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*This is an argument why developing space would hurt Chinese relations and/or cause them to freak out and militarize. There are also 2 counterplans in here that solve Chinese cooperation and relations. Shout out to Jacob Kahn for working hard to cut some great ev!
Uniqueness
China is quickly becoming the new space leader
Moltz 11 (James, PhD Naval Postgraduate School. Security Analyst for U.S.China Economic and Security Review Commission. “The Implications of China’s Military and Civil Space Programs” May 11 2011. http://www.uscc.gov/hearings/2011hearings/written_testimonies/11_05_11_wrt/11_05_11_moltz_testimoCy.pdf. L.F.)
China has emerged as a major spacefaring nation in the past decade after more than fifty years of effort and many setbacks. Today, it has Asia’s second largest space budget (estimated at $2.24 billion) after Japan ($3.83 billion), but is narrowing the gap. It conducted as many launches (15) as the United States in 2010, second only to Russia. Understanding China’s space program and moving the U.S.Chinese space relationship in a more favorable direction is critical to furthering U.S. interests in space. It is also essential for promoting the broader conditions of safety and stability in the orbital environment that are needed for the successful development and use of U.S. scientific, commercial, and military space assets.
China wants to become the leader in space
Moltz 11 (James, PhD Naval Postgraduate School. Security Analyst for U.S.China Economic and Security Review Commission. “The Implications of China’s Military and Civil Space Programs” May 11 2011. http://www.uscc.gov/hearings/2011hearings/written_testimonies/11_05_11_wrt/11_05_11_moltz_testimony.pdf. L.F.)
For these reasons, viewing China’s space program solely from the perspective of its military activities is misleading. While China is active in the military sector and is seeking to check current U.S. advantages in this area, China’s challenge to the United States in space may eventually be equally significant in the civil space sector, where China’s expanding infrastructure, growing cadre of space scientists and engineers, and active international outreach puts it in a favorable position for longterm competition. But China still lags behind the United States and suffers from some serious, structural weaknesses in regard to space: bureaucratic overhang, a lack of capable space allies, and tepid receptivity to its efforts at international leadership. Unfortunately, the United States has failed to exercise its advantages in some of these fields. The international space environment is changing, yet Washington has too often fallen back into Cold War patterns, which are ineffectual in the today’s expanded space marketplace. The new National Space Policy and National Security Space Strategy have outlined important new directions, but specific steps are now needed to implement them in regard to China and, as importantly, with U.S. allies and friends in the region. Such combined policies would assist in the development of U.S. markets and increase U.S. space security.
Links (1/4)
China hates US space heg
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

This prevailing indifference, however, risks overlooking the longer-term consequences of China’s growing space power and, more dangerously, the potential collision of U.S. and Chinese interests in space. From China’s perspective, the United States’ self-appointed guardianship of space is presumptuous and represents a genuine challenge to China’s national security concerns. For the United States, China’s extension into space symbolizes its ambitions to challenge U.S. national security. Deeply seated, mutual suspicions are evident in both countries’ strategic assessments as the contours of potential strategic competition between Washington and Beijing emerge. In essence, both sides agree that the other represents a challenge. Although this potential clash of interests is not yet sufficiently severe to be visible to casual observers, the United States and China are on the threshold of a space race that could radically influence international security.
Space Militarization leads to space arms race-official sources

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

In the case of national security, China’s space program is shrouded in extreme secrecy, effectively shielding Chinese intentions and capabilities from outside observers. The PRC’s official policy is to support the exploitation of space for economic, scientific, and cultural benefits while firmly opposing any militarization of space.9 China has consistently warned that any testing, deployment, and use of space-based weapons will undermine global security and lead to a destabilizing arms race in space.10 These public pronouncements have been primarily directed at the United States, especially after President George W. Bush declared in December 2001 that the United States was officially withdrawing from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and accelerating U.S. efforts to develop a missile defense system.
US space hegemony infuriates China

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

Some Chinese observers point to U.S. efforts to militarize space as evidence of the U.S. ambition to establish unilateral hegemony. For example, in 2001, Ye Zhenzhen, a correspondent for a major daily newspaper of the Chinese Communist Party, stated that, “[a]fter the Cold War, even though the United States already possessed the sole strategic advantage over the entire planet, and held most advanced space technology and the most satellites, they still want to bring outer space totally under their own armed control to facilitate their smooth ascension as the world hegemon of the 21st century.” 11 Diplomatically, China has urged the use of multilateral and bilateral legal instruments to regulate space activities, and Beijing and Moscow jointly oppose the development of space weapons or the militarization of space.12 The Chinese leadership’s opposition to weaponizing space provides evidence of China’s growing concern that the United States will dominate space. The United States’ avowed intention to ensure unrivaled superiority in space, as exemplified by the Rumsfeld Commission report, increasingly defines China’s interests in space. Chinese anxieties about U.S. space power began with the 1991 Gulf War, when the PRC leadership watched with awe and dismay as the United States defeated Iraq with astonishing speed. Beijing recognized that the lopsided U.S. victory was based on superior command and control, intelligence, and communications systems, which relied heavily on satellite networks. Demonstrations of the United States’ undisputed conventional military power in Bosnia; Kosovo; Afghanistan; and, most recently, Iraq further highlighted for Chinese officials the value of information superiority and space dominance in modern warfare.
Links (2/4)

CCP views space leadership as crucial for its legitimacy
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

China’s obsession with national prestige, which forms the backdrop for its commercial and military interests, also animates the country’s space policy.13 The PRC government has long boasted about its status as one of the few major space-faring nations. Indeed, its manned space program has been driven largely by the desire to become the third nation, after the United States and the former Soviet Union, to launch humans into space. Success in China’s manned space program will confer a strong sense of national dignity and international status on the country, which are viewed as crucial elements to sustain the legitimacy of the Communist Party and replace its declining ideological appeal. This intangible yet powerful expression of Chinese nationalism partially explains why Beijing invests substantial national resources into its space program.14

China views space dominance as a threat to its interests. This also tanks relations
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

At the same time that the United States views space dominance as a fundamental tenet of its national security, China evidently views U.S. space dominance as a major threat to its geostrategic interests. These views inevitably breed a zero-sum competition, in which one side perceives any loss as a gain for the other, and could ultimately prove destabilizing for Sino-U.S. relations. First, Beijing perceives the proposed U.S. missile defense system, which will be supported by an array of space systems and sensors, as a strategic menace to China and to international security.15 Many China watchers contend that this perception stems from anxieties that any conceivable system of missile defenses being developed by the Bush administration will undermine China’s small nuclear deterrent.16 Beijing remains wary of the joint research program on missile defense by the U.S.-Japanese alliance, which the PRC sees as a potential partnership for blocking Chinese regional aspirations or, in broader terms, for containing China. Of particular concern for Beijing is the possibility that Tokyo’s decision formally to join U.S. plans for deploying missile defense in Northeast Asia will significantly increase Japan’s military capabilities by providing an opportunity for Japanese forces to enjoy unprecedented military integration with U.S. forces in the areas of spacebased intelligence and communications.
US dominance kill bilateral ties
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)
If these mutual suspicions and disincentives to cooperation persist, Washington and Beijing might be headed on a collision course in space. Therefore, the foreign policy and defense communities should address at least two important questions. First, how will China respond to continued U.S. dominance in space, especially if bilateral ties deteriorate into hostility in the future? In other words, will China devise counterstrategies and invest heavily in space capabilities to blunt or undermine U.S. supremacy in space? Second, under what scenarios or contingencies would China or the United States employ space-based warfare against the other?29

Links (3/4)
Going first into space would lead to conflict – unilateral perceptions would create a self-fulfilling prophecy where an arms race with China becomes inevitable

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

Cartwright also noted that the challenging issues that space poses has made the Space Posture Review "the most difficult of all the defense reviews" the Obama Administration has undertaken. The overall U.S. goal in space should be to shape the space domain to the advantage of the United States and its allies, and to do so in ways that are stabilizing and enhance U.S. and allied security. The United States has an overriding interest in maintaining the safety, survival, and function of its space assets so that the profound military, civilian, and commercial benefits they enable can continue to be available to the United States and its allies. This need not mean that China and others must perforce be disadvantaged by such an arrangement - there should be ample opportunity for many countries to benefit and prosper from a properly crafted system of space management. There is an inherent risk of strategic instability when relatively modest defense efforts create disproportionate danger to an adversary, as with space offense. And there is a serious risk of crisis instability in space when "going first" pays off - destroying an adversary's satellites before he destroys yours. We don't know what would happen in a crisis, but the potential for space instability seems high and likely to grow. The United States can and should remain preeminent in space, but many issues are begging to be addressed, including: -- How does deterrence function in space? Could limited counterspace attacks remain limited, or would they inevitably escalate into allout space conflict? -- How can countries with less to lose in space than we be deterred? Are there asymmetric means available to us for deterrence? -- Is space deterrence possible without offensive space capabilities? If so, how? If not, what kinds of capabilities are most stabilizing? -- What U.S. space strategy, and resulting acquisition strategy, in that order, would promote U.S. security interests and reduce space instability over the longer term? -- How do China, Russia and others see space stability? How will this shape China's space doctrine, acquisition, strategies, and diplomacy? Creating a stable space domain requires the United States to respond to space threats in a responsible manner, one that ideally does not prod other nations to greater counterspace efforts than they would otherwise pursue. If not careful, the United States could create a selffulfilling prophecy as nations like China or Russia would see evidence of U.S. attempted space hegemony, they likely would accelerate their own efforts, just as we would if the roles were reversed. China faces the same challenge as well. We should not seek offensive counterspace capability at the expense of effective steps to protect U.S. space capabilities; both can be accommodated. China and Space Diplomacy As significant a role that space diplomacy can play in contributing to space stability and responsible space stewardship, China's activities in space arms control sadly do not provide any basis for optimism on Chinese, or PLA, intentions in space. China and Russia have for years promoted their joint draft "Prevention of the Placement of Weapons in Outer Space, the Threat or Use of Force against Outer Space Objects (PPWT)." The PPWT proposes to ban all space weapons but provides no credible means for verification. When I approached one Chinese space specialist about verification a few years ago, he acknowledged that verification would be difficult but told me that "You Americans are so technologically clever - you'll figure out a way"! The PPWT likely serves primarily as a way for China to buy time to enable them to attain a stronger military position, perhaps even catch up to the U.S., in a field where they were far behind us. With the previous U.S. opposition to international agreements on space, it also left a diplomatic vacuum that China and Russia skillfully filled with the PPWT, portraying an image of peaceful intentions in space. It is intriguing to note that with the EU and U.S. in recent months speaking favorably of a draft code of conduct that is a vastly more realistic step than the PPWT, the PLA is now attacking it as an attempt to impose Western regulations on China. This code of conduct provides an excellent vehicle to challenge China to support realistic and useful "rules of the road" for space, and other steps which I hope the U.S. will pursue. In my conversations with Russian and Chinese counterparts, I find serious Russian interest in this approach but sadly only intransigence from China. 
Links (4/4)

China’s perception of US space dominance leads to weaponization

Hagt 7 (Eric, China program, World Security Institute. “China’s Asat Test:Strategic response”. < http://www.wsichina.org/cs5_3.pdf>)
Coupled with a number of key U.S. policy and military documents that call for control in space and the development of space weapons as well as the U.S. refusal to enter into any restrictive space arms control treaty, China has concluded that America is determined to dominate and control space.3 This perceived U.S. intent leads Beijing to assume the inevitable weaponization of space.4 Even more worrisome for China is the direct impact of these developments on China’s core national interests. The accelerated development of the U.S. ballistic missile system, especially as it is being developed in close cooperation with Japan, has been cited as threatening China’s homeland and nuclear deterrent.5 The ‘Shriever’ space war games conducted by the U.S. Air Force in 2001, 2003 and 20056 strongly reinforced the conclusion that U.S. space control sets China as a target.7 Most central to China’s concerns, however, is the direct affect U.S. space dominance will have on China’s ability to prevail in a conflict in the Taiwan Straits.8
Inevitable (1/5)
Competition is inevitable-just a question of whether US withdraws peacefully

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

Chinese officials and commentators have drawn similar conclusions about the United States. In a rather blunt article published in a Hong Kong–based newspaper, which reportedly enjoys close ties with the Chinese military establishment, Chinese analyst Gao Yan, argued that, because space power determines a nation’s destiny, it is imperative for China to pursue military capabilities in space aggressively. He warned that, because of fundamental differences in ideology, national interests, geopolitics, and military strategies, the PRC must be prepared for the imminent strategic rivalry with the United States.22 In remarks apparently made in response to a U.S. military space exercise conducted in early 2001 in Colorado Springs, in which China was the presumptive enemy, Teng Jianqun, the chief editor of China’s World Military Review and a member of China’s Military Science Academy, echoed similar sentiments. He stated that, “[w]hen any country [in this case, the United States] is preparing a military confrontation with China in outer space, we have to pay close attention and prepare for what would happen.”23 Furthermore, the director of the China Aerospace Corporation’s Science and Technology Committee, Zhuang Fengan, has argued that a major aim of China’s space program is to develop advanced weapons for space warfare.24 Zhuang indicated that key areas for further development include reliability, precision strike ability, and stealth.
The leadership necessity is self-fulfilling- competition means miscalc

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

Strategists in the United States and in China are clearly monitoring the other’s developments in space. How the United States judges Chinese intentions and capabilities will determine Washington’s response; of course, the reverse is equally true. As each side eyes the other, the potential for mutual misperceptions can have serious and destabilizing consequences in the long term. In particular, both countries’ exaggerated views of each other could lead unnecessarily to competitive action-reaction cycles.

Inevitable (2/5)

U.S. dependence on aerospace is a weakness: China will inevitably overtake us

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

The PLA and U.S. armed forces both would be derelict in their duties if they did not have contingency plans for such a conflict. As the current inferior military power, the PLA has every incentive to develop options for offensive operations against weak points in U.S. military posture, just as our military establishment should develop options against weak points in Chinese defenses. PLA officers have noted the great U.S. dependence upon space assets and capabilities and the way they multiply U.S. force effectiveness. Just recently, they saw how U.S. special forces, and the military and civilian leadership that commanded them, heavily depended upon satellite photographs, spacederived weather and electronic intelligence, GPS, other spaceenabled information, and satellite communications in executing the strike against Osama bin Laden's compound in Pakistan. This brilliantly successful operation was built on a firm foundation of information in which space played a vital role in creating.. Is it any wonder that the PLA would want the capability to interrupt these rivers of information and services that our space assets provide? This information allows our military decisionmaking, our weapons, and especially our warfighters to be far more effective than in the past, vital advantages across the spectrum of potential conflict. These "spaceenabled information services" lie at the heart of U.S. military superiority. The PLA certainly wants to be able to greatly weaken U.S. military power in wartime, and I believe the PLA could do so within a decade using its kinetic kill and other ASAT weapons if it chose to deploy them in large numbers, and thus pose a serious threat to U.S. space assets. China is also pursuing other programs that have important ASAT implications, and other nations are interested in ASAT as well, such as India and Russia. This strategic space situation is troubling. Though absolute U.S. advantages in space should increase over time, the margin of U.S. advantage seems likely to diminish as China increases its space capabilities and space exploitation, and the PLA will reap both the military advantages and vulnerabilities of greater space capabilities. These PLA efforts are funded by a vigorous, quickly growing economy and supported by a government with full appreciation for the roles that spaceenabled information and information warfare play in modern conflict. U.S. and Chinese strategic interests in East Asia are not foreordained to lead to conflict; each has much to lose if this happens, and each appreciates the other's military capabilities. China's demonstration of an antisatellite (ASAT) capability through the downing of an old Chinese satellite in 2007, demonstrated at least basic hittokill (HTK) technology capability. They further demonstrated their HTK prowess in January 2010 when they performed a successful ballistic missile intercept test. This shows growing mastery of HTK technology, as hitting a longer range ballistic missile or warhead is a more challenging HTK task than hitting an orbiting satellite. This successful missile defense test has important strategic implications for U.S. security interests that have to date been largely ignored. One Chinese source me that Chinese scientists had been actively pursuing HTK technology development ever since the United States first demonstrated HTK technology in the homing overlay experiment (HOE) in 1984. This source said that Chinese scientists saw at that time the strategic significance of HTK technology and the importance of China mastering it - which they now appear to have done. Besides the kinetic ASAT the PLA tested in 2007, China reportedly has other offensive space programs under development, including lasers, microwaveand cyberweapons. 
Inevitable (3/5)

The U.S. is already reliant on rapidly countries like China for aerospace technology: means dominance is never possible

Roger Cliff, Chad J. R. Ohlandt, David Yang -- political scientist at RAND specializing in Chinese defense policy and capabilities and U.S. defense strategy, Ph.D. in International Relations from Princeton University’s Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs, MA in Chinese Studies from the University of California, San Diego, and a BS in Physics from Harvey Mudd College, defense systems analyst for VERAC, Inc., worked in office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Strategy as Assistant for Strategy Development, (Rand Corporation, 2011, “Ready for Takeoff China’s Advancing Aerospace Industry”, http://www.uscc.gov/researchpapers/2011/RAND_Aerospace_Report%5B1%5D.pdf)

China’s aerospace industry has advanced at an impressive rate over the past decade. While some of this progress can be attributed to rapidly growing governmental support for China’s aerospace sector, China’s aerospace capabilities have also benefited from the increasing partici- pation of its aerospace industry in the global commercial aerospace market and the supply chains of the world’s leading aerospace firms. This monograph assesses China’s aerospace capabilities and the extent to which China’s participation in commercial aerospace markets and supply chains is contributing to the improvement of those capabilities. Specific areas assessed include China’s commercial aviation manufac- turing capabilities, its commercial and military capabilities in space, efforts of the Chinese government to encourage foreign participation in the development of the aerospace industry, transfers of foreign aero- space technology to China, the extent to which U.S. and other for- eign aerospace firms are dependent on supplies from China, and the implications of all of these issues for U.S. security interests. The study should be of interest to business analysts, policymakers, lawmakers, and anyone who wishes to learn about China’s market for commercial aviation, the capabilities of China’s aerospace manufacturing indus- try, the role foreign aerospace firms are playing in the development of China’s aerospace capabilities, and security implications for the United States. This research was sponsored by the U.S-China Economic and Security Review Commission, which was established by Congress in 2000 to monitor and report on the economic and national security dimensions of U.S. trade and economic ties with the People’s Republic of China.

Inevitable (4/5)
China will inevitably become the space hegemon due to institutional strength and secret development

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

We also face the twin realities that defending space assets is more difficult than attacking them; and while advancing technology will help both defense and offense, the offense is likely to benefit more. Senior Chinese military and political leadership also appears to appreciate the national security significance of space. 18 months ago, the PLA Air Force chief of staff, Gen. Xu Qiliang, spoke of the inevitability of space conflict, followed one week later by Hu Jintao's statement about the PLAAF "requirement of [developing] both offensive and defensive space capabilities." Writings in authoritative Chinese military journals also show a clear awareness of the growing military role that space assets play in advanced conventional military capabilities. A recent article in China reporting on the launch of the latest Chinese Beidou (GPStype) satellite cited one Chinese military expert as noting that 90% of advanced weapons currently depend upon GPS for their operation. China's 2008 Defense white paper also notes the major role of "informationized warfare" in future conflicts and devotes an entire section to "promoting the informationization of China's national defense and armed forces in the paper. China seeks to have a significant capability in this area by 2020 and to be able to prevail in such warfare by 2050, according to their white paper. China's most recent defense white paper, released two months ago, acknowledges once again that space plays a prominent role in its security thinking. The paper notes, among other national defense taskings, to maintain China's "security interests in space, electromagnetic space and cyber space." The website of the daily newspaper of the Central Military Commission recently criticized Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Space Policy Greg Schulte's citing of China's "antispace weaponry." I am particularly struck by the fact that the CMC newspaper, though it countered that some countries are worried about U.S. "antispace" capabilities, did not deny the accuracy of Ambassador Schulte's statement, as China usually does. This is quite a change, one I believe is noteworthy given its origin. The PLA views last year's revised U.S. space policy as "seeking space hegemony" as a "core U.S. objective," and claims that "developing and deploying spacebased weapons is America's established strategy," according to published accounts. These and other distorted PLA views must be called out and refuted, lest more junior PLA officers, and others who read PLA publications accept them uncritically. The key questions are what Chinese intentions are for these capabilities, and what the implications are for the United States. Chinese Military Space Intentions A fundamental problem we face is that China says little at an official level about its military space policy and doctrine. Chinese counterspace capabilities may be intended purely for deterrence purposes, to be used in warfare at a time of their choosing, or some combination of the two. PLA leaders have informally told U.S. officials and others that it is in the interest of an inferior power to keep secret information about its weaknesses and strengths, and they appear to be following this advice quite strictly. Time and again the U.S. has been rebuffed in seeking greater openness and transparency in Chinese space and larger defense strategy. That said, the PLA publishes an increasing number of papers on these issues that have not received enough attention, the problem, I am told, being a resource constraint. There is a sizable PLA literature on space conflict, but it is unclear how well this reflects Chinese government thinking, any more than U.S. military journals reflect official U.S. policy. 

Inevitable (5/5)
China is independently developing superior technologies: means the U.S. will never become the sole space hegemon

Roger Cliff, Chad J. R. Ohlandt, David Yang -- political scientist at RAND specializing in Chinese defense policy and capabilities and U.S. defense strategy, Ph.D. in International Relations from Princeton University’s Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs, MA in Chinese Studies from the University of California, San Diego, and a BS in Physics from Harvey Mudd College, defense systems analyst for VERAC, Inc., worked in office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Strategy as Assistant for Strategy Development, (Rand Corporation, 2011, “Ready for Takeoff China’s Advancing Aerospace Industry”, http://www.uscc.gov/researchpapers/2011/RAND_Aerospace_Report%5B1%5D.pdf)

China has made significant progress in advancing its space capa- bilities over the past decade and is making concerted efforts to further expand them. All relevant metrics reveal an accelerating growth trend in the country’s civilian and military space program development. In 83 known spacecraft launches between October 20, 1996, and June 15, 2010, Chinese launch vehicles experienced only one failure—an incomplete burn of a third stage that resulted in an Indonesian com- munications satellite being put in the wrong orbit in August 2009 (“Long March [Chang Zheng],” 2010). The 83 launches included three successful launches of manned spacecraft, the most recent of which, in September 2008, involved a spacewalk, and two lunar orbiters (“Shen- zhou Series,” 2009; “Chang’e Series,” 2010). China’s government is trying to promote China’s growth as a pro- vider of commercial space products and services. In the 1990s, China emerged as a major provider of commercial launch services with its Chang Zheng (“Long March”) series of launch vehicles. From 1990 to 1999, Chinese rockets launched nearly 30 satellites for customers based outside of mainland China. In the late 1990s, however, several Chang Zheng launches failed, and it was revealed that U.S. satellite com- panies had provided technical assistance to Chinese launch-vehicle- makers (who also make missiles for the Chinese military and for export), resulting in tightened U.S. restrictions on China launching satellites that contain U.S. technology. As a consequence, only a hand- ful of launches have been conducted for customers based outside of mainland China since 1999 (“Long March [Chang Zheng],” 2010). Recently, however, China has developed a domestically designed com- munications satellite, the European company EADS Astrium has developed a communications satellite that contains no U.S. technol- ogy, and as noted above, Chinese launch vehicles have established a remarkable record for reliability since 1996. As a result, the appeal of Chinese space products and services in markets outside the United States is probably increasing. China’s 11th Five-Year Plan, which ended in 2010, called for the greater integration of market mechanisms into the space program to foster competition and to generate products and services that could earn China a larger share of the global commercial space-systems market (“Aerospace Development 11th 5-Year Plan”).

Impacts (1/2)
Leadership tanks relations and means pre-emption and China-Taiwan war

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

What exactly does such an action-reaction cycle mean? What would a bilateral space race look like? Hypothetically, in the next 10 years, some critical sectors of China’s economy and military could become increasingly vulnerable to disruptions in space. During this same period, Sino-U.S. relations may not improve appreciably, and the Taiwan question could remain unresolved. If Washington and Beijing could increasingly hold each other’s space infrastructure hostage by threatening to use military options in times of crisis, then potentially risky paths to preemption could emerge in the policy planning processes in both capitals. In preparing for a major contingency in the Taiwan Strait, both the United States and China might be compelled to plan for a disabling, blinding attack on the other’s space systems before the onset of hostilities. The most troubling dimension to this scenario is that some elements of preemption (already evident in U.S. global doctrine) could become a permanent feature of U.S. and Chinese strategies in space. Indeed, Chinese strategic writings today suggest that the leadership in Beijing believes that preemption is the rational way to prevent future U.S. military intervention.
That means miscalc

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)
If leaders in Beijing and Washington were to position themselves to preempt each other, then the two sides would enter an era of mutual hostility, one that might include destabilizing, hair-trigger defense postures in space where both sides stand ready to launch a first strike on a moment’s notice. One scenario involves the use of weapons, such as lasers or jammers, which seek to blind sensors on imaging satellites or disable satellites that provide warning of missile launches. Imagine, for example, Washington’s reaction if China disabled U.S. missile warning satellites or vice versa. In that case, Sino-U.S. relations would be highly vulnerable to the misinterpretations and miscalculations that could lead to a conflict in space. Although attacks against space assets would likely be a precursor or a complement to a broader crisis or conflict, and although conflicts in the space theater may not generate many casualties or massive physical destruction, the economic costs of conflict in space alone for both sides, and for the international community, would be extraordinary given that many states depend on satellites for their economic well-being.
Unilateral space hegemony would undermine national security

Bruce M. DeBlois -- Colonel, USAF. Professor of Air and Space Technology. Air University Press. Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, Director of Systems Integration at BAE SYSTEMS, Adjunct Senior Fellow for Science and Technology at the Council on Foreign Relations, (Council on Foreign Relations, Astropolitics Journal, 7/5/2003 “The Advent of Space Weapons”, http://www.cfr.org/pdf/Bergman_11ast03.pdf)

Space weaponization is most often the centerpiece of discussions involving national and international space posture. The current debate on space weaponization encompasses several broadly defined positions, from establishing a space sanctuary to a policy of ‘get-there-first’. The latter is based on the belief that because weaponization is inevitable, responsible and capable states should take the initiative to control and dominate space. Those supporting space sanctuary policies reject the inevitable weaponization argument, and insist that establishing unilateral hegemony in space would ultimately undermine national security by destabilizing the international environment.

Impacts (2/2)

International agreements and movement away from unilateralism in space discourage weaponization and preclude economic development

Dale L. Hayden – Colonol, USAF, Deputy Director of the Air Force Research Institute at Maxwell AFB, member of the Secretary of the Air Force’s Staff Group, assistant professor of history at the United States Air Force Academy, space support and missile warning in-theater during Operations Desert Storm and Provide Comfort, Harvard Fellow, the Director of the Airpower Research Institute and Dean of Air Command and Staff College, (Airpower Research Institute College of Aerospace Doctrine, Research and Education, Air University, 2004, “The International Development of Space and Its Impact on U.S. National Space Policy”, http://www.au.af.mil/au/awc/awcgate/cadre/ari_2004-01.pdf)

Every nation with space-faring capability or aspirations openly touts their peaceful intentions for space. There is open cooperation between the U.S., Canada, Japan, Russia the EU and ESA, and on the International Space Station. Furthermore, international agreements and treaties discourage weapons in space. But to appreciate the impact of increased international development in space, it is necessary to widen the concept of threat. Threat need not be simply defined as militarily based; policymakers must expand the concept to include economic development, because underlying the openly peaceful aspirations for space that are universally expressed are the realistic expressions concerning national security and self-interests. Three areas that provide some indication of the threat are competition, proliferation, and surveillance.
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A Chinese attack is on the brink: if American hegemony spills over, China will perceive it as a threat to their national security

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

However, China's ASAT and missile defense tests and this literature demonstrate a PLA awareness of the importance of offensive counterspace (OCS) capabilities and strongly suggest that such capabilities are part of China's larger plans for the future - and perhaps missile defense capabilities as well. It is also unclear whether this reflects PLA interest in OCS for warfighting or just for deterrence, though I suspect it is likely a mixture of both. Should China choose to deploy its demonstrated ASAT system, or more advanced versions of it, U.S. space assets and the military and economic infrastructures they support would be put at risk. One thing is certain - more clarity on PLA and Chinese government thinking on space deterrence, doctrine, space stability, and related issues - and Russian thinking, too are urgently needed and are important to U.S. security. If there is any aspect of space security that needs more resources, space intelligence and analysis is it. In the face of this growing Chinese military space challenge, it is easy to assume the worst about Chinese intentions. China seeks to be able to prevail militarily at some point in the future should conflict come, but they see the United States as militarily superior to them and thus would be unlikely to consciously provoke any military conflict. While we should guard against a worst case, we should not treat it as a given. I do not believe China or the PLA is spoiling for a fight with the United States - China has come too far to want to place their substantial economic achievements at risk unless they faced an extraordinary threat to their national security. In addition, China faces serious demographic realities over the next couple of decades, where their ratio of workers to retirees will shrink substantially (the result of their onechild policy), which further underscores China's need for stability and continued economic growth for years to come. China also has additional needs, and vulnerabilities: -- Growing environmental problems and water shortages with no obvious solutions that are growing irritants to the public; -- A relentless search for new sources of manufacturing inputs; -- An increasingly restive working class that is making new demands for higher wages and political freedoms; -- A nondemocratic oneparty system that leaves its senior leadership constantly looking over its shoulder at possible challenges to its authority, especially in the aftermath of the "Arab Spring"; -- Growing citizen anger against corruption and cronyism that seems impossible for the CCP to root out; and many more. These factors are reasons why China is probably not looking for war with the United States, though they also could inadvertently become factors in China's stumbling into a conflict they would ordinarily not want, through miscalculation or distraction. One characteristic of too many wars in the last century is that they are the result of miscalculation that ignites the tinder of fundamental geopolitical tensions. Averting major power conflict requires skillful management of tensions by senior leaders of the major powers. China has become much more internationally sophisticated, though with important exceptions, in its dealings with the rest of the world than has been true in the past, and this is reflected in its civilian leadership. Unfortunately, the PLA's senior officer corps trails its civilian counterparts in this respect. They have much less interaction with foreign official and travel abroad much less frequently than their U.S. counterparts. This means that the PLA overall views world events from a less knowledgeable and sophisticated perspective, a danger in this increasingly complex world, and could explain, for example, the political "tonedeafness" of the PLA in the manner they conducted their 2007 ASAT test. This PLA problem becomes more serious when one realizes that the PLA is organizationally separate from the rest of the Chinese government, and reports only to the Central Military Commission, currently chaired by President Hu Jintao. President Hu, and his likely successors, have no significant military background, and the majority of the CMC's members are top PLA officers, suggesting that civilian oversight of major military decisions and consideration of their larger implications are not as carefully reviewed as in the U.S. government. Normally this would not be too great a concern, but in a crisis this could be dangerous. Add to this the fact that China has no equivalent of our National Security Council, a critically important body for coordinating our security decisionmaking, and one comes away concerned about the relative insularity of the PLA in the Chinese power structure. In a crisis, the PLA probably cannot be counted on to show as sophisticated a sense of judgment as one would hope any country's military leaders, even an enemy's, to show. All these problems and many more pose potential threats to internal political stability and Communist Party control, providing ample opportunity for crisis and conflict in the years ahead. Overview of The Strategic Landscape 
of Space Space assets, and the communications and cyber links that enable them to function, are the means by which 
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essential national security information is either generated, transmitted, or both. This information is the lifeblood of U.S. conventional military superiority and plays a key role in U.S. strategic nuclear posture as well. As such, these space related assets represent extraordinarily appealing targets in any future conflict, and their relative vulnerability can provide dangerously attractive incentives in a crisis to preempt, escalating to war. Resisting this temptation to attack may be morally virtuous but could be strategically unwise: going first in a space conflict with a nearpeer space adversary appears to offer many advantages, while absorbing such a strike, with all its attendant destruction of military capabilities, and then responding to the attack against an opponent fully expecting such a response, appears to be militarily and strategically quite undesirable. As technology advances, the ways of interfering with, disrupting, or destroying information streams in space or supporting space systems will likely increase, as will U.S. and others' dependence upon such systems. Providing defensive options for U.S. space assets should be pursued where appropriate, but most space observers believe that offense has the advantage in space over defense, as General Cartwright observed last May.
Relations are delicate, but unilateralism will push us over the brink destroying them

Kenneth S. Blazejewski – private practice in New York City, focusing primarily on international corporate and financial transactions, master’s degree in public affairs from the Woodrow Wilson School at Princeton University and his JD degree from the New York University School of Law, (United States Military Air University, Strategic Studies Quarterly, Spring 2008, “Space Weaponization and US-China Relations”, http://www.au.af.mil/au/ssq/2008/Spring/blazejewski.pdf)

The issues surrounding the weaponization of outer space present difficult security and diplomatic challenges to the United States in its relationship with foreign states. Several features of space weaponization account for these dif- ficulties. First, many space technologies have dual-use capacity, making it dif- ficult for states to distinguish between defensive and offensive preparations or conventional and space weapons.1 Second, some defense analysts argue that space weapons are inherently better suited to offensive than defensive war- fare since they are able to launch powerful attacks quickly but are vulnerable to attack.2 Third, due to insufficient situational awareness in space and poor “forensic” ability, the causes of satellite failures can be unclear, creating the po- tential for both anonymous attacks and groundless accusations of antisatellite (ASAT) attacks.3 Finally, as in many areas of foreign policy, states often send mixed signals regarding their true intentions in space. In considering the costs and benefits of space weaponization, the United States must consider the effects it will have on its security relationship with foreign states. The United States should pay particular attention to the effect on relations with China, a potential future superpower with nuclear, intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM), and ASAT capability, along with growing space programs. This article explores the range of possible interpretations of US policy and Chinese policy on space weaponization. I argue that although the United States cannot have full certainty about China’s space weapons program, it should proceed against the background of certain basic facts about China’s position. First, I argue that if the United States proceeds. with space weaponization, China will respond with some form of its own military buildup. The extent of such a response is not certain, but a new arms race revolving around space warfare is not unthinkable. Second, China has already developed the means to attack some US satellites, and there is no guarantee that China does not seek to develop the means to launch a more robust space weapons or ASAT program. Members of Congress and the Department of Defense have responded to China’s increased space capacity and its January 2007 ASAT test by calling for renewed focus on US space policy and defense. Last fall, Cong. Terry Everett, the Ranking Republican member of the Strategic Forces Subcommittee of the House Armed Services Committee, in an article pre- viously published in this journal entitled “Arguing for a Comprehensive Space Protection Strategy,” referred to China’s ASAT test as a “clear wake- up call for the Administration, Congress, and the American people.”4 I agree with the congressman that China’s actions require a clear response from the United States. This response must include some of the unilateral defensive actions that the congressman calls for, including the develop- ment of a comprehensive space protection strategy and improvement of space situational awareness. However, unilateral defensive actions must not come at the cost of multilateral diplomatic progress.
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Relations are on the brink – diplomatic intolerance

Theresa Hitchens – former editor of defense news, U.S. director of the United Nations Institute for disarmament research, former Director of the World Security Institute’s Center of Defense Information, and former World Security Institute representation to NATO, (China Security, 2007/Issue 5, “U.S.-Sino Relations in Space: From “War of Words” to Cold War in Space?”, http://www.chinasecurity.us/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=186&Itemid=8)

China’s spectacular test of an anti-satellite (ASAT) capability on Jan. 11, 2007, has altered the U.S.-Sino dynamic in military space, raising a host of questions for U.S. strategic and military planners as well as for space stakeholders around the world. The Chinese test unfortunately threatens to move the United States and China from a “war of words” in space to Cold War-style military competition that would threaten global security in space for decades to come. Predicting the fall-out from the provocative Chinese ASAT test is not yet possible, as the impact on U.S.-Sino relations in space, as well as the future of space security for all, rests on the answers to a number of different questions. • What was the motivation behind the Chinese action? Is Beijing willing or able to clearly articulate that motivation? • What might be, or should be, the U.S. response – both with regard to policy and military posture? • What might be, or should be, the response of the rest of the international community? • What, if any, actions can be taken (bilateral and multilateral) to stop what looks to be a precipitous slide toward space weaponization by both the United States and China as part of an overarching military face-off? It is obviously too soon to discern likely answers to these questions, but there are a number of indicators to be considered. First Reactions The deliberate destruction of a satellite in a highly used orbit – creating mass quantities of space debris that will remain a global danger for decades – has deservedly been met with U.S. and international opprobrium. <text cut> So, it likely will be weeks if not months before the debris threat becomes clear. Even if China broke no laws, the destructive ASAT test violated at least the spirit, if not the letter, of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, in which signatory nations (including China) pledge not to interfere with the space operations of others and to consult when national action might lead to such interference. China neither notified others nor has it conceded fully to calls for consultations; behavior that is simply unacceptable, particularly in peacetime. While China has now admitted to conducting the test after an inexplicable two weeks of official silence,5 official dismissals of any “threat” emanating from the test are not credible, and all space-stakeholders have not only the right but also the responsibility to press China for more details and transparency regarding their future intentions. Indeed, the cavalier attitude toward endangering other’s satellites raises serious questions about Beijing's credibility as a responsible space-faring nation – undercutting the good reputation that the Chinese leadership has been steadily building among the international space community. For example, concerns are already emerging about the potential negative impact of the test, and its implications for the future of the commercial space market.6 How that affects, or should effect, other nation's willingness to continue civil and commercial space cooperation with China will be discussed below, but suffice to say it is more than likely there will be repercussions at some level. What Was the Motivation? Considering the international outcry that one would hope Chinese officials anticipated, what could have been such a strong motivator that Beijing would be willing to go forward with the provocative test and “face the heat?” Certainly, the testing of a destructive ASAT weapon is, on its face, a complete repudiation of China’s decades-long public diplomacy on space, which has touted China’s space program as aimed primarily at national development and has stressed Beijing’s commitment to promoting the peaceful uses of space, cooperation with other space-faring nations and opposition to space weaponization. China’s 2006 White Paper on space, “China’s Space Activities in 2006,” states: “China is unflinching in taking the road of peaceful development, and always maintains that outer space is the common wealth of mankind.”7 On its face, the test is completely contradictory to China’s declaratory policy and raises questions about Beijing’s sincerity. If nothing else, China’s leadership must have known that what “soft power” in-roads it has gained by espousing such a policy – such as cooperative civil and commercial ventures with a number of nations ranging from the United Kingdom to Nigeria – could be put at risk by such a blunt demonstration of “hard power” in space. China’s motivation, of course, is the billion dollar question being asked in Washington, and other national capitols around the world. There are several possible interpretations, including (but perhaps not limited to): 1. The Chinese military had long ago decided that they needed an offensive and asymmetric strategy of holding U.S. space assets at risk in any conflict over Taiwan, and Beijing’s diplomatic offensive [continued, no text cut from last sentence] against space weaponization has been nothing more than political cover to buy time to achieve that capability. 2. The Chinese ASAT test (and possibly ongoing program) was conceived largely as a deterrent to U.S. space-based missile defenses, which China views as a threat to its nuclear deterrent, rather than as an offensive program. 3. The test was an effort to bring the United States to the negotiating table over space-based missile defense and space weapons – a classic Cold War “two track” tactic using a display of hard power to jolt the other side into discussions and to ensure a bargaining chip. 4. China sees space weaponization as inevitable, echoing the sentiments of many in the U.S. military who believe that as space becomes more important to the tactical aspects of war-fighting, space assets will inevitably become targets. As to be expected, opinions in the United States on the viability of these possible motivations vary based on underlying assumptions about China’s future 
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as a military threat, peer competitor or potential strategic partner. It is also possible that the motivations behind the Chinese test effort have changed over time, perhaps with research and development starting out as a “hedging” strategy that then shifted toward the goal of establishing a deterrent or offensive capability. According to U.S. government officials, China tested the launch vehicle (with or without a kill mechanism seems to be unknown) at least three times in the past, although details in various media reports are sketchy and somewhat contradictory.8 Some analysts have claimed that Chinese ASAT efforts reach back to the late 1980 and 1990s – which would mitigate against the “deterrent” and “bargaining chip” arguments, and bolster the “offensive” rationale. Still other U.S. analysts note that China has been increasingly frustrated with the U.S. refusal to discuss Beijing’s concerns about U.S. military space plans – a stance that was hammered home in the Bush administration National Space Policy released Oct. 6, 2006, which flatly rejected any new efforts at space arms control or agreements that would “limit” U.S. options in space.9 Certainly, it is true that the U.S. position long has been – and continues to be – that there is “no arms race in space” and thus no need for any discussions regarding the matter.10 Simultaneously, the U.S. position has been to “keep its options open” regarding space weapons, with the new Bush space policy taking a harder line than ever on the subject. Thus, it is conceivable that Chinese leaders may have come to the conclusion that only a display of Beijing’s power to launch such an arms race would bring Washington to the table to hear their concerns. Even more puzzling, and perhaps more worrisome, is the possibility – as has been speculated by some U.S. officials – that perhaps the Chinese leadership didn’t really understand what risks the test might entail, and that the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) may have been less than forthcoming in briefing the leadership about those risks. U.S. National Security Adviser Stephen Hadley suggested in an interview with The New York Times that it was possible that Chinese President Hu Jintao and other senior leaders may not have been fully aware of the military’s plans regarding the test. “ <text cut> On the civil space side, Beijing is also likely to feel repercussions in its efforts to spur cooperation with NASA on planetary exploration. Considering that there were strong voices in the U.S. national security establishment, and in Congress, opposing last year’s visit to China by NASA Administrator Michael Griffin and accusing China of wanting nothing except access to technology it could supply to its military programs, it is almost inconceivable that any new progress can be made in the wake of the ASAT test. <text cut> For example, Rep. Terry Everett, R-Ala., former chairman of the House Armed Services strategic forces subcommittee and long a moderate Republican voice on the issue of space weapons, issued a statement condemning the Chinese test and noting: “We cannot afford to stand idly by and not address these threats immediately.”25 At the same time, it is unclear that the up-tick in U.S.-Sino tensions spurred by the test will result in an all-out U.S. drive for an arsenal of offensive counter-space weapons – including similarly destructive ASATs. As most space experts recognize, ASATs cannot protect U.S. space assets because there are myriad terrestrially-based ways to threaten space systems including satellites. It is also highly unclear that ASATs would serve to deter potential adversaries from seeking to target U.S. space assets, as most other nations (including China) are not as dependent on space. Certainly, the China test has raised questions about whether U.S. policy to keep its options open regarding space weapons, and to “dissuade or deter others from either impeding [U.S.] rights or developing capabilities intended to do so,”26 has already failed. On the other hand, U.S. National Space Policy also states that the United States will take action to “deny, if necessary, adversaries the use of space capabilities hostile to U.S. national interests”27 – and the Chinese ASAT test seems to be a sign that Beijing intends to do just that, raising the issue of how the United States might opt to implement, and possibly use, counter-space capabilities. The problem for the U.S. Air Force, which is the “keeper of the keys” on this “space control” policy, is that a build up [continued, no text cut from last sentence] of counter-space weapons will require major investment (not to mention time to develop technology) at a time when the Pentagon budget is under severe pressure from the ongoing costs of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. And as noted above, the first priorities for space are programs to improve space situational awareness and to protect U.S. satellites, commercial and military, from attack. <text cut> While the United States has the world’s most comprehensive space surveillance system, it is widely acknowledged that it has gaps and process problems that need to be addressed. Other nations have spot-check capabilities that could be used to provide additional data and augment U.S. capabilities – provided that nations were willing to work out data-sharing protocols. In particular, the European Union should now move forward with its nascent plan to develop a European space surveillance network and work with the United States to ensure compatibility. Finally, the United States and China need to recognize that they must make an effort to manage their emerging competition in military space in a manner that does not undercut their own national security, as well as the security of others. <text cut> Pursuit of a space code more recently has been endorsed by a number of international media outlets, including The Economist, a libertarian-oriented British magazine, and U.S. trade journal Aviation Week & Space Technology.54 China and the United States should take heed, and seek to shape rules of the road that can help ensure mutual security in space for all. Failure to act to restrain unfettered military competition in space is bound to result in a “Wild West” environment that raises the risks not only to Chinese and U.S. uses of space, but to the peace and prosperity of the entire world.
Misc

The U.S. being the sole space hegemon is unconstitutional

Bruce M. DeBlois -- Colonel, USAF. Professor of Air and Space Technology. Air University Press. Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, Director of Systems Integration at BAE SYSTEMS, Adjunct Senior Fellow for Science and Technology at the Council on Foreign Relations, (Council on Foreign Relations, Astropolitics Journal, 7/5/2003 “The Advent of Space Weapons”, http://www.cfr.org/pdf/Bergman_11ast03.pdf)

The American perspective would at least suggest criteria from which to measure space policy options (listed in Figure 3). The period 1949–1989 was a time when people lived in a world that they knew could be vanquished at any moment by nuclear war – a prospect that would most certainly have destroyed tranquility, ruined general welfare and eradicated liberty. The issue at hand is clear. Does the international community, currently living in relative peace, want to re-instate a world again dominated by the continuous and immediate threat of destruction (through space weaponization) – even if not total destruction? The case can be made that the United States has a window of opportunity. As a relatively benign sole superpower, it could posture itself as a space police force and ensure the use of space ‘for the benefit of all mankind’. But by design, the US Constitution was written to ward off such unchecked power – regardless of who would wield that power. Applying the same wisdom George Washington demonstrated when he declined the offer to become the first American king, the United States, bound by constitutional intent, must resist the lure of becoming the first space hegemon, and pursue this unique leadership opportunity to create the international environment that will lead to the assured use of space for the benefit of all humankind.

Unilateralism will fail – bandwagoning is a doomed strategy 

Andrew Hurrell -- Montague Burton Professor of International Relations, Fellow of Balliol College, Oxford,  Faculty Fellow in International Relations at Nuffield College, Oxford, Director of the Centre for International Studies at the Department of Politics and International Relations of the University of Oxford, former professor Johns Hopkins University, (GIGA Institute of Global and Area Studies, 2006, “Hegemony, liberalism and global order: what space for would-be great powers?”, International Policy Theory, Oxford University, http://www.giga-hamburg.de/dl/download.php?d=/english/content/rpn/pdf/international_affairs_2006.pdf)

The logic of bandwagoning has played a major role in recent US foreign policy thinking and practice. Hard unilateralism and the emphasis on the threat and use of military power can make sense only on the assumption that the dominant response of weaker states and other actors will be straightforward submission (shock and awe) or the desire to negotiate. But the cultivation of bandwagoning, especially towards important second-tier states, remains impor- tant as the failures of a hard, unilateralist ‘we can do it alone’ policy become ever more evident. As we enter a period of hegemonic decompression, what options are available to Washington? One (very unlikely) one is a whole- hearted embrace of liberal multilateralism. A second is to re-engage with institutions but at the same time to try to reshape those institutions in ways that more closely reflect current US interests. The third is to refocus attention on a long-standing element of US foreign policy, namely the construction of a hub- and-spoke system of cultivated relations with major emerging or regional powers.14

China Co-op Adv. CP

Text: The United States federal government should enter into a bilateral treaty with the People’s Republic of China to establish a framework of transparency, outlined in our Martel and Yoshihara evidence, over existing and future developments of space.
The aff fails-security concerns mean that transparency is the only step forward with China

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)
Perhaps it is too soon to conclude that Beijing and Washington are locked on a path toward a military space race. Because of the potential for such competition, however, it is in both their interests to consider opportunities for cooperation that would ensure that the space infrastructure remains a public good for the international community. One option could be to develop a series of measures to establish transparency in an effort to bolster mutual confidence, thus decreasing the likelihood of competition in space. The incentives for establishing transparency that could lead to further SinoU.S. cooperation in space remain so woefully limited, however, that it may be years before these conditions could prevail.
Transparency over space programs solves
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

The term “transparency” basically refers to a condition of openness that allows states to signal their intentions and capabilities by obtaining or exchanging information on items or activities that are of interest to the parties involved. Transparency permits states to increase their confidence about whether an activity is taking place and, more importantly, provides early warning of suspicious behavior. Although the term is generally associated with arms control, the concept of transparency has broader applications, such as preserving openness in global financial transactions. 
A lack of transparency leads to miscalc-the CP is key to solve
Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)

In practical terms, transparency requires several key steps, including military to-military contacts and broader exchanges (between weapons labs, for example) of information on defense budgets, doctrine, plans and operations, decision making processes, acquisition, and research and development programs. In its most intrusive form, transparency involves full accounting of a declared activity or a commitment to a treaty regime. The purpose of mutually understood declaratory policies and doctrines is to spell out the rules of the game and thus those actions that could lead to confrontation. The goal is to enable each state to engage in reciprocal and observable activities that signal a commitment to enforcing predictable rules of behavior in times of peace and of crisis as part of a strategy to avoid the miscalculation that could lead to war. 

Empirics prove this is the best option

Martel and Yoshihara 3 (William C. Martel ]professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College. Toshi Yoshihara is a doctoral candidate at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, and a research fellow at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis. “Averting Sino-U.S.Space Race”. http://www.twq.com/03autumn/docs/03autumn_martel.pdf. L.F.)
Transparency requires both sides to be ready to take measures that permit them to exchange sensitive information and to share perceptions about the risks and threats that could undermine international security. During the Cold War, the superpowers realized that they could inflict extraordinary harm on each other with nuclear weapons, and they experienced several near misses, such as the Cuban missile crisis. In that climate, both sides gradually came to understand that transparency, which was often pursued through arms control measures, could improve their security.
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Text: The United States Federal Government should:

1. Put resources into understanding the PLA’s space intentions

2. Use stimulation efforts and simulations to target crisis situations 

3. Engage China on space stability and ensure Chinese understanding of U.S. space posture

4. Reduce dependence on conventional methods of providing space information to national security leaders

That’s right: there’s one solvency advocate

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

As a general rule, where threats to vital national interests are involved, a doctrine of deterrence should be developed and embraced as U.S. policy. We would credibly threaten to use such a capability but not actually seek to do so unless the stakes were extraordinarily high. To do otherwise against a nearpeer space power adversary such as China would put our vital national interests at risk. Recommendations: The United States should: -- Put greater effort and resources into understanding the PLA's space program and larger Chinese military intentions in space. -- Put more emphasis on understanding how space deterrence works, especially through simulation efforts that specifically target the crisis situation itself, in addition to conflict simulations. -- Continue seeking to engage China on key space stability issues and ensure that others understand why U.S. and Western diplomatic initiatives and the approach they embody are superior to the Chinese/Russian PPWT. -- Enhance U.S. space situational awareness and space intelligence capabilities -- Diversify how we provide space information and services to the warfighter and senior national security leaders to reduce dependence on any single link.

Space policy and maintenance of U.S. space dominance is key to national security and relations, but we’re on the brink – development would lead to conflict, and the counterplan prevents it

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

Current U.S. space policy and strategy walks back the U.S. aversion to space diplomacy and strikes the right notes on responsible space stewardship and addressing the issues of a space frontier that, at least in the vicinity of earth, is becoming more of a settled environment that requires some form of management and rules of the road. This realistic direction for space diplomacy, and U.S. and allied support for such approaches, is both a sensible step and also diplomatically turns the tables on China Meeting the Chinese Challenge Space is of major and growing national security importance, which introduces a potentially destabilizing element to U.S. and international security. In addition to responsible behavior, the U.S. ability to fully realize the national security and other benefits of space depends on space remaining a stable and peaceful environment, even in crisis situations if at all possible. Given the heavy and growing U.S. reliance upon space for communications, sensor information, and a host of other benefits, it is no wonder that the space policies of both the previous and current administrations have declared space to be a vital national interest of the United States. Where vital national interests are concerned, stability in space that enables the continuation of substantial U.S. conventional superiority should be a top priority. The primacy of space stability as a key U.S. strategic interest was recognized by the Congressional Commission on the Strategic Posture of the United States when it recommended in 2009 that the United States should 
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"develop and pursue options for U.S. interest in stability in outer space, includ[ing] the possibility of negotiated measures." Measures or actions that would threaten to upset the stability of space could thus be dangerous to our national security, and U.S. policy should seek to avoid such steps. This is why as long as the United States continues to derive more benefits from space than its adversaries, it should be very careful about initiating significant space hostilities with a nearpeer space power such as China. Against nonpeer space powers, we should be able to rely upon our overwhelming conventional superiority to achieve victory. Against a nearpeer space power, we must weigh the cost of losing some significant fraction of our spacederived ortransmitted information against the incremental benefit of offensive counter space (OCS) steps versus other means to achieve comparable objectives. Most often, the use of OCS would be too costly to U.S. security interests, although some scenarios, such as the threat to U.S. aircraft carriers from ballistic missiles, would completely change this calculus. This entire area requires further study, tabletop exercises not just of space war games, but also "crisis games," where more attention can be paid to crisis behavior in space, to understand whether certain actions are stabilizing or destabilizing. While the Obama space policy, as did the Bush space policy before it, recognizes that space is a vital U.S. national interest, it seems to overlook the implications of this important reality. In this context, offensive space capabilities cannot be considered just one more weapon in the U.S. arsenal, to be used when tactical circumstances beckon to field commanders. When vital national interests are at stake, great caution must be exercised. 

A Chinese attack is on the brink: if American hegemony spills over, China will perceive it as a threat to their national security – only the counterplan solves

Bruce W. Macdonald-- Senior Director, Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program, U.S. Institute of Peace, Member of the Committee on Senate U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, and the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics; assistant director for national security at the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, served on the National Security Council staff, professional staff member of the House Armed Services Committee, served in the State Department’s Bureau of Political-Military Affairs, honors graduate in aerospace engineering from Princeton University, two masters degrees from Princeton, one in aerospace engineering with a specialty in rocket propulsion, and the second in public and international affairs, (CQ Congressional Testimony, 5/11/11, “Military And Civil Space Programs In China; Committee: Senate U.S.-China Economic And Security Review Commission”, Lexis Nexis)

However, China's ASAT and missile defense tests and this literature demonstrate a PLA awareness of the importance of offensive counterspace (OCS) capabilities and strongly suggest that such capabilities are part of China's larger plans for the future - and perhaps missile defense capabilities as well. It is also unclear whether this reflects PLA interest in OCS for warfighting or just for deterrence, though I suspect it is likely a mixture of both. Should China choose to deploy its demonstrated ASAT system, or more advanced versions of it, U.S. space assets and the military and economic infrastructures they support would be put at risk. One thing is certain - more clarity on PLA and Chinese government thinking on space deterrence, doctrine, space stability, and related issues - and Russian thinking, too are urgently needed and are important to U.S. security. If there is any aspect of space security that needs more resources, space intelligence and analysis is it. In the face of this growing Chinese military space challenge, it is easy to assume the worst about Chinese intentions. China seeks to be able to prevail militarily at some point in the future should conflict come, but they see the United States as militarily superior to them and thus would be unlikely to consciously provoke any military conflict. While we should guard against a worst case, we should not treat it as a given. I do not believe China or the PLA is spoiling for a fight with the United States - China has come too far to want to place their substantial economic achievements at risk unless they faced an extraordinary threat to their national security. In addition, China faces serious demographic realities over the next couple of decades, where their ratio of workers to retirees will shrink substantially (the result of their onechild policy), which further underscores China's need for stability and continued economic growth for years to come. China also has additional needs, and vulnerabilities: -- Growing environmental problems and water shortages with no obvious solutions that are growing irritants to the public; -- A relentless search for new sources of manufacturing inputs; -- An increasingly restive working class that is making new demands for higher wages and political freedoms; -- A nondemocratic oneparty system that leaves its senior leadership constantly looking over its shoulder at possible challenges to its authority, especially in the aftermath of the "Arab Spring"; -- Growing citizen anger against corruption and cronyism that seems impossible for the CCP to root out; and many more. These factors are reasons why China is probably not looking for war with the United States, though they also could inadvertently become factors in China's stumbling into a conflict they would ordinarily not want, through miscalculation or distraction. One characteristic of too many wars in the last century is that they are the result of miscalculation that ignites the tinder of fundamental geopolitical tensions. Averting major power conflict requires skillful management of tensions by senior leaders of the major powers. China has become much more internationally 
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sophisticated, though with important exceptions, in its dealings with the rest of the world than has been true in the past, and 
this is reflected in its civilian leadership. Unfortunately, the PLA's senior officer corps trails its civilian counterparts in this respect. They have much less interaction with foreign official and travel abroad much less frequently than their U.S. counterparts. This means that the PLA overall views world events from a less knowledgeable and sophisticated perspective, a danger in this increasingly complex world, and could explain, for example, the political "tonedeafness" of the PLA in the manner they conducted their 2007 ASAT test. This PLA problem becomes more serious when one realizes that the PLA is organizationally separate from the rest of the Chinese government, and reports only to the Central Military Commission, currently chaired by President Hu Jintao. President Hu, and his likely successors, have no significant military background, and the majority of the CMC's members are top PLA officers, suggesting that civilian oversight of major military decisions and consideration of their larger implications are not as carefully reviewed as in the U.S. government. Normally this would not be too great a concern, but in a crisis this could be dangerous. Add to this the fact that China has no equivalent of our National Security Council, a critically important body for coordinating our security decisionmaking, and one comes away concerned about the relative insularity of the PLA in the Chinese power structure. In a crisis, the PLA probably cannot be counted on to show as sophisticated a sense of judgment as one would hope any country's military leaders, even an enemy's, to show. All these problems and many more pose potential threats to internal political stability and Communist Party control, providing ample opportunity for crisis and conflict in the years ahead. Overview of The Strategic Landscape of Space Space assets, and the communications and cyber links that enable them to function, are the means by which essential national security information is either generated, transmitted, or both. This information is the lifeblood of U.S. conventional military superiority and plays a key role in U.S. strategic nuclear posture as well. As such, these space related assets represent extraordinarily appealing targets in any future conflict, and their relative vulnerability can provide dangerously attractive incentives in a crisis to preempt, escalating to war. Resisting this temptation to attack may be morally virtuous but could be strategically unwise: going first in a space conflict with a nearpeer space adversary appears to offer many advantages, while absorbing such a strike, with all its attendant destruction of military capabilities, and then responding to the attack against an opponent fully expecting such a response, appears to be militarily and strategically quite undesirable. As technology advances, the ways of interfering with, disrupting, or destroying information streams in space or supporting space systems will likely increase, as will U.S. and others' dependence upon such systems. Providing defensive options for U.S. space assets should be pursued where appropriate, but most space observers believe that offense has the advantage in space over defense, as General Cartwright observed last May. 
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China’s policy is diplomatic – but only cooperation improves relations

People’s Daily China Online – branch of Xinhua News international, (6/6/11, “Building harmonious outer space to achieve inclusive development: Chinese diplomat”, http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90776/90883/7401486.html)

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, Huang said. As outer space explorers diversify and the realm of outer space explorations expands, "we should involve more countries that do not yet have space capabilities in outer space development, so as to achieve sustainable and inclusive development of outer space," Huang said. On the peaceful use of outer space, Huang said outer space law is an important instrument for safeguarding the harmonious development of the outer space, preventing its weaponization and realizing its sustainable development. "All treaties, principles, and declarations established by the COPUOS have played an important role in regulating space activities, maintaining space order and promoting space cooperation, and they should guide all countries' outer space activities," Huang said. Meanwhile, the commercialization of outer space activities and the risk of militarization of outer space require us to stipulate new space laws, improve the existing space law system so as to ensure the inclusive development of outer space, Huang said. In the future, China will continue to uphold the notion of harmonious outer space and work with the international community to realize the inclusive development of outer space and "achieve peace, development, cooperation and rule of law in outer space."
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