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1NC India Relations DA

US-India relations high and growing now--Hillary Clinton will use her visit to strengthen ties

Sandhya Sharma, “Hillary to visit India on July 19; AfPak, NSG talks on platter”, The Pioneer, 7/7/11, http://www.dailypioneer.com/351343/Hillary-to-visit-India-on-July-19;-AfPak-NSG-talks-on-platter.html 

US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will be in New Delhi on July 19 to attend the second round of US-India strategic dialogue. Sources told The Pioneer that Clinton will be in New Delhi for two days and then head for the ASEAN Regional Forum in Bali. The dialogue will be co-chaired by External Affairs Minister SM Krishna. Sources said a host of bilateral and international issues will come up for discussion but focus will be on the evolving situation in India’s neighbourhood —Afghanistan and Pakistan — alongside the recent NSG decision on ban on supplying ENR technology to non-NPT countries. According to sources, besides the Afghanistan situation, the dialogue will also take up issues related to East Asia, South East Asia, trade relations, G20, financial crisis and climate change negotiations and counter terrorism. New Delhi believes that US will be “sharing” and will be “committed” at sharing “more” information on the Mumbai trial and the issue will be pressed during the Clinton’s visit, sources told The Pioneer. Experts believe the visit of Clinton assumes importance as India is set to get a first-hand account of how the US views the present situation in Pakistan. Former Indian Ambassador to the US Naresh Chandra said, “The US-India Strategic dialogue is significant after the dip in US-Pakistan relationship. India can get a first-hand account from Hillary Clinton about how she views the present situation in Pakistan and the way US is dealing with terrorism.” Former Foreign Secretary Kanwal Sibbal said, “India should take this dialogue as an opportunity to get clarity on US game plan in Afghanistan especially after Obama’s recent speech of drawdown strategy.” Experts believe Obama’s speech did not answer many questions especially those relating to the policy of reconciliation with Taliban and their policy on Pakistan. Another crucial discussion would be concerning the new NSG guidelines. Sources confirmed that New Delhi will “expect” from the US that it would not come in way of the countries which are willing to provide sensitive ENR (enrichment and reprocessing) technology to India and “commit” to the adherence of “full” civil nuclear cooperation to India. From New Delhi, Clinton will head for the 18th ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF), to be held between July 16 to July 23 in Bali. Scheduled to be held in April the Strategic dialogue was postponed due to State elections in India and the developments in West Asia and North Africa.
Focus on US-China relations is perceived as lack of interest in US-Indian relations to India killing relations 
Bouton 10 (Marshall M. Bouton: is president of the Chicago Council on Global Affairs, October 2010, “U.S.-India Initiative Series -- America’s Interests in India,” http://cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_USInterestsinIndia_Bouton.pdf, JF)

Finally, in the Asian region as a whole, the United States will benefit from a stronger India that is a partner in shaping a regional order compatible with U.S. interests and values. The impact of rising Chinese power on the security and political order in Asia is the internationally transformative force of our era. India’s emergence as a regional and global power will be a critical factor in determining whether China’s rise will lead to its dominance in Asian security affairs. Neither India nor the United States seeks confrontation with or containment of a rising China, but both wish to ensure a de facto balance of power and influence in the region compatible with their interests. An open and stable Asian regional order will allow the United States to remain for the foreseeable future the single most powerful actor in the region, though no longer by itself the dominant power. The United States’ need for Chinese cooperation in resolving regional security and global economic problems (a “G-2” relationship) is sometimes portrayed as justifying a de-emphasis of the U.S.-India partnership. But this would conflict with the critical U.S. interest in a stable balance of power in Asia that requires India’s emergence as a powerful pole in the region.
1NC India Relations DA

Strong US-India relations key to stop Asian power war, free trade, economic stability, and peaceful China rise

Amitage, Burns, and Fontaine 10 (CNAS: Center for a New American Security: CNAS is located in Washington, D.C., and was established in February 2007 by Co-founders Kurt M. Campbell and Michèle A. Flournoy. CNAS is a 501c3 tax-exempt nonprofit organization. Its research is nonpartisan; CNAS does not take specific policy positions. Accordingly, all views, positions, and conclusions expressed in this publication should be understood to be solely those of the authors,  Richard L. Armitage:  President, Armitage International, Co-Chair, R. Nicholas Burns: Professor of the Practice of Diplomacy and International Politics, Harvard University, Co-Chair and Richard Fontaine:  Senior Fellow, Center for a New American Security , October 2010, “Natural Allies, A Blueprint for the Future of U.S.-India Relations,” http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_Natural%20Allies_ArmitageBurnsFontaine.pdf, JF)

As a result, the United States should not only seek a closer relationship with India, but actively assist its further emergence as a great power. U.S. interests in a closer relationship with India include: Ensuring a stable A • sian and global balance of power. • Strengthening an open global trading system. • Protecting and preserving access to the global commons (air, sea, space, and cyber realms). • Countering terrorism and violent extremism. • Ensuring access to secure global energy resources. • Bolstering the international nonproliferation regime. • Promoting democracy and human rights. • Fostering greater stability, security and economic prosperity in South Asia, including in Pakistan, Afghanistan, Nepal, Bangladesh and Sri Lanka. A strong U.S.-India strategic partnership will prove indispensable to the region’s continued peace and prosperity. Both India and the United States have a vital interest in maintaining a stable balance of power in Asia. Neither seeks containment of China, but the likelihood of a peaceful Chinese rise increases if it ascends in a region where the great democratic powers are also strong. Growing U.S.-India strategic ties will ensure that Asia will not have a vacuum of power and will make it easier for both Washington and New Delhi to have productive relations with Beijing. In addition, a strengthened relationship with India, a natural democratic partner, will signal that the United States remains committed to a strong and enduring presence in Asia. The need for closer U.S.-India cooperation goes well beyond regional concerns. In light of its rise, India will play an increasingly vital role in addressing virtually all major global challenges. Now is the time to transform a series of bilateral achievements into a lasting regional and global partnership. Our recommendations are based on the belief that a stronger and more prosperous India will allow for a more vibrant U.S.-India relationship and that the United States should encourage and facilitate India’s rise as a full stakeholder in the international community.
1NC India Relations DA

Economic collapse causes nuclear war.

Mead 2009. Walter Russell Mead, the Henry A. Kissinger Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations, 2-4, 2009, “Only Makes You Stronger,” The New Republic, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2
Crisis can also strengthen the hand of religious extremists, populist radicals, or authoritarian traditionalists who are determined to resist liberal capitalist society for a variety of reasons. Meanwhile, the companies and banks based in these societies are often less established and more vulnerable to the consequences of a financial crisis than more established firms in wealthier societies. As a result, developing countries and countries where capitalism has relatively recent and shallow roots tend to suffer greater economic and political damage when crisis strikes--as, inevitably, it does. And, consequently, financial crises often reinforce rather than challenge the global distribution of power and wealth. This may be happening yet again. None of which means that we can just sit back and enjoy the recession. History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. The wars of the League of Augsburg and the Spanish Succession; the Seven Years War; the American Revolution; the Napoleonic Wars; the two World Wars; the cold war: The list of wars is almost as long as the list of financial crises. Bad economic times can breed wars. Europe was a pretty peaceful place in 1928, but the Depression poisoned German public opinion and helped bring Adolf Hitler to power. If the current crisis turns into a depression, what rough beasts might start slouching toward Moscow, Karachi, Beijing, or New Delhi to be born? The United States may not, yet, decline, but, if we can't get the world economy back on track, we may still have to fight.
Uniqueness Ext

US-India relations are stable now – future ties depend on the deployment of space weaponization   

Johnson-Freese 11(Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese is a professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College in Newport, R.I., and the author of "Heavenly Ambitions: The U.S. Quest to Dominate Space" (2009). The views expressed in this article are the author's alone and do not represent the official position of the Department of the Navy, the Department of Defense or the U.S. government, May 17 2011, “The U.S.-India Space Partnership: Who Gets What?,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8839/the-u-s-india-space-partnership-who-gets-what?page=3, JF) 

The relationship between the United States and India was for many decades complicated by India's status as a "nonaligned" nation. The United States, inherently distrustful of neutrality during its Cold War struggle, was reticent to cooperate with nations who were also on good terms with the Soviet Union. However, the U.S.-India relationship has become increasingly close since 2001: The U.S. now views India as a rising democracy, a regional counter to China and an ally in the fight against radical Islamic fundamentalism. Ten days after the Sept. 11 attacks, Washington lifted sanctions put in place after India's 1998 nuclear tests. Since 2006, delegations from the American defense industry have flocked to India, which has budgeted $32 billion for defense procurement in 2010-2011, with $13 billion set aside solely for the acquisition of new weapons systems. In January 2011, the last of the export control restrictions on U.S. high-technology against both ISRO and DRDO were dropped as part of the U.S.-India strategic partnership. However, the question now is: How will India use all of the new military and space technology the U.S. has made available? Here is where there might be a future problem in the U.S.-India space partnership, as the Indian military has talked openly not just about anticipated military uses of space, but also about the weaponization of space -- that is, the actual use of arms in space, rather than the use of space to augment terrestrial military missions. Specifically, there has been discussion of ASAT weapons, a major sore point between the U.S. and China for some years now. How will these contradictory aspirations be reconciled in a peaceful partnership with the United States? 

US-Indian relations high – defense cooperation 

Kapoor 10 (Kartik Kapoor, Guest Columnist for the Miscellany News, 11/10/10, “Anti-protectionism key to U.S.-India relations”, http://www.miscellanynews.com/mobile/2.1577/anti-protectionism-key-to-u-s-india-relations-1.2401052, JF) 

Perhaps the greatest success story of U.S.-Indian relations lies in defense cooperation. Today, the United States holds more joint military exercises with India than any other nation, and the United States and India are pressing forward with initiatives aimed at improving interoperability. The growth of India's military represents not only an increased ability to respond to the changing balance of global power, but gives America the ability to respond quickly to regional issues throughout Asia. This was most clear during the response to the December 2004 devastating tsunami that struck Sri Lanka, Indonesia and the Maldives. Furthermore, as the United States faces growing geopolitical challenges in the Indian Ocean region, India's rapidly improving navy will play an expanding and important role in protecting the shipping lanes that support the world economy. In fact, India is so important to American security that Obama proposed that India be granted a permanent seat on the United Nations Security Council, in part to "check the influence of an increasingly assertive China," according to The New York Times.
Uniqueness Ext.

Space exploration is the nexus point of future India relations – space exploration drive “techno”-nationalism in India 

Johnson-Freese 11(Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese is a professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College in Newport, R.I., and the author of "Heavenly Ambitions: The U.S. Quest to Dominate Space" (2009). The views expressed in this article are the author's alone and do not represent the official position of the Department of the Navy, the Department of Defense or the U.S. government, May 17 2011, “The U.S.-India Space Partnership: Who Gets What?,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8839/the-u-s-india-space-partnership-who-gets-what?page=3, JF) 

To some extent, professing these contradictory positions is understandable. Like many rising powers in the past, India views a lack of transparency as a survival mechanism. Leaders of the international status quo do not usually welcome new members to their ranks, and it would not benefit India to simply declare, as the U.S. and USSR did during the Cold War, that its space program is intimately tied, rightly or wrongly, to Indian notions of national security. Indians also argue that space activities, both civilian and military, are purely part of a natural evolutionary process along the path to development. This allows India to pursue a nationalistic space race in Asia, and especially with China, while at the same time flatly declaring that there is no Asian space race, and specifically not with China. This "techno-nationalism" involves the recognition that technological achievement generates strategic influence in areas from economics to power politics and provides a reservoir of that elusive magic called "prestige," however broadly defined. It is a powerful motivator for human spaceflight programs and other high-visibility space efforts.

US India Relations high now – Bush space talks in 2006 began global cooperation on taboo space topics with India

Sabathier and Faith 8 (Vincent G. Sabathier:  Mr. Sabathier has written more than 50 articles and reports and lectured at a variety of conferences and symposiums. He has also taught space transportation systems at the University Paul Sabatier in Toulouse. He received his degree from École Centrale de Nantes in France and performed research work at the Colorado School of Mines with a grant from Martin Marietta Astronautics. He later specialized in space systems at the École Nationale Supérieure de l’Aéronautique et de l’Espace, Toulouse, and holds an international management degree from ESSEC, Paris. He participated in the Executive Education Program in Strategic Issues in Mergers and Acquisitions at INSEAD, Fontainebleau, France. Ryan Faith, Jan 25, 2008, “India’s Space Program,” http://csis.org/publication/indias-space-program, JF)

 President Bush’s 2006 visit to India sparked many discussions and agreements on previously taboo subjects, including both civilian nuclear and space programs. The increasingly close cooperation between India and the United States in space, such as the cooperation on lunar exploration and global positioning systems, is seen as a demonstration and validation of the effort to strengthen the U.S.-India bilateral relationship.
Uniqueness Ext.

US-India relations high now—cooperating on literally everything and Clinton’s visit this July will make them stronger

Robert O. Blake, Jr. Assistant Secretary, Bureau of South and Central Asian Affairs India Caucus / CSIS Panel on U.S.-India Relations “U.S./India: Bilateral Relations Since the Obama-Singh Summit”, 6/9/11, http://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/WO1106/S00229/usindia-bilateral-relations-since-the-obama-singh-summit.htm 

The Arc of U.S.-India Relations Nearly 20 months ago, President Obama and Indian Prime Minister Singh met here in Washington to open a new chapter in relations between our two great nations -- the world's oldest and largest democracies. The two leaders emphasized our countries’ shared values -- pluralism, tolerance, openness, and respect for fundamental freedoms and human rights -- and noted how these values are increasingly important for securing global security and sustainability. In their joint statement, Obama and Singh resolved “to harness these shared strengths and to expand the U.S.-India global partnership for the benefit of their countries, for peace, stability and prosperity in Asia, and for the betterment of the world” President Obama's trip to India last November produced another watershed moment in our rich ties, and demonstrated that our partnership holds benefits for both of our countries, as well as the world. Our two nations are now cooperating on nearly every important challenge of our times -- from counter-terrorism to nonproliferation, from economic growth to reconstruction in Afghanistan, from food security to energy security. Now we look to build on that progress with Secretary Clinton's upcoming trip to India in July for our second Strategic Dialogue. The Secretary and her counterpart Indian Foreign External Affairs Minister Krishna launched the Dialogue in 2009 to provide a framework and strategic direction for the huge range of bilateral government to government activity we now have underway. I won’t go into all 21 dialogues and working groups that our two Ministers oversee – that would last until tomorrow – but I do want to highlight some of the accomplishments over the last year and preview a few of our possible achievements in the next couple years. 
US-India relations high and growing now--Hillary Clinton will use her visit to strengthen ties

Sandhya Sharma, “Hillary to visit India on July 19; AfPak, NSG talks on platter”, The Pioneer, 7/7/11, http://www.dailypioneer.com/351343/Hillary-to-visit-India-on-July-19;-AfPak-NSG-talks-on-platter.html 

US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will be in New Delhi on July 19 to attend the second round of US-India strategic dialogue. Sources told The Pioneer that Clinton will be in New Delhi for two days and then head for the ASEAN Regional Forum in Bali. The dialogue will be co-chaired by External Affairs Minister SM Krishna. Sources said a host of bilateral and international issues will come up for discussion but focus will be on the evolving situation in India’s neighbourhood —Afghanistan and Pakistan — alongside the recent NSG decision on ban on supplying ENR technology to non-NPT countries. According to sources, besides the Afghanistan situation, the dialogue will also take up issues related to East Asia, South East Asia, trade relations, G20, financial crisis and climate change negotiations and counter terrorism. New Delhi believes that US will be “sharing” and will be “committed” at sharing “more” information on the Mumbai trial and the issue will be pressed during the Clinton’s visit, sources told The Pioneer. Experts believe the visit of Clinton assumes importance as India is set to get a first-hand account of how the US views the present situation in Pakistan. Former Indian Ambassador to the US Naresh Chandra said, “The US-India Strategic dialogue is significant after the dip in US-Pakistan relationship. India can get a first-hand account from Hillary Clinton about how she views the present situation in Pakistan and the way US is dealing with terrorism.” Former Foreign Secretary Kanwal Sibbal said, “India should take this dialogue as an opportunity to get clarity on US game plan in Afghanistan especially after Obama’s recent speech of drawdown strategy.” Experts believe Obama’s speech did not answer many questions especially those relating to the policy of reconciliation with Taliban and their policy on Pakistan. Another crucial discussion would be concerning the new NSG guidelines. Sources confirmed that New Delhi will “expect” from the US that it would not come in way of the countries which are willing to provide sensitive ENR (enrichment and reprocessing) technology to India and “commit” to the adherence of “full” civil nuclear cooperation to India. From New Delhi, Clinton will head for the 18th ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF), to be held between July 16 to July 23 in Bali. Scheduled to be held in April the Strategic dialogue was postponed due to State elections in India and the developments in West Asia and North Africa.
Uniqueness Ext.
US-India relations high now—cooperating on literally everything and Clinton’s visit this July will make them stronger

Robert O. Blake, Jr. Assistant Secretary, Bureau of South and Central Asian Affairs India Caucus / CSIS Panel on U.S.-India Relations “U.S./India: Bilateral Relations Since the Obama-Singh Summit”, 6/9/11, http://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/WO1106/S00229/usindia-bilateral-relations-since-the-obama-singh-summit.htm 

The Arc of U.S.-India Relations Nearly 20 months ago, President Obama and Indian Prime Minister Singh met here in Washington to open a new chapter in relations between our two great nations -- the world's oldest and largest democracies. The two leaders emphasized our countries’ shared values -- pluralism, tolerance, openness, and respect for fundamental freedoms and human rights -- and noted how these values are increasingly important for securing global security and sustainability. In their joint statement, Obama and Singh resolved “to harness these shared strengths and to expand the U.S.-India global partnership for the benefit of their countries, for peace, stability and prosperity in Asia, and for the betterment of the world” President Obama's trip to India last November produced another watershed moment in our rich ties, and demonstrated that our partnership holds benefits for both of our countries, as well as the world. Our two nations are now cooperating on nearly every important challenge of our times -- from counter-terrorism to nonproliferation, from economic growth to reconstruction in Afghanistan, from food security to energy security. Now we look to build on that progress with Secretary Clinton's upcoming trip to India in July for our second Strategic Dialogue. The Secretary and her counterpart Indian Foreign External Affairs Minister Krishna launched the Dialogue in 2009 to provide a framework and strategic direction for the huge range of bilateral government to government activity we now have underway. I won’t go into all 21 dialogues and working groups that our two Ministers oversee – that would last until tomorrow – but I do want to highlight some of the accomplishments over the last year and preview a few of our possible achievements in the next couple years. 
AT: No Cooperation Now

The US and India have agreed to cooperate over space exploration

Braukus 08 (Michael Braukus, writer for  NASA press releases, February 1, 2008, “NASA And India Sign Agreement For Future Cooperation,” http://www.nasa.gov/home/hqnews/2008/feb/HQ_08033_India-agreement.html, JF)

At a ceremony Friday at the Kennedy Space Center's visitor complex, NASA Administrator Michael Griffin and Indian Space Research Organization Chairman G. Madhavan Nair signed a framework agreement establishing the terms for future cooperation between the two agencies in the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful purposes. "I am honored to sign this agreement with the India Space Research Organization," Griffin said. "This agreement will allow us to cooperate effectively on a wide range of programs of mutual interest. India has extensive space-related experience, capabilities and infrastructure, and will continue to be a welcome partner in NASA's future space exploration activities." According to the framework agreement, the two agencies will identify areas of mutual interest and seek to develop cooperative programs or projects in Earth and space science, exploration, human space flight and other activities. The agreement replaces a soon-to- expire agreement signed on Dec. 16, 1997, which fostered bilateral cooperation in the areas of Earth and atmospheric sciences. In addition to a long history of cooperation in Earth science, NASA and the Indian Space Research Organization also are cooperating on India's first, mission to the moon, Chandrayaan-1, which will be launched later this year. NASA is providing two of the 11 instruments on the spacecraft: the moon mineralogy mapper instrument and the miniature synthetic aperture radar instrument. 

AT: U Overwhelms the Link

Although we are making strives to have better relations with India, status quo efforts aren’t enough to create a stable alliance 

Shah 10 (Apoorva Shah, research fellow at the American Enterprise Institute, 11/10/10, “Opinion: US and India -- Still Just Friends With Benefits”, http://www.aolnews.com/opinion/article/opinion-us-and-india-need-to-work-toward-enduring-alliance/19711085, JF) 

At face value, President Barack Obama's three-day trip to India was a success and will likely go down as a historic moment in the U.S.-India relationship. Despite skepticism from Indian observers, Obama and his wife charmed their hosts in a series of well-crafted public appearances and speeches. He said the right things and made some strategic announcements on economic cooperation that temporarily assuaged his critics and instilled confidence in the bilateral partnership. But while the Obama team deserves credit for this -- and while Americans and Indians should be pleased with the current health of U.S.-India relations -- it's not nearly enough. Indeed, in their current state, Indo-American ties can't seem to get past the pomp and circumstance of official state visits, symbolic gestures and self-congratulatory platitudes, all of which obscure what should be the two countries' most important goal: a long-term alliance. The ambiguous relationship we currently engage in (Is it a special partnership? Natural cooperation?) may provide for good feelings, but it confuses our country's decision makers and muddles the path forward. We see today that stakeholders in the U.S.-India partnership, who have interests in everything from agriculture to outsourcing to defense issues, are bogged down by buzzwords and by a profound uncertainty in what they are working toward.
AT: India Focused Domestically 

Although India is focusing inward in recent months, new cooperation now is key to future US-Indian relations 

 Tellis 10 (Ashley J. Tellis, senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, specializing in international security, defense, and Asian strategic issues. While on assignment to the U.S. Department of State as senior adviser to the Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs, he was intimately involved in negotiating the civil nuclear agreement with India. Previously he was commissioned into the Foreign Service and served as senior adviser to the ambassador at the U.S. Embassy in New Delhi. He also served on the National Security Council staff as special assistant to the President and senior director for Strategic Planning and Southwest Asia. Prior to his government service, Tellis was senior policy analyst at the RAND Corporation and professor of Policy Analysis at the RAND Graduate School. November 5, 2010, “Reimagining U.S.-India Relations”, http://carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=41889, JF) 

This is a very curious moment in the bilateral relationship at this point. At the private sector level, I think U.S.-India relations are thriving. If you look at the intensity with which the two societies are engaged—whether that be in education, science and technology, business, or in the arts—there is a profound transformation that is taking place compared to where we were say twenty years ago or even ten years ago. But at the official level, the transformation has flagged. While it has by no means come to a stop—that’s definitely not true—it has certainly flagged and the reasons for that are quite complex and exist on both sides. There are many in the United States who blame the Obama administration for dropping the ball, but I think that this is a tad uncharitable. The Obama administration is deeply distracted by the challenges of managing the crises that surround it, whether those be economic or geopolitical. And to the degree the administration has not paid the attention to the extent the Bush administration did, that much is obvious. But the Obama administration has not dropped the ball. The president personally is very keen to sustain this relationship because, as he has said both privately and publicly, the relationship is one of the great things he inherited from his predecessor—and he is not likely to lose on his term. But there are difficulties in India as well, and this is something people have not focused on. The Indian government, particularly the second term of the Singh administration, is very inward looking, partly because they are suffering from indigestion after all the big initiatives they launched in the bilateral relationship in the first term. They are still trying to digest those and deal with the aftermath of those big decisions—so that's part of it. The other aspect is that domestic politics are dominating their attention today because they are thinking of the next election, where they are coming face to face with the challenge of bringing the 400 or 500 million Indians who have not profited from economic growth thus far into the national economic success story. Because this will be the focus, the government has been looking more at this issue, more so than the issue of growth. By focusing on domestic politics rather than foreign policy, India has become inward looking and so the attention that it might have otherwise been paid to the bilateral relationship has diminished. So, there is enough at both ends to suggest that there has been a certain flagging in the relationship. The visit provides a great opportunity to jump start it and I think both sides are really looking forward to that. 

China Link Wall

Extend 1NC Bouton 10 – Focus on China relations is portrayed as justifying a de-emphasis of the US-India partnership which kills US India relations 

India is a counterweight to China – foreign policy success with both countries directly trade off

Tellis 5 (Ashley J., senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, specializing in international security, defense, and Asian strategic issues. 11-16, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=17693, JF) 

Should India be viewed as a counterweight to China? India is a counterweight to China whether we play it as a counterweight or not. And it is a counterweight simply because it is located next to China, it is one of two countries in the Asian continent growing at very dynamic rates, and it will be the third or fourth largest economy in the world in another twenty years. And so whether we want it to or not, India sees its own interests as requiring it maintain a certain set of capabilities vis-à-vis China. So there is going to be a certain rivalry that exists between India and China irrespective of what the United States does. Now the challenge for the United States is how to position itself given that the Sino-Indian relationship is going to be one of the pivotal relationships in Asia. Because the United States is going to face a challenge from China independent of what ever happens in the Sino-Indian relationship, it is in the United States' best interest to develop a tacit coordination with India—because we do have a common challenge. This does not mean a containment strategy because the realities of economic interdependence do not allow for containment. But it does mean developing a stable balance of power where the United States ends up having enough friends and allies on China’s periphery to restrain China’s propensity to exploit its power. And to the degree that America thinks of the U.S.-India relationship in that context—that it provides a set of objective constraints on China’s willingness to abuse its power—it should satisfy the interests of all concerned. 
Putting China at a greater priority in consultation destroys US- Indian relations  
Schaffer 10 (Teresita Schaffer, Ambassador Teresita C. Schaffer is director of the South Asia Program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, “U.S.-India Initiative Series The United States and India 10 Years Out,” October 2010 http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_10YearsOut_Schaffer.pdf, JF)
Third, at this writing a more assertive China seems like a strong possibility. Since mid-2009, China has been challenging India on a number of fronts: reasserting its claim to the Indian state of Arunachal Pradesh, contesting development loans for that state in the Asian Development Bank, insisting on . stamping visas for Indian residents of Kashmir on a blank sheet of paper instead of in their passports, announcing that it is moving ahead with civilian nuclear supply for Pakistan and ramping up significantly its military cooperation with Sri Lanka. China’s statement that it plans to participate in anti-piracy operations in the Indian Ocean could represent the beginning of a long-term Chinese presence there, a major security worry for India. How a more direct challenge from China affects U.S.-India relations depends on how confident India feels that the United States will back it up. The “China connection” has always been an unspoken foundation of U.S.-India relations. Both countries want to engage China and neither wants to treat it as an enemy, but both see it as a potentially dangerous strategic competitor. If New Delhi sees Washington as responding to China’s forward thrusts with quiet firmness, Chinese assertiveness could result in closer and more candid strategic coordination between India and the United States. On the other hand, if the United States is seen as enhancing China’s international stature or giving it special standing in the management of world problems – the Indian shorthand for this is “creating a G-2” – India will work hard to put more substance into its relations with Japan and Russia, to create other balancing relationships in Asia. 

China Link Wall

U.S. working with China before India on the plan destroys U.S.-Indian relations – India sees China as its fundamental challenger

Schaffer 10 (Teresita Schaffer, Ambassador Teresita C. Schaffer is director of the South Asia Program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, “U.S.-India Initiative Series The United States and India 10 Years Out,” October 2010 http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_10YearsOut_Schaffer.pdf, JF) 

India and U.S. security perspectives on East Asia will remain closely aligned. Ten years hence, India will be more fully integrated into Asia than it is now. India’s leadership will continue to see China as their primary strategic challenge. Its foreign policy will seek friendly engagement with China, and this will lead to instances where India draws closer to China on certain global issues (as happened, for example, at the climate change meeting in Copenhagen, Denmark). But India’s leaders are acutely conscious that an assertive China will challenge India’s security and economic interests. India will compensate through growing economic and political ties with Japan, Korea and the ASEAN countries, which will also make it more of a player on the larger Asian scene. This approach has strong parallels with the way the United States looks at China. It will also, however, make India especially sensitive to any suggestion that the United States is giving preference to China in its approach to Asian security and institutions
India and Taiwan will view US-PRC cooperation negatively

Dean Cheng, research fellow, Asian Studies Center, bachelor's degree in politics from Princeton University, studied for a doctorate at MIT. “ U.S.-China Space Cooperation: More Costs Than Benefits”, The Heritage Foundation, 10/30/09，http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2009/10/us-china-space-cooperation-more-costs-than-benefits
Recommendations Demand transparency. Transparency requires an equal commitment from both the American and the Chinese sides. It is essential to first determine what the U.S. hopes to obtain from the Chinese before entering into negotiations. (The Chinese side will most assuredly know what they want to gain from the U.S.) Once these goals are decided upon, it is important to push the Chinese for transparency, especially in regard to details about the space program's decision-makers. Who are the Chinese negotiators, and for what part of the Chinese bureaucracy will they be speaking? Will they be in a position to not only negotiate but enforce whatever provisions are reached? Limit expectations. Given the absence of previous space cooperation and with only limited examples of government-to-government cooperation in general, any effort at Sino-American space cooperation should start small. At this stage, thoughts of a joint manned mission are premature. Instead, the focus of any U.S.-China interaction should be on implementing concrete steps that would allow for expanding future space cooperation. Therefore, the U.S. should establish a common set of standards for instruments and data so that the two sides can at least have compatible information collection in their respective space systems. Consult with allies and partners. Space is not just about space. Any American interest in cooperating with China on space will be seen as a statement of broader U.S. policy toward the PRC. Thus, such negotiations will require coordination with not only America's ISS partners, who have a stake in any outcome affecting the station, but also U.S. allies in Asia. Furthermore, any expansion of space cooperation will be seen as affecting the cross-Straits situation as well as the growing tension between India and China. Both India and Taiwan need to be kept apprised of any developments that might occur. Be Cautious The potential costs of extensive cooperation between the U.S. and Chinese space programs far outweigh the likely benefits. Steps that can safely be taken to build toward future collaboration must be cautious and contingent.
China Link Wall

India perceives strong US-China relations adversely.

Zhang Guihong-- Deputy Director and Associate Professor at the Institute of International Studies of Zhejiang University, and a Doctoral candidate at the Center for American Studies of Fudan University, Visiting Fellow at the Henry L. Stimson Center, “U.S-India Security Relations Implications for China”, Faultlines, Vol. 14, 2001, http://www.satp.org/satporgtp/publication/faultlines/volume14/article2.htm

The America factor in Sino-India relationships: positive or passive? India, in the assessment of one Indian scholar, has always viewed close US-China relations with misgivings and feared that they might adversely affect her interests.37 Three factors dominate this evaluation: (1) During the 1971 India-Pakistan war, the US and China jointly supported Pakistan. The US had sent its Seventh Fleet into the Bay of Bengal to threaten India. (2) In India’s perception, the United States was guilty by omission of Ignoring China’s actions in actively building up Pakistan’s nuclear deterrence against India through the nineteen eighties, because both China and Pakistan were US allies in fighting the Soviet Union in Afghanistan. (3) Soon after India’s nuclear tests in 1998, the United States and China issued a Joint Communiqué to condemn these.38 In comparison to the up-and-down Sino-U.S. relationship framework, the US-India relationship has witnessed an upswing after the end of the Cold War. The perception that regards an ‘emerging China’ as a threat is beginning to dominate policy-making circles in both the US and India. This will be harmful for both Sino-US and Sino-India relations. For America, China and India are two major powers that can influence security affairs in the Asia-Pacific, especially in East Asia and South Asia. China and India are also populous, transitional and emerging big powers. Both China and India regards their relations with the US as their most important external relationship. The economic development of China and India needs America’s cooperation and support. At the same time, America needs the huge markets of the two big Asian countries. The United States could be a positive factor for Sino-India relationships – if it tries to promote regional stability in South Asia and help China and India’s economic modernization. It could, as well, cast itself in a negative role – when it plays the ‘India card’ in its dealings with China; or plays the ‘China card’ in developing its relations with India. Within China, in recent years, there has been a fundamental reassessment of South Asia and its importance in geo-politics, as well as of India and its role in regional affairs. The nature of Sino-Indian relationships should be "good neighbors in geo-politics, good friends in economic cooperation, and good partners in international affairs."39 Such a relationship must be established on the basis of their common sense and understanding of mutual interests. Through economic co-operation and regional stability, China, the US and India should and would be able to reach a ‘win-win-win’ situation. 

US favoring China angers New Delhi—security and economic interests.
Kronstadt et al, K. Alan Kronstadt, Coordinator Specialist in South Asian Affairs; Paul K. Kerr Analyst in Nonproliferation; Michael F. Martin Specialist in Asian Affairs; Bruce Vaughn Specialist in Asian Affairs, “US-India Relations”, Congressional Research Service, 10-27-10 http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33529.pdf
Despite such top-level assurances from the new U.S. Administration, during 2009 and into 2010, many in India became increasingly concerned that Washington was not focusing on the bilateral relationship with the same vigor as did the Bush Administration, which was viewed in India as having pursued both broader and stronger ties in an unprecedented manner. 4 Many concerns have arisen in New Delhi, among them that the Obama Administration was overly focused on U.S. relations with China in ways that would reduce India’s influence and visibility; that it was intent on deepening relations with India’s main rival, Pakistan, in ways that could be harmful to Indian security and perhaps lead to a more interventionist approach to the Kashmir problem; that a new U.S. emphasis on nonproliferation and arms control would lead to pressure on India join such multilateral initiatives as the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and the Fissile Material Cutoff Treaty; and that the Administration might pursue so-called protectionist economic policies that could adversely affect bilateral commerce in goods and services. 5
China Link Wall

New Delhi’s eyes are on US-China policy—it has the potential to weaken the US-India alliance

Lisa Curtis, Senior Research Fellow for South Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation, “U.S.-India Relations: The China Factor”, 11-25-2008, http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2008/11/us-india-relations-the-china-factor 
As the relationship between India and the U.S. develops, Washington will need to pay close attention to the dynamics of the India-China relation­ship and be smart about its approach: Even though Washington and New Delhi share similar concerns regarding China, Indian officials will balk at any U.S. overture that appears to use New Delhi to contain or directly counter Chinese influence. Tensions between the two Asian giants could increase, especially over their disputed borders and as they compete in each other's regional spheres of influence. But there are other, positive trends in Sino-Indian relations, such as improving economic ties, closer coordination on some common global political interests, and more frequent diplomatic exchanges. India and China have a long history and a complicated relationship. Any misstep by the U.S. that puts India in an awkward political situation has the potential to damage overall U.S. interests in the region and limit the prospects for the U.S.-India relationship. 

2NC International Cooperation Impact

Even if we are focused domestically now, India is key to the long term success of American international cooperation 

Tellis 5 (Ashley J., senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, specializing in international security, defense, and Asian strategic issues. 11-16, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=17693, JF) 
At one level, India is very important, but at another level it is less so. It is very important when Washington thinks about the world in coming years and when the president is thinking about what kind of environment he wants to leave the United States in after he exits office. From that perspective India is very important. And the president has said this publicly because he thinks of India as a key partner for the larger objectives that the United States seeks to achieve. India is now in this league, along with the European community, along with Asia’s principal alliance partners, Japan, and South Korea, along with probably America’s principal competitor, China. So he sees India as being very important. But at another level, India has in a sense dropped in salience, and that is because the president is so focused on fighting fires. He is focused on trying to resuscitate the American economy and India plays a very marginal role in that struggle. He is focused very much on trying to extricate the United States from the conflict in Afghanistan. India is important on this aspect but our policy has moved in a direction that does not make India critical. But the United States cannot afford to lose India because India could be an important part of the problem if not handled correctly. And so the challenge for the Obama administration is trying to figure out how to raise India’s salience in the challenges that it confronts in the here and now—namely on Afghanistan, Pakistan, and China—because everyone agrees that India becomes very important when you look ahead, and when you look at the larger challenges in the Asia Pacific.

2NC Ag and Education Impact

US India relations key to successful agriculture and education  

Amitage, Burns, and Fontaine 10 (CNAS: Center for a New American Security: CNAS is located in Washington, D.C., and was established in February 2007 by Co-founders Kurt M. Campbell and Michèle A. Flournoy. CNAS is a 501c3 tax-exempt nonprofit organization. Its research is nonpartisan; CNAS does not take specific policy positions. Accordingly, all views, positions, and conclusions expressed in this publication should be understood to be solely those of the authors,  Richard L. Armitage:  President, Armitage International, Co-Chair, R. Nicholas Burns: Professor of the Practice of Diplomacy and International Politics, Harvard University, Co-Chair and Richard Fontaine:  Senior Fellow, Center for a New American Security , October 2010, “Natural Allies, A Blueprint for the Future of U.S.-India Relations,” http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_Natural%20Allies_ArmitageBurnsFontaine.pdf, JF)
Agriculture and Education Cooperation. Dr. Norman Borlaug and other Americans were instrumental in launching India’s first Green Revolution, which transformed agricultural production in the 1960s. India’s Prime Minister, Manmohan Singh, has spoken of the importance of spurring a second Green Revolution in the subcontinent, and U.S.-India collaboration in this area should represent a major new bilateral initiative. Comprehensive reform of Indian agriculture will require research into methods for increasing yields and, in pursuit of this goal, the United States should explore ways in which American landgrant universities can increase their involvement. The potential to involve American universities goes beyond agriculture; the United States and India should seek ways of increasing cooperation in higher education. This could include the establishment of satellite campuses and other higher education collaborations in India as the country liberalizes its laws to permit foreign investment in Indian higher education.
AT: India Relations resilient (Economic Ties)

US-Indian relations remain a concern despite economic ties 

Schaffer 10 (Teresita Schaffer, Ambassador Teresita C. Schaffer is director of the South Asia Program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, “U.S.-India Initiative Series The United States and India 10 Years Out,” October 2010 http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_10YearsOut_Schaffer.pdf, JF)

India and the United States have transformed their relationship in the past 20 years. Looking ahead a decade or more, this trend is likely to continue. The two countries can expect strong economic ties and a lively security relationship, including increased defense trade and especially stronger cooperation in the Indian Ocean. Economic issues will remain important drivers of Indian foreign policy. Cooperation on the global scene will have ups and downs, but the two countries will gradually find more areas where they can work together. As India’s international trade encompasses more sophisticated and knowledge-based products, India will pursue economic interests that do not necessarily dovetail with those of the developing countries as a group. India-Pakistan relations are likely to remain brittle. India will continue to see China as its major strategic challenge. Over the next decade, India will become more comfortable with a higher international profile – but slowly, and with considerable nervousness about the risks involved in departing from its comfort zone focused on the nonaligned movement. The “wild cards” most likely to produce real discontinuities in U.S.-India ties relate to the domestic coherence and international behavior of Pakistan and China, to international conflict involving Iran and to changes in the global distribution of power over the next decade. In addition, externally driven changes in climate or technology could limit India’s economic growth and in the process make India a much more inwardoriented country. 

AT: India Doesn’t Care About China 

India develops its space program to match China

Sabathier and Faith 8 (Vincent G. Sabathier:  Mr. Sabathier has written more than 50 articles and reports and lectured at a variety of conferences and symposiums. He has also taught space transportation systems at the University Paul Sabatier in Toulouse. He received his degree from École Centrale de Nantes in France and performed research work at the Colorado School of Mines with a grant from Martin Marietta Astronautics. He later specialized in space systems at the École Nationale Supérieure de l’Aéronautique et de l’Espace, Toulouse, and holds an international management degree from ESSEC, Paris. He participated in the Executive Education Program in Strategic Issues in Mergers and Acquisitions at INSEAD, Fontainebleau, France. Ryan Faith, Jan 25, 2008, “India’s Space Program,” http://csis.org/publication/indias-space-program, JF)

The transformation of India’s space program is thought to be a sign of an Indian effort to either retain some measure of parity with China on the world stage or to make its own claim to great power status. This is reminiscent of the way that the growing scope and ambition of China’s space program is often seen as an attempt by China to visibly and symbolically establish itself as a peer of the United States and Russia. More recently, there has been increasing discussion of an Asian space race among China, India, and Japan to explore the lunar surface, especially with humans. The transformation of India’s space program to include lunar exploration has legitimized the idea of a race to the Moon, even while the notional competitors may try to downplay such suggestions.

AT: India Has A Weak Space Program

India has a strong and technologically advanced space program

Sabathier and Faith 8 (Vincent G. Sabathier:  Mr. Sabathier has written more than 50 articles and reports and lectured at a variety of conferences and symposiums. He has also taught space transportation systems at the University Paul Sabatier in Toulouse. He received his degree from École Centrale de Nantes in France and performed research work at the Colorado School of Mines with a grant from Martin Marietta Astronautics. He later specialized in space systems at the École Nationale Supérieure de l’Aéronautique et de l’Espace, Toulouse, and holds an international management degree from ESSEC, Paris. He participated in the Executive Education Program in Strategic Issues in Mergers and Acquisitions at INSEAD, Fontainebleau, France. Ryan Faith, Jan 25, 2008, “India’s Space Program,” http://csis.org/publication/indias-space-program, JF)

India has over 40 years of experience in space and has achieved a relatively robust and mature capability in space applications (telecommunications and remote sensing), ground operations, and launch systems. Historically, India has focused almost exclusively on applications. While the Indian interest in applications continues (with projects such as their own global positioning system), the Indian interest in exploration and human spaceflight is relatively new. In technological terms, the Indian space program is roughly comparable to China’s program, except in human spaceflight and exploration. And while India spends a bit more than Russia does on its space program, the percentage of gross domestic product (GDP) that India devotes to space is second only to the United States. With the development of new Indian launch vehicles, we can expect to see India enter as a new provider of low-cost launch services, rivaling current Russian and Chinese strengths in that market. The relative comfort associated with technology exchange in India, as compared to Russia or China, may give low-cost Indian launchers better access to U.S. customers.
Answers 
India’s space flight program is premature and won’t work 

Johnson-Freese 11(Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese is a professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College in Newport, R.I., and the author of "Heavenly Ambitions: The U.S. Quest to Dominate Space" (2009). The views expressed in this article are the author's alone and do not represent the official position of the Department of the Navy, the Department of Defense or the U.S. government, May 17 2011, “The U.S.-India Space Partnership: Who Gets What?,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8839/the-u-s-india-space-partnership-who-gets-what?page=3, JF) 

It may seem that an Indian human spaceflight program is premature, or even frivolous and irresponsible, in a country where clean drinking water is not universally available and where more than 25 percent of the population lives in abject poverty. But it is a rational policy choice if the government's aim is to attain largely statistical, if not real, parity with the "developed" world and to show that India is a major power not to be ignored.

India will ruin US partnership by testing ASAT’s

Johnson-Freese 11(Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese is a professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College in Newport, R.I., and the author of "Heavenly Ambitions: The U.S. Quest to Dominate Space" (2009). The views expressed in this article are the author's alone and do not represent the official position of the Department of the Navy, the Department of Defense or the U.S. government, May 17 2011, “The U.S.-India Space Partnership: Who Gets What?,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8839/the-u-s-india-space-partnership-who-gets-what?page=3, JF)

However, whether a close partnership between the U.S. and India will be put at risk if India overtly tests an ASAT or declares an ASAT capability is a relevant question that ought to be raised. Why would the Indians do something so potentially counterproductive, at a time when the country seems poised for increasingly rapid economic and technological development? First and foremost is something that might be called the "Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Syndrome." Indians are adamant that India will never sign the NPT, which it considers highly discriminatory. Like many developing nations, India has long seen the NPT as a Cold War artifact meant to cement the nuclear supremacy of Moscow and Washington. Further, they are also quite upset about being held accountable to a treaty that they never signed. As a result, New Delhi is adamant that it will never sign the NPT, because by doing so, it would confirm India's status as an inferior nuclear "have not," rather than an equal member of the rule-making circle of major nuclear powers. 

Relations resilient—and no single issue will break US-India ties.

Indian Express, The Indian Express Limited, “No single issue can decide Indo-US relation: Roemer”, 4-29-11, http://www.indianexpress.com/news/no-single-issue-can-decide-indous-relation/783485/
After both its fighters failed to make it to India's multi-billion dollar deal, the US on Friday said even though it is deeply disappointed, no single issue can decide the Indo-US relation. "We respect Indian procurement process but we are deeply disappointed... But I am forever an optimist and positive. No single issue can decide the Indo-US relation. Our partnership is resilient and global in nature. It will make us inextricable in coming decades," US Ambassador to India Timothy J Roemer said here. He was addressing a gathering of the US Chamber of Commerce to India. His statement comes a day after India announced the rejection of its two aircraft - Boeing's F-18 and Lockheed Martin's F-16, from multi billion dollar 126 Medium-Multi Role Combat Aircraft (M-MRCA) deal, in which European Eurofighter and French Rafale have been shortlisted for final selection.  The US Ambassador has resigned a day after India informed America about its decision to reject American fighters. Addressing the gathering Roemer said, "The US India partnership is on a trajectory that knows no limits. We are entering a golden age in our relations that will result in us creating economic opportunities for our citizens and ensuring safe and secure communities throughout the world." He further talked about the Indo-US partnership in areas of health, education, trade, energy and agriculture. Calling his two year-long stint in India as an "extraordinarily successful and rewarding" period, Roemer said, "Our two countries are collaborating and partnering in almost every field of human endeavour."
Answers

India will inevitably develop space technology and the United States policy’s won’t effect it – they won’t sign onto any space treaties 

Johnson-Freese 11(Dr. Joan Johnson-Freese is a professor of national security affairs at the Naval War College in Newport, R.I., and the author of "Heavenly Ambitions: The U.S. Quest to Dominate Space" (2009). The views expressed in this article are the author's alone and do not represent the official position of the Department of the Navy, the Department of Defense or the U.S. government, May 17 2011, “The U.S.-India Space Partnership: Who Gets What?,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8839/the-u-s-india-space-partnership-who-gets-what?page=3, JF) 

In the end, then, what does the U.S. hope to get out of this "full embrace" of India, at least regarding space? As an emerging space power, India's use of space might negatively affect that of the United States, so it is in our self-interest to ensure that New Delhi chooses a path that will sustain space as a usable environment. If, however, the United States assumes or hopes that a space partnership with India will influence or pressure Chinese space ambitions in any way, that seems unlikely to happen. If the partnership is intended to influence Indian security or space policy, or Indian attitudes toward the United States, that seems unlikely as well. Space is part of India's larger plans for development and is seen as a security hedge mainly against Pakistan; the longstanding strategic rivalry between India and China often cited in the United States at this point largely seems to have been refocused by both countries on economic competition and development. India is adamant that it will not support any future treaties or mechanisms it sees as prejudicial. Given the political difficulties surrounding the U.S. and Russian ratifications of the New START Treaty, it seems unlikely that the United States will be inclined to sign any major treaties in the future. Indeed, treaties in general may soon fade as a remnant of a bygone era in arms control history. 

Answers

US-China space coop won’t benefit the US—technology is too unbalanced and China won’t reciprocate over anything.

Dean Cheng, research fellow, Asian Studies Center, bachelor's degree in politics from Princeton University, studied for a doctorate at MIT. “ U.S.-China Space Cooperation: More Costs Than Benefits”, The Heritage Foundation, 10/30/09，http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2009/10/us-china-space-cooperation-more-costs-than-benefits
With the delivery of the full report from the U.S. Human Space Flight Review Committee (commonly referred to as the Augustine Report), the potential for a substantial, multi-year gap in U.S. manned spaceflight capability has drawn increased attention. In light of this problem, the idea has been raised in some quarters, including in the report, that the United States should expand its cooperation with the People's Republic of China (PRC) and leverage Chinese space capabilities. Such cooperation has far more potential cost than benefit. Very Real Problems The idea of relying on Chinese cooperation glosses over very real problems. At a minimum, it is an open question whether the PRC is capable of providing substantial support to the International Space Station (ISS) in the timeframes discussed by the report. It is important to recall that the PRC has had only three manned missions and has never undertaken a manned docking maneuver. Would the U.S. and its partners be comfortable inviting a neophyte Chinese crew to dock with the ISS? Beyond the technical issues, however, there are more fundamental political concerns that must be addressed. The U.S. military depends on space as a strategic high ground. Space technology is also dual-use in nature: Almost any technology or information that is exchanged in a cooperative venture is likely to have military utility. Sharing such information with China, therefore, would undercut American tactical and technological military advantages. Moreover, Beijing is likely to extract a price in exchange for such cooperation. The Chinese leadership has placed a consistent emphasis on developing its space capabilities indigenously. Not only does this ensure that China's space capabilities are not held hostage to foreign pressure, but it also fosters domestic economic development -- thereby promoting innovation within China's scientific and technological communities -- and underscores the political legitimacy of the Chinese Communist Party. Consequently, the PRC will require that any cooperation with the U.S. provides it with substantial benefits that would balance opportunity costs in these areas. What's the Point? So what would be the purpose of cooperation from the Chinese perspective? To sustain the ISS? China is hardly likely to be interested in joining the ISS just in time to turn out the lights. There is also the question of whether the other partners in the international station, such as Russia and Japan, are necessarily interested in including China, especially now that the most expensive work has already been completed. There is also the issue of transparency. While it seems logical that the principal partners for cooperation would be the Chinese and American civil space agencies, the reality is that the China National Space Agency is, in fact, nested within the Chinese military-industrial complex rather than being a stand-alone agency. Indeed, China's space program is overwhelmingly military in nature. And nowhere more so than in the manned space program, the "commanders" or "directors" of which include the head of the General Armaments Department, one of the four general departments responsible for day-to-day management of the entire People's Liberation Army (PLA). The challenges presented by the Chinese space program's strong ties to the PLA are exacerbated by the generally opaque nature of China's space program on issues ranging from who the top decision-makers are to the size of their budget. Any effort at cooperation is likely to be stymied so long as the PRC views transparency as a one-way affair. Reciprocity Lacking According to the discussions between Presidents Bush and Hu Jintao, NASA Administrator Michael Griffin's groundbreaking visit to China in 2006 (the first by a NASA administrator to the PRC) was supposed to be matched by a visit to the U.S. by the head of China's Second Artillery. Yet the PRC has never agreed to that visit, despite Hu's commitment and repeated invitations from the U.S. If reciprocity in terms of basic leadership visits cannot be obtained, it is even more problematic how either side would achieve reciprocity in other areas. There is a general disparity in technology between the U.S. and the PRC. Under such circumstances, reciprocity would likely benefit the Chinese side far more than the U.S. side. And if the U.S. holds back, it only undermines the case for cooperation. Yet well-founded reticence on the part of the U.S. to share information could also jeopardize the missions and safety of the crews. These are the high costs of cooperation with the Chinese on manned space flight. Covering funding shortfalls seems to be the only tangible motivation for the U.S., and even that prospect is not promising. If U.S. decision-makers conclude that a manned-space capacity is important to American interests, they should find a way to properly fund it -- and not rely on the one country in the world likely to emerge as a peer competitor for global influence. By contrast, reaching out to the Chinese from a position of strength and independence in the cause of a broader diplomacy and development of space is appropriate. But even then, such engagement must be strongly conditioned to demand transparency, limit expectations, and involve America's allies and partners.
Answers

The US won’t let the US-India-China relations triangle become zero-sum, nor would India or China break off ties with the U.S. or each other.
Robert D Hormats, “US learning to balance Ind, China in 21st century”, The Economic Times, 2/18/11, http://articles.economictimes.indiatimes.com/2011-02-18/news/28615720_1_india-and-china-global-economy-countries

WASHINGTON: With the new century set to be dominated by India and China, the US believes it is imperative for it to strike the right balance in its relations with the two Asian giants. "How to manage this triangular relationship in a cooperative and not a competitive way is going to be very important," said Robert D Hormats, Under Secretary of State for Economic, Energy and Agricultural Affairs. He made the comments while participating in a discussion on 'Unlocking the full potential of US-India relationship' at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), a Washington-based think-tank.   He said the US wants the two countries to play a growing role in helping to make the global economy work better, by making progress on global trade negotiations and devising ways in which the rules of the system can be adhered to by big emerging economies. "That, I think at least on the economic side, is a very high priority for us," he said. Hormats also stressed on the importance of working with both India and China, the increasingly important players in the global economy, on global security issues and on a wide range of other issues that are important to the United States. "Therefore, we do not want to make it a situation where there's a zero-sum game where we try to play one country off against another, first of all, because it's not in our interest to do it, and second, because they don't want to be played off against one another themselves," Hormats said. The key element for both countries, he said, is economic development and creating large numbers of jobs. The demographics of China and India are different, but China has sort of an aging population, India has a much younger population. "Both of them are focused very dramatically on creating jobs. They are developing countries. Large numbers of people in both countries are living close to, in some cases under, the poverty line. "So the last thing they really want is friction between themselves or instability in the global economy. So they need to work together," he asserted. Hormats said the trade is really booming rather dramatically between these two countries. "So they both want good relations, certainly good political relations and stable security relations with the United States. They also like the notion that over a period of time, the United States plays a proactive role in their economies as investors and as trading partners," he said.
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