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Space leadership U – no challengers

Space Leadership will be high for the next 50 years – we still have the private sector

Xinhua, 7/2, “U.S. will keep leadership in space exploration for half century: NASA head”, http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90777/90852/7427407.html 

Although next week's final space shuttle launch means the end of the 30-year-old Space Shuttle Program, the United States will continue to lead in space exploration for at least half a century, NASA Administrator Charles Bolden said Friday.  "Some say that our final shuttle mission will mark the end of America's 50 years of dominance in human spaceflight," Bolden said in a speech at the National Press Club. "As a former astronaut and the current NASA administrator, I'm here to tell you that American leadership in space will continue for at least the next half- century because we have laid the foundation for success -- and failure is not an option."  "We are not ending human space flight, we are recommitting ourselves to it and taking the necessary -- and difficult -- steps today to ensure America's preeminence in human spaceflight for years to come," he said. "Our destinations for humans beyond Earth remain ambitious. They include: the moon, asteroids, and Mars. The debate is not if we will explore, but how we'll do it."  However, next week's swan song for the shuttle program -- Atlantis takes off on the last shuttle mission July 8 -- does mark the end of an era, Bolden said.  NASA's shuttle program is ending due to high operating costs. The Obama administration wants to spur private companies to get into the space taxi business, freeing NASA to focus on deep space exploration and new technology development.  When the U.S. space shuttle program officially ends later this year, the Russian space program's Soyuz capsule will be the only method for transporting astronauts to and from the station.  "We have to get out of the business of owning and operating low- Earth orbit transportation systems and hand that off to the private sector, with sufficient oversight to ensure the safety of our astronauts. American companies and their spacecraft should send our astronauts to the ISS (International Space Station), rather than continuing to outsource this work to foreign governments," Bolden said.  Within a year, Bolden said, private companies can take over the process of sending cargo shipments into orbit. By 2015, he said industry can take over astronaut transport, freeing NASA to focus on the long-term goals of reaching beyond Earth's shadow. 
US space leadership is strong and resilient
Xing 11 (Li, Assistant of Editor-in-Chief, Chief Editor of U.S. Edition, Senior Editor, China Daily, “US will maintain leadership in space exploration: NASA chief,” China Daily, 7/2/11, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2011-07/02/content_12821051.htm)

WASHINGTON – The Atlantis mission that will be launched by NASA on July 8 will not be an end to the space age, as some media suggest. Charles Bolden Jr., NASA's administrator, speaks at the National Press Club in Washington on Friday. Although it is the final mission of the space shuttle, it will open up "the next chapter" in the United States' space exploration, Charles Bolden Jr., NASA's administrator, said at the National Press Club in Washington on Friday.  "As a former astronaut and the current NASA Administrator, I'm here to tell you that American leadership in space will continue for at least the next half-century because we have laid the foundation for success – and for NASA failure is not an option," he said.  As NASA turns on a new page, it will "focus on deep space exploration", he said.  NASA will develop "a deep space crew vehicle and an evolvable heavy-lift rocket," he said. The Moon, asteroids and Mars will be the next destinations. 

Space leadership U – no challengers

Multiple recent accomplishments cemented US space leadership

Friedman 11 (Lou Friedman recently stepped down after 30 years as Executive Director of The Planetary Society. He continues as Director of the Society's LightSail Program and remains involved in space programs and policy. Before co-founding the Society with Carl Sagan and Bruce Murray, Lou was a Navigation and Mission Analysis Engineer and Manager of Advanced Projects at JPL, “American Leadership,” The Space Review, 2/14/11, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1778/1)
It is true that American leadership can be used as a nationalistic call to advance American interests at the expense of non-American interests. But more often it may be used as an international call for promoting mutual interests and cooperation. That is certainly true in space, as demonstrated by the International Space Station, Cassini-Huygens, the James Webb Space Telescope, the Europa Jupiter System Mission, Mars 2016/2018 and Earth observing satellites.  These are great existing and proposed missions, which engage much of the world and advance the interests of the US and other nations, inspire the public, and promote cooperation among technical and scientific communities worldwide. Yet space exploration and development are often overlooked in foreign relations and geopolitical strategies.  Sometimes, the connection between space exploration and foreign relations has even been belittled in the space community. I refer to the NASA administrator’s foray into the Middle East last year, promoting science, math, and technology as a way to reach out to Muslim nations. It is true that he used some unfortunate wording, such as “foremost purpose,” but it was great that the administration wanted the space program to be part of its overarching international efforts to engaging the Muslim community in peaceful pursuits.  Apollo and the International Space Station were both accomplishments motivated more by international and geopolitical interests than they were by space enthusiasm. It’s my view that space ventures should be used to advance American engagement in the world. (For example, with China on the space station and Russia in Mars Sample Return.)  The US can’t do everything alone. Climate monitoring, Earth observation, space weather prediction, and ultimately asteroid deflection are huge and vital global undertakings that require international participation. American leadership in space is much more desired that resented—except when it gets used unilaterally, as in the past Administration’s call for “dominance in cislunar space.” Asian countries (China, Japan, India) are especially interested in lunar landings; Western countries, including the US, much less so. However, cooperating with Asian countries in lunar science and utilization would be both a sign of American leadership and of practical benefit to US national interests. Apollo 11 astronaut Buzz Aldrin has been a leader advocating such cooperation. At the same time American leadership can be extended by leading spacefaring nations into the solar system with robotic and human expeditions to other worlds.  

Space leadership U – A2: shuttle

US space dominance will be maintained despite the end of the shuttle program

Reuters 11 (Thomson Reuters, “Shuttles' end stirs doubts about U.S. space program,” 7/6/11, http://hken.ibtimes.com/articles/174847/20110706/shuttles-end-stirs-doubts-about-u-s-space-program.htm)

As the clock ticks down to this week's final space shuttle launch, there is a mounting sense of uncertainty about future U.S. dominance in space.  If all goes according to plan, Friday morning's launch of shuttle Atlantis on a 12-day mission to the International Space Station will mark the end of an era in the U.S. manned spaceflight program.  But veteran former astronauts say the space program is in "disarray" and fear the end of the shuttles could mean a permanent decline in U.S. space leadership as well.  Even one senior NASA official voiced pointed criticism recently about what he described as "poor policy" and the lack of any coherent leadership from Washington.  The White House and NASA's leaders have insisted, however, that America still has a bright future in space.  NASA is just retooling, officials have said, while adding that the U.S. space agency now plans to use some of the shuttle's budget to develop spaceships that can travel beyond the space station's 220-mile-high orbit, where the shuttles cannot go.  "When I hear people say or listen to media reports that the final shuttle flight marks the end of U.S. human space flight, I have to say ... these folks must be living on another planet," NASA administrator Charlie Bolden said last week at a National Press Club luncheon.  Scraping the shuttle also enables NASA to maintain the space station through at least 2020 -- five years beyond original budget projections, officials say. 
Space leadership U – private sector solves

Letting the private sector take over travel to LEO allows US space leadership to continue in the squo

Xinhua 11 (Xinhua News Service, “U.S. will keep leadership in space exploration for half century: NASA head,” 7/1/11, http://www2.chinadaily.com.cn/xinhua/2011-07-02/content_3071963.html)

Although next week's final space shuttle launch means the end of the 30-year-old Space Shuttle Program, the United States will continue to lead in space exploration for at least half an century, NASA Administrator Charles Bolden said Friday. "Some say that our final shuttle mission will mark the end of America's 50 years of dominance in human spaceflight," Bolden said in a speech at the National Press Club. "As a former astronaut and the current NASA administrator, I'm here to tell you that American leadership in space will continue for at least the next half- century because we have laid the foundation for success -- and failure is not an option."  "We are not ending human space flight, we are recommitting ourselves to it and taking the necessary -- and difficult -- steps today to ensure America's preeminence in human spaceflight for years to come," he said. "Our destinations for humans beyond Earth remain ambitious. They include: the moon, asteroids, and Mars. The debate is not if we will explore, but how we'll do it."  However, next week's swan song for the shuttle program -- Atlantis takes off on the last shuttle mission July 8 -- does mark the end of an era, Bolden said.  NASA's shuttle program is ending due to high operating costs. The Obama administration wants to spur private companies to get into the space taxi business, freeing NASA to focus on deep space exploration and new technology development.  When the U.S. space shuttle program officially ends later this year, the Russian space program's Soyuz capsule will be the only method for transporting astronauts to and from the station.  "We have to get out of the business of owning and operating low- Earth orbit transportation systems and hand that off to the private sector, with sufficient oversight to ensure the safety of our astronauts. American companies and their spacecraft should send our astronauts to the ISS (International Space Station), rather than continuing to outsource this work to foreign governments," Bolden said.  Within a year, Bolden said, private companies can take over the process of sending cargo shipments into orbit. By 2015, he said industry can take over astronaut transport, freeing NASA to focus on the long-term goals of reaching beyond Earth's shadow. 

Cancelling Constellation lets us maintain ambitious leadership

Matson 10 (John, writes about space, physics and mathematics for SCIENTIFIC AMERICAN and coordinates its coverage of those subject areas. Much of his writing has focused on the search for extrasolar planets and the exploration of the solar system, through both the robotic projects already underway and the human missions planned for the future, “Phased Out: Obama's NASA Budget Would Cancel Constellation Moon Program, Privatize Manned Launches,” Scientific American, 2/1/10, http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=nasa-budget-constellation-cancel)

President Obama delivered his budget request for fiscal year 2011 to Congress on Monday, proposing sweeping changes to NASA's spaceflight program while increasing the agency's overall budget. As had been rumored for days, Obama's blueprint for NASA would cancel the Constellation program, the family of rockets and hardware now in development to replace the aging space shuttle, and would call instead on commercial vendors to fly astronauts to orbit.  Since 2005 the U.S. has spent roughly $9 billion developing the Constellation program's Ares rockets and Orion crew capsule, which were originally supposed to return astronauts to the moon by 2020. Constellation took shape in the wake of the 2003 Columbia disaster as a safer, longer-range successor to the space shuttle, which is slated for retirement this year. But Constellation's costs have ballooned and its timeline has slipped; an independent panel convened by the Obama administration and chaired by former aerospace executive Norman Augustine estimated last year that the Ares rocket system would not be ready for manned missions before 2017, with a lunar return sometime in the mid-2020s, even under the most favorable circumstances.  By scrapping the troubled program—along with its focus on a moon landing—and leaning on the private sector, the agency thinks it will actually accelerate efforts to loft astronauts beyond low Earth orbit, the farthest reach of the shuttle. NASA Deputy Administrator Lori Garver declined to specify a preliminary target for exploration in a teleconference Monday afternoon but mentioned near-Earth asteroids as a potential stepping-stone on the path to ultimately exploring Mars and its moons. She also pointed out that, although the agency will relax its focus on the moon, lunar exploration remains on the table. "We're certainly not canceling our ambitions to explore space," Garver said. "We're canceling Constellation."  Garver tried to put the new approach in context, calling Constellation's stated goal of a moon landing in 2020 "wishful thinking." By stepping back from that unrealistic timeline, she said, the U.S. would be free to undertake more ambitious exploration. "We had lost the moon," Garver said, "and what this program does is give us back the solar system."

Space leadership U – private sector solves

Obama’s new space policy allows sustainable space primacy – former astronauts and NASA administrator confirm

Matson 10 (John, writes about space, physics and mathematics for SCIENTIFIC AMERICAN and coordinates its coverage of those subject areas. Much of his writing has focused on the search for extrasolar planets and the exploration of the solar system, through both the robotic projects already underway and the human missions planned for the future, “Phased Out: Obama's NASA Budget Would Cancel Constellation Moon Program, Privatize Manned Launches,” Scientific American, 2/1/10, http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=nasa-budget-constellation-cancel)

In Monday's teleconference, NASA Administrator Charles Bolden expressed support for the budget request, saying that he was "excited" to present the president's proposal, which would add $6 billion to NASA's total outlay over the next five years. Bolden said that he and Obama agreed that Constellation was in an untenable position. "The truth is, we were not on a sustainable path to get back to the moon's surface," Bolden said. He applauded the decision to delegate the development of launch capabilities to commercial providers while, he said, "NASA firmly focuses its gaze on the cosmic horizons beyond Earth."  In addition to spurring the development of commercial rockets, Obama's budget is designed to extend the life of the International Space Station, still under construction, to at least 2020. It would also fund a replacement for the Orbiting Carbon Observatory, the CO2-tracking satellite that failed to reach orbit in a February launch.  Sally Ride, the first U.S. woman in space and a member of the Augustine commission, which cast Constellation's future in a fairly unflattering light, called Obama's budget request "a significant vote of confidence for NASA." The proposal, Ride said, "puts NASA on a sustainable path toward the future." Bolden, also a former astronaut, vowed that tapping private spaceflight companies for manned launches would not diminish NASA's commitment to safety. He seemed to become choked up as he spoke of losing friends in both the Challenger and Columbia accidents, the latter of which occurred exactly seven years to the day before Monday's budget announcement. "No one cares more about safety than I," Bolden said. "I give you my word that these vehicles will be safe."

No challengers – Obama rules

Obama is reinforcing US hegemony now – no chance of decline

Gerson 11 (Dr. Joseph Gerson is Director of Programs and Director of the Peace and Economic Security Program of the American Friends Service Committee in New England. He is also AFSC’s national Disarmament Coordinator, “The Obama Administration’s Campaign to Reinforce U.S. Asia-Pacific Hegemony in Response to China’s Rise,” 6/20/11, http://www.justicewithpeace.org/node/2816)

Two years ago, AFSC hosted a high level delegation from the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament just months after President Obama’s inauguration. In meetings with U.S. officials, we repeatedly heard that the U.S.-China relationship is the most important bi-lateral relationship in the world. In fact, it is widely understood by both Washington and Beijing that the relationship’s essence is competitive interdependence. And, when it comes to military and strategic competition, each side is preparing for the worst. For the U.S., the worst means serious challenges to its hegemony on the eastern periphery of Eurasia, and thus to its global dominance.  President Obama recognizes that there are limits to U.S. military power and he therefore turned away from Bush’s unilateralism and back toward Washington’s 20th century style of imperialism: preserving and expanding its dominant role through a hierarchy of multilateral alliances, coalition building, and international organizations. Obama and company are committed to honoring Brzezinski’s geopolitical imperatives. They are reinforcing Washington’s reach and influence across Eurasia by pressing the military build up across the Asia-Pacific, deepening its alliances from Japan to India, by creating NATO’s new “strategic concept” which we see at work in Libya, and by working to bring a new generation of what Brzezinski described as “vassal” governments to power on Eurasia’s southern flanks (Central Asia, the Middle East and North Africa.) 
Hegemony U

American Hegemony will be persevere throughout the foreseeable future. 

(Carla Norrlof, Associate Professor in the Department of Political Science at the University of Toronto, 2010, America’s Global Advantage: US Hegemony and International Cooperation. )
First, as we have seen, America’s key currency status produces disproportionate commercial gains by creating long-term pressures for import growth and trade deficits. Trade benefits accrue to American consumers, producers, and the American government as a result of the United States being the dominant monetary power, i.e. the supplier of the key currency for international trade, financial transactions, and reserves. 

Second, America’s commercial power provides American financial hegemony with policy flexibility. Actors and agents in the international economic system have a myriad of incentives-the general demand for safe and liquid assets, weak domestic capital markets, reimbursement of dollar-denominated debt, and the fear of a ricochet effect following large-scale dollar sales-to hold assets in the United States. Another very important motivation to accumulate dollar assets is heavy reliance on American product markets. This gives the United States the power to defer adjustment and absorb real resources. Moreover, foreign dependence on American capital and product markets allows the Unites States to shoulder as little of the cost as possible when the time for adjustment comes. 

Third, and finally, America’s military preponderance facilitates commercial expansion, and also secures and raises the appeal of American asset markets, thus boosting American buying power. The US government has supported American foreign direct investment and, consequently, the outward extension of American firms. This has been done by using military might to defend property rights abroad and by using military might to defend property rights abroad and by using government clout to advocate on behalf of American firms, exerting pressure on foreign governments to guarantee the safety of American plants and personnel. In various ways, government endorsement has encouraged risky high-yield foreign direct investment that would have prohibitively costly without a political safety net. Military preponderance facilitates commercial expansion and makes American capital markets more attractive by reinforcing the perception of the United States as a safe investment venue. 
America will remain to be a great power, due to reliance all other countries seem to have on it. 

(Carla Norrlof, Associate Professor in the Department of Political Science at the University of Toronto, 2010, America’s Global Advantage: US Hegemony and International Cooperation. )
Transforming the current power structure is not only about America’s relative weakening, but also about other states’ incentives and capacities to organize. Currently, they are too dependent on America. They cannot project power because they do not have the autonomy to define and pursue their interests. Both East Asia and Europe rely on America economically and militarily, Europe less so economically than in the past. But, as we have seen, economic and security functions intersect. This makes it virtually impossible to reach the top, without assuring self-sufficiency in both domains. Of course, in our globalized world, no actor can turn its back on all others in the system. Everyone is interdependent to some extent. Recognizing shared dependence is important for all actors but, for any single actor with the ambition to rule the world, paying attention to the differential vulnerabilities that comes with relative dependence is imperative. If other Great Powers become serious about closing the American era, they will not be able to continue to depend on the American system for their economic well-being and basic security. Those longing for another world order may be disappointed with them for lacking the political will to stand on their own feet. However, a crisp lesson form this exploration of that determinants and consequences of American power may very well be that, while breaking away from an inequitable system which is not, is harder. The substitution of American leadership is slowed down by the way American power is exercised. Not quite benevolent, the current world order, for the most part, is mutually beneficial. Everyone benefits from cooperation are asymmetrically distributed at the crest. This leads me to predict that the rapid decline is not on its way. America will bounce back, preserving its unique position in the international system for the foreseeable future. 

No challengers – China not a threat

China not seeking hegemony. 

(The China Daily, January 16, 2011)
BEIJING - China will never seek hegemony, regardless of its growing power, Vice Foreign Minister Cui Tiankai reiterated the official stance Friday.  Cui made the remarks at the second Lanting (Blue Hall) Forum in response to a question on whether China will gradually ignore its former leader Deng Xiaoping' teaching of "maintaining a low profile".  Cui said that although China's state power had greatly strengthened over the past 30 years after the reform and opening up, China would not change its foreign policy or its development goals, "as it's not in accordance with China's long term interests." Cui also said it was true that China has made notable progress over the past few years, but it was also true that China still lagged far behind the United States.  The Lanting Forum, initiated by China's Ministry of Foreign Affairs, is a platform for communication and exchanges between officials, the business community, academia, media and the public.  The forum aims to create a channel to facilitate discussions on foreign policies and issues of common interests.  The theme of the second Lanting Forum is "China-US Relations in the New Era".

China will never seek hegemony in the future. 

(Malaysian National News Agency (Bernama), April 26, 2011), http://www.bernama.com/bernama/v5/newsgeneral.php?id=581905
Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao stressed that China would never seek hegemony in future when it becomes a developed country.   He said China adhered to the independent foreign policy of peace, and to the policy of building good relationship and partnership with neighboring countries.   "This is our policies when we are not a developed country yet, and even when China becomes a developed country one day. China will never seek hegemony," said Wen in an hour-long interview with five Malaysian and Indonesian media.   Prior to his official visit to Malaysia and Indonesia, Wen gave a special interview to Bernama and The Star and three Indonesian media at Ziguangge，Zhongnanhai where the Chinese leaders meet with foreign guests.   Wen said China was a responsible country and would not pose a threat to any country; in contrast, China contributed to the world and neighboring countries.   "China's development itself is a major contribution to human progress and the prosperity of the world. China's development also represents opportunities its neighbors, including Asian countries.   "China is a big country that continues to play its role in promoting world peace, security and stability."   However, Wen said China still had a long way to achieve its development goals.   "As a developing country, and with over 30 years of reform and opening up, we have achieved much progress in our economic and social development.   "However, China is a big country with a large population and a weak economic foundation.   That means we still have to work long and hard if we are to build a moderately prosperous society in all aspects and achieve the goal of modernization."   Wen believed that China would enhance long-term cooperation with Asean as long as it ensured the stability of the external and domestic environment.   "We are of the view that for such a large developing country like China, it must have a peaceful external environment and stable domestic environment so that it will be able to sustain the momentum of development and progress."   Wen also pledged China would assume its responsibility as a big country for regional security and stability, especially in anti-terrorism and maritime security.   He said China would enhance cooperation with other countries to protect the maritime security in the South China Sea and Straits of Malacca.
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