-11
http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/01/02/us-china-usa-space-idUSTRE7010E520110102

(Reuters) - 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. New obstacles to cooperation have come from the Republicans capturing control of the U.S. House of Representatives in the November 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. 


No Impact – Global Warming 

Environmental collapse doesn’t lead to extinction 

Easterbrook, senior fellow at the New Republic, 03 [“We're All Gonna Die!”, http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/11.07/doomsday.html?pg=1&topic=&topic_set=] 

If we're talking about doomsday - the end of human civilization - many scenarios simply don't measure up. A single nuclear bomb ignited by terrorists, for example, would be awful beyond words, but life would go on. People and machines might converge in ways that you and I would find ghastly, but from the standpoint of the future, they would probably represent an adaptation. Environmental collapse might make parts of the globe unpleasant, but considering that the biosphere has survived ice ages, it wouldn't be the final curtain. Depression, which has become 10 times more prevalent in Western nations in the postwar era, might grow so widespread that vast numbers of people would refuse to get out of bed, a possibility that Petranek suggested in a doomsday talk at the Technology Entertainment Design conference in 2002. But Marcel Proust, as miserable as he was, wrote Remembrance of Things Past while lying in bed.

Global warming doesn’t risk extinction – doomsayers are wrong

Bailey, award-winning science correspondent for Reason magazine, testified before Congress, author of numerous books, member of the Society of Environmental Journalists and the American Society for Bioethics and Humanities,  2k [ Ronald, “Earth Day, Then and Now
The planet's future has never looked better. Here's why.”, http://reason.com/archives/2000/05/01/earth-day-then-and-now/4] 

Earth Day 1970 provoked a torrent of apocalyptic predictions. "We have about five more years at the outside to do something," ecologist Kenneth Watt declared to a Swarthmore College audience on April 19, 1970. Harvard biologist George Wald estimated that "civilization will end within 15 or 30 years unless immediate action is taken against problems facing mankind." "We are in an environmental crisis which threatens the survival of this nation, and of the world as a suitable place of human habitation," wrote Washington University biologist Barry Commoner in the Earth Day issue of the scholarly journal Environment. The day after Earth Day, even the staid New York Times editorial page warned, "Man must stop pollution and conserve his resources, not merely to enhance existence but to save the race from intolerable deterioration and possible extinction." Very Apocalypse Now. Three decades later, of course, the world hasn't come to an end; if anything, the planet's ecological future has never looked so promising. With half a billion people suiting up around the globe for Earth Day 2000, now is a good time to look back on the predictions made at the first Earth Day and see how they've held up and what we can learn from them. The short answer: The prophets of doom were not simply wrong, but spectacularly wrong. More important, many contemporary environmental alarmists are similarly mistaken when they continue to insist that the Earth's future remains an eco-tragedy that has already entered its final act. Such doomsters not only fail to appreciate the huge environmental gains made over the past 30 years, they ignore the simple fact that increased wealth, population, and technological innovation don't degrade and destroy the environment. Rather, such developments preserve and enrich the environment. If it is impossible to predict fully the future, it is nonetheless possible to learn from the past. And the best lesson we can learn from revisiting the discourse surrounding the very first Earth Day is that passionate concern, however sincere, is no substitute for rational analysis.


No Impact – Economy

Economic decline doesn’t cause war – Mead is wrong
Ferguson 2006 (Niall, MA, D.Phil., is the Laurence A. Tisch Professor of History at Harvard University. He is a resident faculty member of the Minda de Gunzburg Center for European Studies. He is also a Senior Reseach Fellow of Jesus College, Oxford University, and a Senior Fellow of the Hoover Institution, Stanford University, Foreign Affairs, Sept/Oct)

Nor can economic crises explain the bloodshed. What may be the most familiar causal chain in modern historiography links the Great Depression to the rise of fascism and the outbreak of World War II. But that simple story leaves too much out. Nazi Germany started the war in Europe only after its economy had recovered. Not all the countries affected by the Great Depression were taken over by fascist regimes, nor did all such regimes start wars of aggression. In fact, no general relationship between economics and conflict is discernible for the century as a whole. Some wars came after periods of growth, others were the causes rather than the consequences of economic catastrophe, and some severe economic crises were not followed by wars.

The economy is resilient

Washington Times 2008 - chief political correspondent of The Washington Times (7/28/08, Donald Lambro, The Washington Times, "Always darkest before dawn", lexis, WEA)

The doom-and-gloomers are still with us, of course, and they will go to their graves forecasting that life as we know it is coming to an end and that we are in for years of economic depression and recession. Last week, the New York Times ran a Page One story maintaining that Americans were saving less than ever, and that their debt burden had risen by an average of $117,951 per household. And the London Telegraph says there are even harder times ahead, comparing today's economy to the Great Depression of the 1930s. Wall Street economist David Malpass thinks that kind of fearmongering is filled with manipulated statistics that ignore long-term wealth creation in our country, as well as globally. Increasingly, people are investing "for the long run - for capital gains (not counted in savings) rather than current income - in preparation for retirement," he told his clients last week. Instead of a coming recession, "we think the U.S. is in gradual recovery after a sharp two-quarter slowdown, with consumer resilience more likely than the decades-old expectation of a consumer slump," Mr. Malpass said. "Fed data shows clearly that household savings of all types - liquid, financial and tangible - are still close to the record levels set in September. IMF data shows U.S. households holding more net financial savings than the rest of the world combined. Consumption has repeatedly outperformed expectations in recent quarters and year," he said. The American economy has been pounded by a lot of factors, including the housing collapse (a needed correction to bring home prices down to earth), the mortgage scandal and the meteoric rise in oil and gas prices. But this $14 trillion economy, though slowing down, continues to grow by about 1 percent on an annualized basis, confounding the pessimists who said we were plunging into a recession, defined by negative growth over two quarters. That has not happened - yet. Call me a cockeyed optimist, but I do not think we are heading into a recession. On the contrary, I'm more bullish than ever on our economy's long-term prospects.
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