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***AT:  Alliance Advantage***

AT:  Solvency 
(  )  Plan isn’t key – tensions are structural, makes alliance transformation inevitable

Tobias Harris, PhD candidate in political science at MIT and Japanese politics specialist, 11-15-2009, “US-Japan alliance: Time for the US to accept new realities,” East Asia Forum, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/11/15/us-japan-alliance-time-for-the-us-to-accept-new-realities/

The current tension — if tension is the right word for it — is the product of structural change in two areas, neither of which works in favor of the US.  First, that the DPJ is in power is alone an indicator of profound changes occurring within Japan. For all the speculation by analysts about whether the public favors this proposal or that proposal in the DPJ’s manifesto and about whether the public actually expects the Hatoyama government to be able to deliver, the DPJ’s victory spelled the end of the old system of government. While the new system is still coalescing, I think it is already safe to say that there will be no going back to the old regime of cozy ties among LDP backbenchers and bureaucrats. The old system meant that the alliance rested in the hands of a small number of LDP alliance managers and MOFA and more recently JDA/MOD officials. As analysts like the Washington Post’s Jim Hoagland, who rushed to the defense of Japan’s bureaucrats after the August election, realized, the US benefited greatly from this system. Alliance cooperation was predictable, even if the US government would have preferred that Japan contribute more.  This system, however, made it difficult for the Japanese government to secure the approval of the Japanese people when it came to things like sweeping changes in the configuration of US forces in Japan. Indeed, after the fiasco of the 1960 treaty revision, the Japanese people and their representatives were rarely consulted when it came to alliance cooperation with the US. And the US government had little reason to object to this — indeed, while the Obama administration may have forgotten or may not appreciate the role the US played in propping up the LDP and its 1955 system, the DPJ and the Japanese public has not.  The old system was also poorly configured for introducing sweeping changes into the nature of the alliance. The alliance managers on both sides certainly tried after 1996, when they thought they could turn the alliance into a global security partnership without having to consult with the Japanese people about whether they wanted their Self-Defense forces participating in US-led wars far from Japanese shores. When the people were finally consulted, it turns out that they had no interest in the ‘Japan as the Britain of Asia’ model. The public had no interest in a robust military bolstered by bigger defense budgets, or in constitution revision, which some officials on both sides thought would be the inevitable product of greater US-Japan defense cooperation. It turns out that if given a choice between maintaining the constitution and cooperating with the US abroad, the Japanese people would prefer the former. The DPJ’s victory, while not directly a result of foreign policy, was a product of public dissatisfaction of the LDP’s government behind closed doors in which the Japanese people were consulted as an afterthought — including and especially on the alliance.  With the option of a more robust global security partnership foreclosed, the discussion is now turning to what the alliance should be instead, a discussion that is long overdue and might have happened sooner if the two governments had been more honest with each other. What Cooper sees as the signs of tension stemming from the DPJ’s coming to power I see as the first stirrings of an honest dialogue between the two governments. Okinawa is just one manifestation of this process. The US was the beneficiary of an arrangement by which the LDP made its life easier politically by foisting the bulk of US forces in Japan to distant Okinawa. It is now paying the price, as the DPJ tries to get the best deal possible for the people of Okinawa.  Of course, that the DPJ wants to reconsider the alliance with the US is shaped by another structural change, the transformation of East Asia. To a certain extent the 1996 vision of the alliance was undone precisely because the two governments were unable to decide what role the alliance could and should play in a region in which growing Chinese influence (and interdependence) was an inescapable fact. The answer provided by the Bush administration and the Koizumi and Abe governments was ’shared values’ and cooperation among democracies, an approach that did not survive the Abe government. And values diplomacy notwithstanding, even Abe Shinzo recognized that jabbing the Yasukuni stick in China’s eye was a poor substitute for a China policy. Arguably Japan was already shifting in the direction of an Asia-centered foreign policy after Koizumi, but — with the notable exception of Fukuda Yasuo — its prime ministers were less explicit about the changes underfoot. They dutifully recited the mantras while reorienting Japan away from a security-centered US-Japan alliance. As I’ve argued previously, what’s changed with the Hatoyama government is that it has for the most part discarded with the alliance boilerplate and is actually trying to articulate what Japanese foreign policy should look like in an age characterized by a rising China, a still strong but struggling US, and a region populated with countries facing the same dilemma as Japan.

AT:  Solvency
(  )  Plan can’t solve relations – Hatoyama guarantees decline of cooperation 

Masami Ito, staff writer, 5-7-2010, “Failure to keep pledge on moving Futenma airfield threatens to undo leader,” The Japan Times, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100507a5.html

Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has opened a Pandora's box over the relocation of U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma.  Not only has Hatoyama lost the trust of the U.S. government, but he also must face the ire of tens of thousands of Okinawans disappointed over his failure to keep his promise to move the base outside the prefecture.  Critics contend it is now almost impossible to find a solution by the end of May that would satisfy both the Okinawan people and Washington. They also say the current unstable situation is endangering Japan's security.  Yoshimitsu Nishikawa, a professor of international relations at Toyo University, said current Japan-U.S. relations are "at their worst."  "As long as the Hatoyama administration exists, I don't think (relations with the U.S.) will move forward," Nishikawa said. "The longer Hatoyama stays in power, the more hollow the Japan-U.S. security alliance will become and China will increase its intimidation activities."

AT:  Okinawa Key
(  )  Okinawa not key to the alliance – expert agrees

Kosuke Takahashi, staff writer, 11-14-2009, “Japan: A new battle over Okinawa,” Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/KK14Dh01.html

"Much of the punditry in the media would have us believe that Japan and the US were on the verge of a breakup over where to relocate 60 marine helicopters," Patrick Cronin, a senior adviser and director of the Asia-Pacific Security Program at the Center for a New American Security in Washington, told Asia Times Online in an e-mail interview. "Yet durable alliances are based on common interests, not simply disagreements over means."

(  )  Okinawa controversy won’t undermine alliance

Xinhua, 12-18-2009, “Futenma issue unlikely to hurt U.S. Japan Alliance,” http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2009-12/18/content_12667350.htm

TOKYO, Dec. 18 (Xinhua) -- Current tensions between the United States and Japan based on Tokyo's decision to reconsider a Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) have been exacerbated by diplomatic failings on both sides, but are not likely to cause lasting damage to the alliance, analysts told Xinhua on Friday.      Sarah McDowall, an analyst with IHS Global Insight, said she does not believe the tensions surrounding the SOFA agreement will lead to lasting damage. "I don's think that it will threaten the underlying strength of the alliance which remains the cornerstone of American foreign policy in the region and which provides the backbone of Japan's security," she said, adding opinion polls in Japan indicate that public support for the relationship continues to be high.      The issue has, however, proved a learning curve for both sides. "It has been a real test of alliance management skills, and I don't think either side has covered itself in glory," said Jeff Kingston, a professor at Temple University in Tokyo.      Since coming to power in September, the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has pushed to see negotiations restarted on a SOFA agreement signed by the former governing Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) and U.S. administration of President George W. Bush in 2006.Under that agreement, 8,000 U.S. troops will be relocated from Okinawa Prefecture to Guam, and a base in the urban center of Futenma will be moved to a more rural area.      Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has said he would like to see the U.S. and Japan have a more equal relationship, and views reassessing the SOFA agreement as one means of achieving this.      "The low point was Defense Secretary Robert Gates arriving in Japan and bellowing at the Japanese 'my way or the highway,' and demonstrating the exact point that Hatoyama has made, that the relationship is unequal," Kingston said.      In October, Gates visited Japan and said that if the current agreement was not maintained, then the United States may withdraw funding allocated for transferring U.S. troops to Guam.      Koichi Nakano, a professor of politics at Sophia University in Tokyo agrees with Kingston. "I don't think the issue has been handled well, the DPJ sent signals that were a little exaggerated and Washington reacted in an overexcited manner," he said. "The U.S. strategy ... has not helped the alliance."      Analysts said, however, that despite the diplomatic misgivings on both sides of the Pacific, the U.S.-Japan alliance was likely to be able to overcome its problems and be maintained.      "The diplomats and politicians are repairing the damage and the situation is not as bad as the media portrays it. The U.S. reaction to the non decision of the Hatoyama government was good, in terms of dialling down the rhetoric. The American response was very measured and calm," Kingston said. On Tuesday, Japan's government announced that no decision would be reached on where it would like to see U.S. troops relocated to until next year.      He also pointed out that, "the battle over Futenma has been conducted in a rather civil way." 
AT:  Alliance Collapse
Japanese pragmatism contains the impact.

Dan Blumenthal, Fellow in Asian Studies at the American Enterprise Institute. AND, Gary Schmitt, Resident Scholar in Strategic Studies at the American Enterprise Institute. 8/17/09. Wall Street Journal, “The New U.S.-Japan Alliance.” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052970204683204574355340179337638.html 

However, senior DPJ party officials such as Ichiro Ozawa have a reputation for being ruthlessly pragmatic. They will be aware that polls show most Japanese voters still support the LDP's policy of close ties with the U.S. and that, if the DPJ is elected, it will be primarily because of dissatisfaction with the LDP's domestic and economic policies. Japan's national security bureaucracy still holds a powerful grip on the levers of policy making and tends to be pro-alliance. And many younger but important DPJ party members, such as Seiji Maehara, are conservative and hawkish. So as election day and the realities of actual governance draw near, the DPJ has modified its policy positions. The most recent DPJ pronouncements on security matters have avoided the more strident positions of the past, with the party platform now stating that it wants to "build a close and equal Japan-U.S. relationship." Although Tokyo should not "just rely on the United States," DPJ leader Yuko Hatoyama has said that the party "places top priority on the Japan-U.S. alliance." In short, Tokyo's foreign policy is unlikely to change drastically.

The alliance is durable – Japanese moderation is coming.

Michael Green, Writer for FP. 10/23/09. Foreign Policy, “Tokyo Smackdown.” http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/10/23/tokyo_smackdown

With the U.S. president heading to Tokyo in less than a month, Gates had no choice but to splash cold water on the DPJ on Wednesday. There is some risk that the ever-populist DPJ will now try to use a spat with the United States to increase votes before the election next year.  But Gates is a shrewd judge of his counterparts. He knows that a crisis in the U.S.-Japan alliance would split the DPJ and turn much of the media against Hatoyama, particularly given the strong public support for the alliance and the growing menace from North Korea and China.  Meanwhile, Hatoyama was letting the DPJ leadership play with firecrackers in a room full of dynamite. Letting the alliance drift posed the greater risk.  On the whole, this could be a rough year for managers of the alliance with Japan. But the future looks brighter. The Upper House election next year will probably flush the Socialists out of the coalition and allow the DPJ to move to the center. The next generation of leaders in the DPJ is made up of realists who want a more effective Japanese role in the world and are not afraid to use the Self Defense Forces or to stand up to China or North Korea on human rights.  Gates did the DPJ a favor by forcing the debate on national strategy that the party was never willing to have while in opposition, and that Hatoyama was eager to avoid for his first year in power.

(  )  US-Japan relations are resilient, despite conflicts – overwhelming security motivations

Ralph A. Cossa, Prof and Pres. Pacific Forum @ CSIS, 11-8-2004, “U.S. Security Strategy in Asia,” IIPS Int’l Conf., http://www.iips.org/04sec/04asiasec_cossa.pdf

U.S. security strategy in Asia today is built today, as it has been for the past half century, upon 

the foundation of a solid U.S.-Japan alliance relationship. This foundation, which has seen its fair share of cracks and quakes, appears remarkably resilient at present. In fact, the depth and breadth of defense cooperation between Washington and Tokyo in recent years have been unprecedented. While Japan may not yet be the “U.K. of Asia,’ as once envisioned by Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage, it is not too far a stretch to call Japanese Prime Minister Koizumi Junichiro Asia’s answer to Tony Blair. Prime Minister Koizumi is one of a small, select group of Asia-Pacific leaders who have won Washington’s utmost trust and confidence (and sincere gratitude), given his unyielding support for the U.S. war on terrorism in all its manifestations and his willingness to buck domestic public opinion to provide support to the two major campaigns in Washington’s ongoing war Afghanistan and Iraq. This has paid handsome dividends in helping to achieve what both sides generally agree are the “best relations ever.”

AT:  Alliance Good
Relations don’t solve – Japan never does anything.

Bruce Klingner, Research Fellow for Northeast Asian Studies Center at Heritage. 8/26/09. The Heritage Foundation, “How to Save the U.S.-Japan Alliance.” http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg2308.cfm

Japan's economic capacity and growing military capabilities enable it to be a strong alliance partner and a significant force to pursue global objectives. Yet, Japan is a powerful nation that punches below its weight and exerts little international influence. Rather than implementing a strategic policy, Japan has followed a minimalist, cost-effective, and reactive approach designed to derive maximum security and economic benefits from its alliance with the U.S. while providing the minimal necessary reciprocal gestures.  Tokyo seeks to fly under the radar of world attention by carving out a less contentious economic lane in the road to avoid confrontation and potential pushback overseas. The 2005 agreement on Common Strategic Objectives between the U.S. and Japan delineated roles, missions, missile defense objectives, and U.S. force realignment. However, "this level of organization, integration, and volume of agreements not withstanding, implementation has been incomplete and often grudging."[2]

Japan can’t solve their impacts – diminishing influence.

Bruce Klingner, Research Fellow for Northeast Asian Studies Center at Heritage. 8/26/09. The Heritage Foundation, “How to Save the U.S.-Japan Alliance.” http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg2308.cfm

Japan's regional and global influence and relevance are diminishing due to a faltering economy, paralyzed political system, and constrained armed forces. The current trajectory of Japan's future is poor, with little reason for optimism for a change in course. "The danger is that [the bilateral] alliance will, despite its strategic importance, grow ever more irrelevant to the increasingly global realities of world affairs,"[13] warns Kent Calder of the Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies. As a result, the world "has likely seen the high-water mark of Japan's international presence and assertiveness."[14] Japan must realize that the result of indecision, stagnation, and attempting to merely maintain the status quo is devolving it to a second-tier, middle-power nation.  Left unchecked, Tokyo's influence and relevance in Asia will continue to erode. It is not a case of Japan abandoning the race, but simply that its competitors have gotten much better. It is like a ball player who continues to play the same level of game, oblivious to the fact that the other players on both his team and the opponent's are continually improving their capabilities.

US-South Korea relations solve the impact.

Bruce Klingner, Research Fellow for Northeast Asian Studies Center at Heritage. 8/26/09. The Heritage Foundation, “How to Save the U.S.-Japan Alliance.” http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg2308.cfm

What the U.S. Should Do Stop referring to Japan as the only linchpin of U.S. security in Asia, instead emphasizing the parallel importance of South Korea, which has fewer constraints on the use of its military overseas. Seoul is more able and willing to commit sufficient capabilities to achieve shared political and security objectives.

AT:  Alliance Collapse
(  )  U.S. Japan Alliance resilient

Joseph Nye, Distinguished Service Professor at the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, 7-14-2009, “Will the US-Japan alliance survive?,” Business Day, http://www.businessdayonline.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=3739:will-the-us-japan-alliance-survive&catid=138:commentary&Itemid=358

In the early 1990's, many Americans regarded Japan as an economic threat. Some people - in both countries - viewed the security alliance as a Cold War relic to be discarded.  These trends were reversed by the Clinton administration's 1995 "East Asia Strategy Report." In 1996, the Clinton-Hashimoto Declaration stated that the US-Japan security alliance was the foundation for stability that would allow growing prosperity in post-Cold War East Asia. That approach has continued on a bipartisan basis in the US, and polls show that it retains broad acceptance in Japan. Most close observers of the relationship agree that the US-Japan alliance is in much better shape today than 15 years ago.  Nonetheless, the alliance faces three major challenges in a new external environment. One is North Korea, whose recent behavior has been clever and deceptive. The North Koreans have violated their agreements, knowing that China, the country with the greatest potential leverage, is most concerned about regime collapse in North Korea, and thus the threat of chaos on its borders.  Japan officially endorses the objective of a non-nuclear world, but it relies on America's extended nuclear deterrent, and wants to avoid being subject to nuclear blackmail from North Korea (or China). The Japanese fear that the credibility of American extended deterrence will be weakened if the US decreases its nuclear forces to parity with China.   It is a mistake, however, to believe that extended deterrence depends on parity in numbers of nuclear weapons. Rather, it depends on a combination of capability and credibility. During the Cold War, the US was able to defend Berlin because our promise to do so was made credible by the NATO alliance and the presence of American troops, whose lives would be on the line in the event of a Soviet attack.  Indeed, the best guarantee of American extended deterrence over Japan remains the presence of nearly 50,000 American troops (which Japan helps to maintain with generous host-nation support). Credibility is also enhanced by joint projects such as the development of regional ballistic missile defense.  Equally important are American actions that show the high priority that the US gives to the alliance, and its guarantees not to engage in what Japan fears will be "Japan-passing" in its relations with Asia. That is why it was so important that US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton's first trip was to Asia, and her first stop in Japan. It is also why it is mistaken to speak of a formal G-2 with China, rather than multilateral cooperation.  A second challenge for Japan is the dramatic rise of China's economy. Although an important trade partner, China's growing power makes Japan nervous. When re-negotiating the US-Japan security alliance in the 1990's, Japanese leaders sometimes privately asked me if the US would desert Japan in favor of China.  I responded then (and today) that there is little prospect of such a reversal, for two reasons. First, China poses a potential threat, whereas Japan does not. Second, the US shares democratic values with Japan, and China is not a democracy.  Moreover, China's internal evolution remains uncertain. While Chinese are more free today than at any time in their history, China's political evolution has lagged behind its economic progress. Unlike India, China has not solved the problem of political participation. There is always a residual danger that China will embrace nationalism to ward off domestic problems.  At the same time, it is in the interest of the US, Japan, and China that China's rise be peaceful and harmonious (in the words of Chinese leaders). Treat China as an enemy, and you guarantee enmity. That is why the strategy of integration, plus a hedge against uncertainty, makes sense for both the US and Japan. Indeed, there are strong grounds for the US, Japan, and China to engage in areas of trilateral and other regional cooperation.  Third, the US-Japan alliance will have to face a new set of transnational challenges to our vital interests, such as pandemics, terrorism, and human outflows from failed states. Chief among these challenges is the threat posed by global warming, with China having surpassed the US as the leading producer of carbon-dioxide emissions (though not in per capita terms).  Fortunately, this is an area that plays to Japan's strengths. Although some Japanese complain about the unequal nature of the alliance's security components, owing to the limits that Japan has accepted on the use of force, in these new areas, Japan is a stronger partner. Japan's overseas development assistance in places ranging from Africa to Afghanistan, its participation in global health projects, its support of the United Nations, its naval participation in anti-piracy operations, and its research and development on energy efficiency place it at the forefront in dealing with the new transnational challenges.  Given today's agenda, there is enormous potential for an equal partnership, working with others, in the provision of global public goods that will benefit the US, Japan, and the rest of the world. That is why I remain optimistic about the future of the US-Japan alliance.

***AT:  Hatoyama Agenda Advantage***
AT:  Solvency
(  )  Massive alt cause – Ozawa

Xinhua, 4-30-2010, “Japan's cabinet members believe Ozawa scandal will affect summer election,” http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2010-04/30/c_13273873.htm

TOKYO, April 30 (Xinhua) -- Japanese cabinet members have expressed concerns that the ruling Democratic Party of Japan's ( DPJ) Secretary-General Ichiro Ozawa staying on in his position could adversely affect this summer's upper house elections  Minister of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism Minister, Seiji Maehara, said Thursday in Washington that Ozawa's continued presence as the second in command of the ruling DPJ coalition, as alleged false reporting by his political funds management body comes back to the fore, could "affect" the upcoming House of Councilors election.  "Above all, Ozawa is responsible for the fact that three of his secretaries have been arrested," Maehara was quoted as saying.  "Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama is the one who appointed Ozawa, so it depends on what the prime minister decides on the matter."  "He has been serving at the forefront of the political world for more than 40 years as the secretary-general of the Liberal Democratic Party and as the leader of the DPJ, as well as the DPJ secretary general," Maehara said, suggesting that Ozawa has more than enough experience to know when to call it a day.  In Tokyo on Friday, Deputy Prime Minister and Finance Minister Naoto Kan also weighed in on the potential impact of Ozawa's funds scandal over the upper house election.  "The fact that we are not in a situation where the public has been convinced by Ozawa's explanation has left worries about its impact on the upper house election,'' said Kan at a news conference.  The cabinet members' remarks came after an inquest panel decided Ozawa merits indictment over his funds management body Rikuzankai's alleged false reporting of political funds in 2004 and 2005. In light of the panel's decision, the Tokyo District Public Prosecutors Office will reinvestigate the case.

AT:  Solvency
(  )  Ozawa indictment and funding scandals hurt Hatoyama 

Linda Sieg and Yoko Nishikawa, Reuters Staff Writers, 4-27-2010, “Japan PM woes mount over party kingpin, U.S. base row,” Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/04/27/AR2010042700805.html

TOKYO (Reuters) - Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and his party suffered a harsh blow ahead of a mid-year election when a judicial panel said on Tuesday that ruling party kingpin Ichiro Ozawa should be charged over a funding scandal.  Hatoyama's ratings have already nosedived, eroded by the premier's perceived mishandling of a feud over a U.S. Marine base in southern Japan as well as funding scandals, dimming the chances of a decisive Democratic Party victory in an upper house election expected in July.

AT:  DPJ Agenda Good
(  )  Hatoyama can’t solve the economy – debt constraints

Linda Sieg, staff writer, 5-3-2010, Reuters, “FACTBOX-Key political risks to watch in Japan,” http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSRISKJP20100503?type=usDollarRpt

The government's ability to bolster the recovery from Japan's worst recession in 60 years on track is severely constrained by a huge public debt, nearing 200 percent of GDP. [ID:nTOE62H07Q]  Sliding tax revenues mean government income now covers less than half of spending. Efforts to cut budget waste to find funds for new programmes have so far fallen short of target.

AT:  Japanese Economic Collapse Bad
(  )  New monetary policy ensures continued Japanese growth – and they’ve been in a slump for a DECADE with no impact

Courier Mail, 3-10-2006, “Regional Markets,” p ln

Stocks jumped more than 2.6 per cent yesterday as the Bank of Japan announced the end of its super-easy monetary policy, relieving the market of uncertainty.  The Nikkei 225 Index gained 409.42 points to close at 16,036.91.  The gains seemed to be driven both by bargain-hunting, as the market had fallen five of the past six sessions, and the central bank's decision.  Jitters about the outcome of the Bank of Japan's two-day meeting had depressed the Tokyo market since last week, but yesterday's decision to change policy -- coming amid political pressure to hold off on tightening -- seemed to spur investor confidence.  With Japan emerging from a decade-long economic slump, the central bank abandoned the super-easy monetary policy called ''quantitative easing'' it has kept for five years, saying it will gradually raise interest rates and start to cut the excess cash in the banking system.

(  )  Japanese economy is empirically denied – massive crash in the 80’s

Bruce Wallace, LA Times, 3-10-2006, “Easy-Money Era,” p ln

Still, it is clearly a risky move for a central bank with a record of spectacular miscalculation. In the late 1980s, the bank kept the money spigots open as Japan's bubble economy and stock market headed toward crashes from which they have yet to fully recover. And it has been heavily criticized for its sluggish response to stimulating demand in the 1990s, as Japan's economy settled into a chronic malaise.
AT:  Chinese Collapse 

No risk of CCP collapse

William J. Dobson, managing editor of Foreign Policy, 12/14/05

To be sure, as worrisome as these protests are for the Party, there is nothing to suggest the regime is on its last legs. Demonstrators generally blame the local officials they know, not Beijing, for their troubles. China's leaders are excellent students of late Soviet and Eastern Bloc history, and they have worked hard to prevent different protest groups--whether farmers, trade unions, professional groups, or students--from making common cause. Crackdowns on China's relatively few nongovernmental organizations in the last twelve months are believed to have been inspired by concern that the color revolutions in the former Soviet states could be contagious. Still, even if Beijing continues to keep a lid on its civil society and records another banner economic year, one thing is certain: It can't afford to handle many more protests "improperly."

PRC collapse doesn’t cause widespread devastation

Arthur Waldron, Lauder professor of international relations at the University of Pennsylvania, 11/1/2000, Commentary

To be sure, if China does deconstruct, one need not altogether give up hope for a democratic outcome, but it would occur piecemeal and over a much longer period of time. Although some parts of the country would be devastated by the collapse, and others would likely devolve into autonomous Communist states with their own dictators (like the current states of Central Asia), some could survive and prosper. Guangdong, for example, the single strongest and richest province in China, is now entirely self-sufficient. If you add its GDP to that of Hong Kong and Taiwan, you end up with a figure comparable to the GDP of the rest of China--and that figure is for only 80 million people, not for something over a billion. These 80 million are in effect citizens of three subsets of China that might be called "city-states," and that could conceivably serve as the nuclei for a democratically reorganized China.

Stability in China is impossible without reigning corrupt local officials

Howard W. French. “Alarm and disarray on rise in China,” The International Herald Tribune August 8/24, 2005

"There are a great many socioeconomic factors to stimulate protest, such as the increasing gap between rich and poor and many land and environmental factors," said Wu Guoguang, a former government adviser and a People's Daily editorialist who now teaches political science at the University of Victoria in Canada.  "But the masses are angry basically because of abuse of power by party officials. If the government were clean and efficient, things would be much calmer. But the perception is that the officials don't want to pursue the state's interests, so much as pursue their own interests both legal and illegal."
