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1NC Shell- Russia CP
CP Text: Russia should (insert plan text). 

Russia is expanding space programs now 

Bryanski,11- Reuters correspondent (4/7/11, Gleb, “Russa targets bigger role for space program”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/07/us-russia-space-putin-idUSTRE7366RB20110407, EL)

Speaking ahead of the 50th anniversary of Yuri Gagarin's pioneering space flight, Putin said Russia's plans go beyond transporting crews to the International Space Station. "Russia should not limit itself to the role of an international space ferryman. We need to increase our presence on the global space market," Putin told space and other government officials at his residence outside Moscow. Energy-rich Russia's space budget for 2010-2011 is 200 billion roubles ($7.09 billion), which Putin said made it the world's fourth-largest spender on space after U.S. space agency NASA, the European Space Agency and France. "Such resources enable us to set serious goals," Putin said. Putin said Russia currently provides some 40 percent of all space launches and wants to increase its share of what he said was a $200 billion market to as much as 50 percent in the near future. Russia, which has used the Baikonur Cosmodrome in ex-Soviet Kazakhstan for all manned launches since Gagarin's, would begin sending humans into space from a new facility it is building in Vostochny in eastern Siberia starting in 2018. "It is worth recalling that our automatic stations in the '50s and '70s were first in reaching the moon, Mars and Venus. These achievements are forever written into the history of space research," Putin said. "Now Russia is returning to researching the planets of the solar system." The late Soviet cosmonaut Gagarin became the first human in space on April 12, 1961, orbiting Earth in a 108-minute flight that stunned the world and raised the stakes in the U.S.-Soviet space race. Half a century later, Russia is set to be the only country to take crews to space after NASA mothballs its shuttle program later this year. A Russian Soyuz craft bearing Gagarin's portrait docked with the International Space Station early on Thursday (late on Wednesday GMT), delivering two Russians and an American astronaut to the orbital outpost. Russian space spending is far smaller than that of NASA, whose proposed budget for fiscal 2011 is $18.7 billion, but it has increased in recent years. Business daily Kommersant reported that Russia's 2007 space budget was $1.4 billion. But Deputy Economy Minister Andrei Klepach predicted Russia would face a space spending squeeze in 2015-2016 unless it makes long-term budget plans, through 2025, that would include moon research and other programs. MOON OR MARS? The country's space program has also suffered recent setbacks including the delay last month of a Soyuz launch to the International Space Station and two failed satellite launches this year. Scientists at the meeting were divided over the future direction of the space program and whether it should set its sights on the moon or Mars. Lev Zelyony, director of Russia's Space Research Institute, said it should first focus on the moon, predicting a new space race because of the recent discovery of water there. "Where there are resources, there is always competition," said Zelyony, who said two moon explorations are planned in 2013 but no money had yet been assigned for the missions. Vitaly Lopota, head of spacecraft manufacturer Energiya, said the United States was looking to Mars and Russia should do the same. "If we make the moon the priority we will lose in the long term," he said. 

Medvedev says space is key to Russia’s future

Medvedev, 11-  (4/12/11, Dmitry, “Dmitry Medvedev presented space decorations to space industry empoloyees and veterans”, http://eng.special.kremlin.ru/news/2060, EL)

Subsequent history, modern Russia’s history, has put everything in its place. We realize now that without the space exploration we have no future. It is true that we perhaps have a more pragmatic view of space now, but this does not mean that our fundamental vision has changed. It is not by chance that the space industry is one of our country’s national development priorities. I am absolutely sure that our country’s future leaders will continue to make it a priority. I cannot speak for other countries’ leaders – it is up to them to do so – but I am sure that they feel pretty much the same way. As for Russia and Russia’s leaders, I have absolutely no doubts. I am certain that space will remain among our national priorities because we made such a great start 50 years ago, even earlier in fact, because we have multiple accomplishments in this area, and also quite simply because the development of human civilization is linked to that of space. Alexei Leonov offered us fine and emotional words when he said, “How wonderful this is! Who among us would have thought 50 years ago that we would be together here in this hall today?” I don’t know about you, but I was certainly not thinking 50 years ago that I could ever meet with you here. I must admit, when I was 15, I thought I had more chance of flying into space than becoming president of a country like the Russian Federation. Well, I did not make it into space, but I hope that we can make our contribution to developing our country’s space industry. We really do have much to be proud of, and much to hand down to our descendents, but this does not mean that our achievements end here. We are only at the start of the road. You understand this best of all. Fifty years in a person’s life is a long time, the age of maturity, but 50 years in human history is nothing. In this sense we are only just at the start of the road, and space exploration is still in its adolescence, or maybe even still in its childhood. But in any case, I am very happy to be celebrating with you today, on April 12, the anniversary of the first human spaceflight, the flight of our compatriot – Yury Gagarin. 

Solvency- SSP 

Russia is ready now- developing SSP

Zaitsev 7-  expert with the Space Research Institute of the Russian Academy of Sciences (3/8/07, Yury, “Tapping into space for energy” http://en.rian.ru/analysis/20070803/70324027.html, ZA)

This was achieved mainly by improving the technique for producing pure silicon - the basic material for making solar cells - from quartzites. The largest deposits of very pure quartzites are found in Russia, which had vast reserves of them. Recently the Joint Institute for Nuclear Research in Dubna, near Moscow, developed a photo cell with an efficiency of almost 50%. Scientists describe their product as a "star battery." It is an example of how nanotechnology can improve the workings of well-known processes. 
Russia able to develop SSP now 

Taverna, 10- aviation week congressional editor (1/24/10, Michael, “power system: laser base safer than microwave”, http://www.aviationweek.com/aw/generic/story_generic.jsp?channel=awst&id=news/awst/2010/01/25/AW_01_25_2010_p31-198723.xml, EL) 
Researchers in the U.S., Russia and Japan also are pursuing space-based ­solar power projects, but most employ microwave technology (AW&amp;amp;amp;ST Apr. 20, 2009, p. 39). Astrium engineers think an operational network using 20-50-kw. ­lasers could be ready as soon as 2020. Laine says internally funded demonstrations using 5-watt lasers a few hundred meters apart have shown the feasibility of the concept. The company is now seeking to scale up ground testing with higher-power laser assemblies. In parallel, it is trying to interest public agencies and corporations in doing an in-orbit demonstration, perhaps on the International Space Station. Company engineers estimate they could have a 10-20-kw. demonstrator in orbit within five years. Astrium can draw on much of the necessary know-how for a space-based solar power system in-house, says Laine. Internal resources include its new 12‑18‑kw. Alphabus geostationary telecom satellite platform, being developed with Thales Alenia Space; mirrors derived from those on the Herschel space observatory; and lasers based on Astrium’s experience with high-speed data transmission. Surrey Satellite Technology Ltd., an Astrium affiliate, is studying solar cell designs. Other partners would supply ground receiving antennas and other equipment. The European Space Agency plans to make energy a high-priority activity, says Director General Jean-Jacques Dordain. However, ESA’s current goals appear to be grid management and dissipation monitoring. Therefore, the European Union or big energy companies are considered more likely partners.
Solvency- Space Debris
Russia has capability to solve space debris – developing a new system now
Moskowitz 10-  SPACE.com Senior Writer (11/24/10, Clara, “Russia Wants Nuclear-Powered Spaceships and Space Debris Shields,” http://www.space.com/9596-russia-nuclear-powered-spaceships-space-debris-shields.html, ZA)
Russia has begun some ambitious space projects, including a new system to protect spacecraft from space junk and a nuclear-powered engine for future spaceships, according to Russian news reports. The space debris protection system is designed to safeguard future outposts on the moon and Mars, officials at Russia's Central Research Institute of Machine Building said, the Russian Ria Novosti newspaper has reported. "Protection of spacecraft modules against micrometeorite impact and space debris, based on the use of protective screens, that is passive protection, is at the limit of its technical capability due to weight restrictions," the institute's experts said. "This is why we need to develop new protection based on self-sealing systems capable of independently and quickly restoring the object's air-tightness in case of leaks." Space junk is such a risk that Russia is also reportedly developing a $2 billion spacecraft that would sweep the orbital space around Earth from satellite debris, according to China's state-run Xinhua news service and Russia's Interfax news agency. "The corporation promised to clean up the space in ten years by collecting about 600 defunct satellites on the same geosynchronous orbit and sinking them into the ocean subsequently," said Victor Sinyavsky from RSC Energia, Xinhua quoted from an Interfax report. Another project to develop nuclear-powered spaceships will also be a complex undertaking. Officials from Russia's main space contractor, RSC Energia, said on Tuesday the company is planning to start working on space modules with nuclear-powered propulsion systems next year, and the first launches of such modules could come in 2020, according to Ria Novosti. Anatoly Perminov, director of Russia's Federal Space Agency Roscosmos has said the development of nuclear-powered manned spacecraft is crucial if Russia wants to maintain a competitive edge in the space race, including the exploration of the moon and Mars. Such an effort will likely cost 17 billion rubles (more than $580 million in U.S. currency), Ria Novosti reported. Russia is also reportedly targeting a moon- or Mars-based nuclear power station, according to the newspaper. That station could operate for 10 to 15 years, Russian space officials said. 
Solvency- Mars Exploration
Russia will be capable of Mars exploration- planning mission now 
Huffington post, 11- (4/10/11, “Russia plans space program expansion and moon base by 2030: reports, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/04/10/russia-space-program-expansion-_n_846702.html, EL)
Russia is planning a massive increase in its space launches and may even build a base on the moon as part of a manned mission to Mars in the next two decades, according to reports. Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said Thursday that his country's plans go well beyond transporting crews to the International Space Station. With a 2010-2011 space budget estimated at 200 billion rubles ($7.09 billion), Russia is the world's fourth-largest spender on space after U.S. space agency NASA, the European Space Agency and France, Reuters reports. "Russia should not limit itself to the role of an international space ferryman. We need to increase our presence on the global space market," Putin is quoted as having said at his residence outside Moscow. The meeting was planned specifically to coincide with the 50th anniversary of Yuri Gagarin's pioneering space flight. Other reports cite official documents which claim a manned Russian mission to Mars could be possible in 2030 following the creation of a moon base. "Above all, we are talking about flights to the moon and the creation of a base close to its north pole where there is likely to be a source of water," read one of the documents, according to the Telegraph. Russian scientists are also said to have touted the moon as a potential source of energy, saying it contains large reserves of helium 3, a sought-after isotope that may be the key to a new way of generating power. 
Russian space exploration is key to Mars missions 

Boyle, 05- Msnbc science editor (9/29/05, Alan, “Russia thriving again on the final frontier”, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/9509254/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/russia-thriving-again-final-frontier/, EL)
Like NASA, the Russians plan to develop a new breed of spaceship: a winged craft called the Kliper , capable of carrying a crew of six and built in partnership with the European Space Agency. Like NASA, the Russians plan to work toward lunar landings in the latter half of the next decade, leading to the establishment of permanent moon bases as steppingstones to Mars and beyond. Unlike NASA, the Russians plan to keep selling tickets to space, seeing it as a way to boost both budgets and public perception of the space program. Their goals are ambitious here as well, with plans to sell a trip around the moon for $100 million a seat . 
Solvency- Helium-3
Russia ahead on solving helium-3 mining  
 Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 06- Russian daily news source (3/17/06, “Russia to launch industrial mining of helium-3 on the Moon in 2020”, http://english.pravda.ru/science/tech/17-03-2006/77404-moon-1/, EL) 

According to an official statement released in January, the mining of helium-3 on the Moon will be the main purpose of the Russian space exploration program. “We are planning to set up a permanent station on the Moon by 2015. The industrial mining of helium-3, a rare isotope, is expected to begin on the Moon in 2020,” said Nikolai Sevastianov, head of the Rocket and Space Corporation Energia. The lunar mission will involve the use of a Russian space shuttle Kliper and an interplanetary space tug Parom. The National Aeronautics and Space Administration, NASA, also regards the presence of helium-3 in the lunar crystals as a good reason for kicking off a lunar exploration program. Meanwhile, NASA is not planning to send any missions to the Moon until 2018. The United States remains the only country whose astronauts walked the Moon. NASA sent six manned missions to the Moon between 1969 and 1972. China and Japan also intend to build lunar stations. However, the above countries are likely to commence their lunar exploration programs in the 2020s. 
Solvency- Moon Missions
Russia wants to pursue lunar missions 

Messier 11 Writer and contributor for the Parabolic Arc (2/10/11, Doug, “Medvedev Wants Vigorous Deep Space Exploration Program, But Where Are the Rubles?” http://www.parabolicarc.com/2011/02/10/medvedev-vigorous-deep-space-exploration-program/, ZA)

Russian President Dmitry Medvedev believes that Russia should develop its own program for the exploration of deep space in general and the Moon in particular. “I think this is a very important topic, even in terms of our scientific ambitions. If we fail to address it at all, we shall degrade and will be pushed to the sidelines,” the president said at a meeting with young scientists on Tuesday. Medvedev admitted that he could not promise such a program would be ready in one year’s time, which would let us catch up with the Americans. The president added that the topic was a subject matter for research by experts in Europe and China. Everybody is willing to get in space, it is necessary to understand just where our place in space and on the Moon is,” the head of state said. The lack of a Russian deep space exploration program was raised by the winner of the presidential award in science for young scientists, Maxim Mokrousov, from the Institute for Space Studies. “It’s no secret that all countries have set eyes on the Moon, the exploration of the Moon will begin for certain,” he said. Medvedev agreed with the scientist: “No doubt.” However, Mokrousov is concerned that for Russia there may be not enough space on the Moon, because there are “just four or five normal landing sites.”

1NC- Russia relations 
UQ- US-Russian relations high now- “reset,” jobs, and trade prove 

Good 6/21- Journalist and political science major at Vassar College (6/21/11, Allison, “U.S. and Russia are strengthening their relationship, Ambassador says,” http://www.nola.com/business/index.ssf/2011/06/us_and_russia_are_strengthenin.html, ZA)
 The Obama administration has experienced a positive reset in U.S.-Russian relations both politically and economically, U.S. Ambassador to the Russian Federation John Beyrle said during a speech in New Orleans on Tuesday. "This relationship has been reset over the last two to three years," Beyrle said at an event at the World War II Museum sponsored by the World Trade Center of New Orleans and other organizations. "We're on the threshold of a new and better period of relations." Beyrle noted recent U.S.-Russia accomplishments such as the signing of the START Treaty to reduce nuclear arms in both countries, increasing Russian support for NATO troops in Afghanistan and increased cooperation and coordination within the United Nations Security Council to curb Iran's nuclear program. The ambassador also emphasized that relations with Russia are not only politically advantageous for the United States, but also economically essential. "Good political relations are not enough, and we need more solid foundations of trade and business. Our prosperity is closely intertwined with Russia, since it's a major market for U.S. goods and services," he said during the luncheon program, which was called "The Current State of U.S.-Russia Relations." While trade between the United States and Russia has doubled over the past four years, the scope of economic cooperation between Russia and New Orleans has also expanded. "Our exports to Russia from New Orleans grew exponentially between 2006 and 2010," said Mayor Mitch Landrieu. "There's a great partnership between New Orleans and Russia."

American companies have taken the reset to heart, added Beyrle. "U.S. companies are now well-established in Russia and are creating jobs," he explained, citing the recent activities of Ford, General Motors, and high-tech entities such as Microsoft, Cisco and Boeing. Democratic development in post-Soviet Russia has also had positive implications for United States tourism. "Russia is now more open and increasingly connected with the world," the ambassador said. "Russians recently discovered the American South, and now there are direct flights to and from Houston and Atlanta." 

Link- Russia views US space development and exploration as threats- kills relations  

Solovyov 9 Journalist for Reuters (8/11/09, Dmitry, “Russia sees U.S. space threat, builds new rocket,” http://uk.reuters.com/article/2009/08/11/us-russia-space-defence-idUKTRE57A25Z20090811, ZA)

 The United States will be able to hit any target in Russia from space by 2030, the commander of Russia's air force said on Tuesday, announcing that Moscow will develop a new air defense system to avert the threat. "The development of air and space offensive weapons by foreign states demonstrates that by 2030 radical changes will take place in the exploration of air and space as an integral sphere of armed struggle," Russian news agencies quoted three-star General Alexander Zelin as saying. "Air forces of foreign states, primarily that of the United States, will gain an opportunity to make coordinated, high-precision strikes on a global scale at practically all targets on the territory of the Russian Federation," he said. He did not specify what kind of strike Russia could be threatened with from space or which other countries might pose a threat. Russia is negotiating a new nuclear arms deal with the United States to replace the 1991 START-1 pact which expires in December -- part of an effort by both countries to improve their thorny relationship. Russia's Defense Ministry said in June it hoped that U.S. President Barack Obama would not pursue his predecessor George W. Bush's plan to deploy weapons in space, warning that Moscow was ready to respond appropriately to such a move. 

US-Russian relations key to solve every impact – don’t even try

Council on Foreign Relations 6 independent, national membership organization and a nonpartisan center for scholars dedicated to producing and disseminating ideas so that individual and corporate members, as well as policymakers, journalists, students, and interested citizens in the United States and other countries, can better understand the world and the foreign policy choices facing the United States and other governments (2006, “Russia’s Wrong Direction: What the United States can and Should Do” http://www.cfr.org/content/publications/attachments/Russia_TaskForce.pdf, ZA) 
Russia is not the same country it was a decade and a half ago. It is not even the same country it was when President Vladimir Putin took office in May 2000. U.S.-Russian relations have changed as well. Since the dissolution of the Soviet Union, American presidents and policymakers have believed that the interests of the United States are served by engagement with Russia. This Task Force, too, began its review of U.S. policy—and concludes it—convinced of the extraordinary importance of getting U.S. relations with Russia right. U.S.-Russia cooperation can help the United States to handle some of the most difficult challenges it faces: terrorism, the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, tight energy markets, climate change, the drug trade, infectious diseases, and human trafficking. These problems are more manageable when the United States has Russia on its side rather than aligned against it. Good relations between Moscow and Washington also bolster one of the most promising international realities of our time—the near absence of security rivalries among the major powers. That the world’s leading states deal with each other in a spirit of accommodation is a great asset for American policy, and the United States will be in a better position to protect that arrangement if relations with Russia are on a positive track. Today’s U.S.-Russian relationship can be credited with real achievements: • Cooperative programs to increase the physical security of nuclear materials and sensitive technologies help to keep them out of dangerous hands. • Growing trade and investment benefit Americans and contribute to Russia’s social and economic modernization. • Russian andAmerican policymakers are—at least fornow—working together to reduce the risk that Iran will acquire nuclear weapons. Containing Tehran’s nuclear aspirations depends in large part on how closely and effectively Moscow and Washington collaborate. 
US Russian relations key to heg
Simes 3 Dr. Dimitri K. Simes is President and CEO of the Center for the National Interest and Publisher of its foreign policy bi-monthly magazine, The National Interest. Mr. Simes was selected to lead the Center by former President Richard Nixon, to whom he served as an informal foreign policy advisor and with whom he traveled regularly to Russia and other former Soviet states, as well as Western and Central Europe (Sept. 2003, “Advancing American Interests and the U.S.-Russian Relationship Interim Report” http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/congress/2003_hr/sim093003.htm, ZA) 

At the same time, U.S. leaders increasingly recognized the emerging, inter-related threats of terrorism and proliferation. Though policy makers and experts had devoted some attention to these issues earlier, the tragic events of September 11 rapidly crystallized American thinking about these threats and transformed the struggle to contain them into the principal aim of American foreign policy. Notwithstanding its diminished status and curtailed ambition, Russia has considerable influence in its neighborhood and a significant voice elsewhere as well. Moscow can contribute importantly to U.S. interests if it chooses to do so. Accordingly Russia can markedly decrease, or increase, the costs of exercising American leadership both directly (by assisting the United States, or not) and indirectly (by abetting those determined to resist, or not). For this Commission’s purposes it is American interests, not the U.S.-Russian relationship per se, that are paramount. The relationship should serve U.S. interests—not vice versa. This does not mean that Russian interests are unimportant. Russian cooperation on specific issues will reflect Russian judgment of how these actions affect its interests. Fortunately, Russia’s national interests converge with our own interests much more than they diverge. The real interests Russia and America share—including Russia’s successful integration into the West as a market-oriented democracy—greatly outweigh the interests that divide us. But since short term interests and narrower political advantage can cloud perceptions, U.S. policy must have a more ambitious objective than simply demonstrating to Moscow how its cooperation with the U.S. advances Russian interests. Wise policy will also seek to create significant equities in Russian society and among leading political forces in cooperative action, which provides the context for managing unavoidable differences on other issues. 
Uniqueness

UQ- US-Russian relations high now- bilateral talks prove 

Caryl, 6/15 Contributing Editor at Foreign Policy and a Senior Fellow of the Center for International Studies at MIT (6/15/11, Christian, “In U.S.-Russia Dialogue On Human Rights, A Tougher Tone Comes Through,” http://www.rferl.org/content/us_russia_dialogue_human_rights_tougher_tone/24235596.html, ZA)

McFaul's remarks come at a moment when Congress has tabled draft legislation that would impose sanctions on 60 Russian officials implicated in involvement in the Magnitsky case. The Obama administration has made better relations with Russia -- sometimes known as "the reset" -- one of its foreign policy priorities, and the broad slate of bilateral talks now conducted by the two governments on a variety of topics, from education to national security, are often cited as one fruit of that rapprochement. The administration's supporters say that closer ties have paid off in the form of greater Russian diplomatic cooperation on several fronts, including military intervention in Libya, measures to isolate Iran over its nuclear program, and logistical assistance for the war in Afghanistan. "Part of the reset is to engage with the Russian government on issues of national security and it's also to engage with the Russian government on issues of democracy and human rights," said McFaul. "In all kinds of different ways that's what we've tried to do, including in our interaction with the Russian government in this particular working group." Opponents criticize administration policies for being too accommodating toward Moscow. Republican Senator John McCain (Arizona) frequently assails White House policy on Russia for its "lack of realism." Just a few days ago, his former running mate and potential presidential candidate Sarah Palin belittled White House efforts to cooperate with Russia on European missile defense.

Links

Link- Russia doesn’t want US to develop space weapons- kills relations 

Smith, 09- Journalist for The Tech Herald (3/6/09, Stevie, “Russia officially enters space arms race”, http://www.thetechherald.com/article.php/200910/3144/Russia-officially-enters-space-arms-race, ZA) 
It’s been a busy 24 hours when it comes to talk of advances in space weaponry. Following a retired Russian general’s suggestion that February’s satellite collision was engineered by the United States, a deputy defence minister for the Russian government has revealed the country is developing an anti-satellite weapons system. According to an Associated Press report, General Valentin Popovkin has said the weapons array is being created as a way for Russia to push the modernisation of its nuclear capabilities and maintain momentum alongside similar technology held by other nations. Gen. Popovkin, former chief of Russian Military Space Forces, also insisted that Russia is opposed to entering into a space arms race, but its current and future responses are in direct relation to activity made by other countries. For example, the Chinese military destroyed one of its orbiting satellites with a surface-launched test missile in 2007. And, in February of 2008, the U.S. successfully stuck one of its own defunct spy satellites with a defence system missile. Although now actively seeking to bolster their own positions with individual missile defence systems, both the Chinese and Russian governments have previously opposed the U.S. for pushing the development of space-based missiles and ground lasers, unsuccessfully seeking an international ban on such technology in the process. 
I/L- Denying Russia sphere of influence, even in space, leads to nuclear war – eastern Europe proves
Eland 8 Senior Fellow and Director of the Center on Peace & Liberty at The Independent Institute, received an M.B.A. in applied economics and a Ph.D. in Public Policy from George Washington University. He has been Director of Defense Policy Studies at the Cato Institute, and he spent 15 years working for Congress on national security issues, contributor to numerous volumes and the author of 45 in-depth studies on national security issues (11/3/08, Ivan, “Is a “Resurgent” Russia a Threat to the United States?” http://www.independent.org/newsroom/article.asp?id=2363, ZA)
 U.S. analysts say, however, that increased military spending would allow Russia to have more influence over nations in its near abroad and Eastern Europe. Of course, throughout history, small countries living in the shadow of larger powers have had to make political, diplomatic, and economic adjustments to suit the larger power. Increased Russian influence in this sphere, however, should not necessarily threaten the security of the faraway United States. It does only because the United States has defined its security as requiring intrusions into Russia’s traditional sphere of influence. By expanding NATO into Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union, the United States has guaranteed the security of these allied countries against a nuclear-armed power, in the worst case, by sacrificing its cities in a nuclear war. Providing this kind of guarantee for these non-strategic countries is not in the U.S. vital interest. Denying Russia the sphere of influence in nearby areas traditionally enjoyed by great powers (for example, the U.S. uses the Monroe Doctrine to police the Western Hemisphere) will only lead to unnecessary U.S.-Russian tension and possibly even cataclysmic war. 

Impacts
Relations key to solve global problems 

Friedman 7 American political scientist and author. He is the founder, chief intelligence officer, financial overseer, and CEO of the private intelligence corporation Stratfor. He has authored several books (6/12/07, George, “Russia: Using Missile Defense as a Geopolitical Lever” http://www.stratfor.com/russia_using_missile_defense_geopolitical_lever, ZA) 
It is the policy of the United States to seek and support democratic movements and institutions in every nation and culture, with the ultimate goal of ending tyranny in our world” – an unstated threat to the autocratic regime Putin has established in Russia, and in fact a threat to any country the United States deems oppressive.  Obama should issue his own Strategy, one that pays due attention to principles of international cooperation and respect for the rule of law by all—including the United States.  If America wishes to confront terrorism and stem the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, it will need the help of other countries – most notably Russia. In devising a new Strategy, the U.S. defense budget should come under intense scrutiny.  It is only in support of hegemonic policies that America can justify spending $695 billion on weapons and wars, as it did during the fiscal year 2008.  The Western press has taken notice of the military build-up Putin has begun, but this has amounted to raising the Russian defense budget from $25 billion in 2006 to a projected $50 billion in 2009—a figure that, even with $100 billion a year flowing into state coffers from petroleum receipts, the Kremlin would presumably be happy to reduce.  The U.S., facing no threat of Soviet magnitude, should cut back its defense expenditures and redirect taxpayer dollars to other priorities. Like it or not, the United States cannot solve crucial global problems without Russian participation.  Russia commands the largest landmass on earth; possesses vast reserves of oil, natural gas, and other natural resources; owns huge stockpiles of weapons and plutonium; and still wields a potent brain trust.  Given its influence in Iran and North Korea, to say nothing of its potential as a spoiler of international equilibrium elsewhere, Russia is one country with which the United States would do well to reestablish a strong working relationship—a strategic partnership, even—regardless of its feelings about the current Kremlin government.  The need to do so trumps expanding NATO or pursuing “full-spectrum dominance.” Once the world financial crisis passes, we will find ourselves returning to worries about resource depletion, environmental degradation, and global warming – the greatest challenges facing humanity.  No country can confront these problems alone.  For the United States, Russia may just prove the “indispensable nation” with which to face a volatile future arm in arm. 

Space Mil Bad
US Space militarization provoke Russian response  

Smith, 09- The Tech Herald Journalist (3/6/09, Stevie, “Russia officially enters space arms race”, http://www.thetechherald.com/article.php/200910/3144/Russia-officially-enters-space-arms-race, EL)
It’s been a busy 24 hours when it comes to talk of advances in space weaponry. Following a retired Russian general’s suggestion that February’s satellite collision was engineered by the United States, a deputy defence minister for the Russian government has revealed the country is developing an anti-satellite weapons system. According to an Associated Press report, General Valentin Popovkin has said the weapons array is being created as a way for Russia to push the modernization of its nuclear capabilities and maintain momentum alongside similar technology held by other nations. Gen. Popovkin, former chief of Russian Military Space Forces, also insisted that Russia is opposed to entering into a space arms race, but its current and future responses are in direct relation to activity made by other countries. For example, the Chinese military destroyed one of its orbiting satellites with a surface-launched test missile in 2007. And, in February of 2008, the U.S. successfully stuck one of its own defunct spy satellites with a defence system missile. Although now actively seeking to bolster their own positions with individual missile defence systems, both the Chinese and Russian governments have previously opposed the U.S. for pushing the development of space-based missiles and ground lasers, unsuccessfully seeking an international ban on such technology in the process. In terms of enlarging its capabilities, Popovkin has reportedly said the government is providing around $42 billion USD for the purchase of 10 new intercontinental ballistic missiles that will be ready before the close of 2009, while several dozen short-range Iskander missiles will also be secured in the same time frame. 

Space militarization leads to space race with a nuclear impact  
Ross, 09- Chicago Daily News reporter (4/1/09, Sherwood, “Space race raises risk of Nuclear war”, http://www.politicalaffairs.net/space-race-raises-risk-of-nuclear-war/, EL) 
An unchecked race to militarize space is underway that is “increasing the risk of an accidental nuclear war while shortening the time for sanity and diplomacy to come into play to halt crises,” an authority on space warfare says. By 2025, the space capabilities of the leading space powers – the US, Russia, India and China – will be roughly equal “due to information sharing in a globalized economy,” says noted space researcher Matt Hoey in an exclusive interview. Hoey is international military space technology forecaster who provides analysis on issues related to technology proliferation and arms control. He is also a former senior research associate at the Institute for Defense and Disarmament Studies and has contributed to publications such as the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists and the Space Review. Through their military and commercial research facilities, the world’s military powers are pursuing development of a reusable, unmanned, hypersonic, space-strike delivery platform that “would permit rapid precision strikes worldwide in 120 minutes or less,” Hoey said. The strike platform could loiter in near-space or in low earth orbit and assault terrestrial targets at incredible speed “with a nuclear or conventional payload and then return to any base in the world on demand,” he explained. While “there will not be a dedicated ‘space war’ in our lifetimes or our children’s,” Hoey said, “we are likely to witness acts of space warfare being committed…in concert with other theatres of combat” on land, sea, and air and cyber space.” Hoey said his research analysis suggests, “Back and forth escalation regarding military space capabilities would fuel each nation’s respective space industries as would commercial space races driven by national pride.” “If these systems are deployed in space we will be tipping the nuclear balance between nations that has ensured the peace for decades,” Hoey continued. “The military space race will serve the defense industry much like the cold war and this is already being witnessed in relation to missile defense systems.” Hoey pointed out the arms control community “is still trying to put the nuclear genie from decades ago back in the bottle” and adds “once this new genie(space war) is out it is not going back in anytime soon, either.” The five treaties governing space “are highly outdated,” Hoey said, notably the milestone “Outer Space Treaty” of 1967. Theoretically, the U.S. is also bound by The National Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958 that declares our “activities in space should be devoted to peaceful purposes for the benefit of all mankind.” (Rep. Dennis Kucinich (D-Ohio), in introducing a bill to ban the weaponization of space, charged the Bush administration with breaking with that policy by “putting weapons in outer space to give the U.S. the power to control the world.” Kucinich charged “the Air Force is seeking permission to put both offensive and defensive weapons in space.”) Hoey said the research community is expecting space warfare systems to come from the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency(DARPA) and the Air Force Research Laboratories (AFRL). But instead of doing straight military R&D in-house, the Pentagon is funding civilian research that has dual-purpose use capabilities – civilian applications as well as military. Because military space race technologies are the same as those needed to explore the heavens, service the international space station and defend against threats from near earth objects, the civilian-military partnerships “present the most challenging dilemma for the arms control community,” Hoey said. That’s because arms control proponents cannot object to their military applications without also opposing “technologies that benefit mankind.” And he warned this will continue to be the case as long as existing treaties fail to differentiate between commercial and military space technology. Because their overlap is “overwhelming,” Hoey noted, in that “systems that destroy can also create and facilitate discoveries,” it behooves the international arms control community to act before our military and commercial industries become “inextricably integrated with military space systems and unable to extract themselves.” Hoey said the defense community is actively scouting students still enrolled in high school who have demonstrated a talent in aerospace, cryptology and computer security for military research, “in an attempt to compete with emerging science and technology rivals such as China and India.” This would place future generations who dream of discoveries on a fast track towards the defense industry, Hoey said, even if they land jobs in the private sector. As dual-usage progresses, far more space technology roads will lead to careers that contribute to the development space warfare-enabling technologies. Companies engaged in nanotechnology, robotics and artificial intelligence are also being wooed by the military with fat checks, Hoey said. “These (space exploration and space warfare) systems are being developed through multi-tiered collaborations that include NASA, the Defense Department, universities, big defense contractors and small space start- ups. “The work force consists of military scientists and engineers, students, scientists, and even foreign nationals” ultimately enabling technology proliferation globally. For an arms control community that is focusing primarily on banning specific space weapons currently in development, nearing deployment, and in some cases already deployed, efforts should also be focused towards lobbying the international community to begin establishing rules of the road that differentiate between peaceful commercial space technologies and destructive military space applications before the lines between the two are irreversibly blurred, Hoey urged. By doing so, “next generation space warfare systems and space security threats can, as a result, be prevented long before they have a chance to further undermine peace in outer space and increase the probability of nuclear war,” he said. 

 Nuclear war guarantees human extinction 

Chaov 85- Cariological institute/ co-founder of ippnw (12/11/85, Yevgeny, “Nobel lecture tragedy and triumph of reason”, http://nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/peace/laureates/1985/physicians-lecture.html, EL)
 We are aware that in order to eradicate nuclear illusions and impart hatred of war to the peoples, one should be based, like in our medical practice, on solid scientific data. I do not wish to dwell on the results of our studies confirmed by the authoritative expert group of the World Health Organization. Physicians have demonstrated to the whole world that not only would nuclear war spell the end of civilization, it would also prejudice the existence of life on Earth. My conscience, and I am sure the same applies to many of my colleagues in IPPNW, was staggered primarily by the total number of victims in nuclear war. The human mind finds it difficult to comprehend the figure of 2,000 million victims. As they say, one death is death, but a million deaths are statistics. For us, physicians, life is the aim of our work and each death is a tragedy. As people constantly involved in the care of patients, we felt the urge to warn governments and peoples that the critical point has been passed: medicine will be unable to render even minimal assistance to the victims of a nuclear conflict - the wounded, the burned, the sick - including the population of the country which unleashes nuclear war. Even rough estimates show it would require efforts of at least 30 million physicians, 100 million nurses and technical personnel. These, of course, are absolutely unrealistic figures. In the world today there are around 3.5 million physicians and about 7.5 million nurses. Treatment of a few hundred patients suffering from burns as a result of a major fire can rapidly exhaust the burn cure resources of a large city. Where, then, can the resources be found to treat thousands and millions of casualties? Physicians and hospitals will face an insoluble problem, even if we discount the appalling conditions of "nuclear winter" which is bound to cap the catastrophe. Besides, in a nuclear war many physicians and nurses will be killed and many hospitals destroyed. … Today is a meaningful and festive day for over 140,000 physicians from 41 nations, those who united in the movement of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War. And not only for them but for all honest men and women dedicated to maintaining life on Earth as members of the most humane profession - medicine. The Nobel Prize awarded to our movement is not only a recognition of physicians' services in denouncing the nuclear illusions and promoting a true perception of nuclear weapons and effects of their use, but also a symbol of international trust and belief in the infinite value and uniqueness of the human mind. As Ibsen6 wrote in Peer Gynt "Only he who has nothing to lose in life can risk it". Nuclear war, unless it is prevented, would lead to the extinction of life on Earth and possibly in the Universe. Can we take such a risk? 

US Space exploration starts a new Cold War scenario 

Bhadrakumar 6/11- Ambassador M K Bhadrakumar was a career diplomat in the Indian Foreign Service ( 6/11/11, M. K., “US breathes life into a new cold war”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Central_Asia/MF07Ag01.html, EL)
The United States, too, is re-emerging "unchanged". There is a flurry of activity as if making up for lost time - "unilateralist" military intervention in Libya; deployment of a F-16 squadron in Poland; establishment of military bases in Romania; resuscitation of the George W Bush era plans for deployment of a US missile defense system in Central Europe; revival of the entente cordiale among "new Europeans"; threatened "humanitarian intervention" in Syria; renewed talk of military action against Iran; a push for a long-term military presence in Iraq and Afghanistan; revving up of the expansion of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) into Central Asia; violation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Pakistan; the threat of "regime change" in Sri Lanka; and last weekend the announcement of the deployment of light combat ships in Singapore. All this has happened within a 100-day period. It was almost inevitable that the Caspian great game would be revived, too. After the unexplained hibernation in the period since the exit of the Bush presidency in the beginning of 2009, Richard Morningstar, the US's special envoy for Eurasian energy, has returned to the arena. If his testimony at the hearing conducted by the US House Committee on Foreign Affairs last week had one single message, it was that the US's Eurasian energy strategy remained "unchanged" in its core agenda, namely, to challenge Russia's potential to use its vast reserves as an energy exporter to re-emerge as a big power on the world stage. Cold War rhetoric surfaces The geopolitical agenda of the US's Eurasian energy strategy was spelt out with characteristic bluntness at the same congressional hearing by noted Russia expert Ariel Cohen. There may be nothing strikingly new, arguably, in Cohen's thesis about Russia's "expansionist agenda" reflected in its energy policies, but nonetheless it merits reiteration by way of providing the backdrop to Morningstar's testimony. He was constrained by the norms of diplomatic practice to hold back on direct criticism of Russia, with which the Barack Obama administration is engaged in a "reset" at the moment 

2NC Extns- Solvency
Russia is capable of becoming leader in space 

United Press international, 11-  (3/8/10, “Putin: Russia to be space launch leader”, http://www.upi.com/Science_News/2011/04/08/Putin-Russia-to-be-space-launch-leader/UPI-64771302284665/, EL)
Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin says his country could become the world's leader in space launches in the foreseeable future. Speaking at a conference on the future of Russia's national space industry, Putin said Russia was capable of making every second space launch in the world, ITAR-Tass reported Thursday. "These days our country ensures 40 percent of all space launches in the world, and I believe that we shall be able to build up that share by five percent, even 10, in the foreseeable future," he said. In so doing Russia should confine itself to the role of an international provider of space carrier services, he said.  
Russia is investing in space program now 
Space Daily 11Space News from SpaceDaily.Com brings the space industry professional daily news from the frontier, with contract, bid, launch and on-orbit satellite news as it happens (4/11/11, “Putin Touts Russia's Growing Investment In Space Programs” http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/Putin_Touts_Russias_Growing_Investment_In_Space_Programs_999.html ZA) 
The Russian government earmarked about 200 billion rubles ($7 billion) in funding for space programs in 2010-11, Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said on Thursday. "In the far-from-easy post-crisis conditions we are increasing the volume of funding for our space programs," he said. Putin said Russia would develop a whole range of new capabilities over the next five years. "We need new-generation space equipment, featuring greater reliability and service life," he said. This requires a "deep modernization" of space industry enterprises, as well as significant investment in R and D programs, the prime minister said. Putin directed the Russian space agency Roscosmos, in conjunction with the Russian Academy of Sciences, to draw up long-term space research plans by this August. 

Only Russia can solve- only nation that can provide rides to the ISS
Carbonnel 11 Journalist at Reuters (4/10/11, Alissa, “Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410, ZA) 
(Reuters) - Fifty years after Yuri Gagarin blasted into orbit, descendants of the Soviet craft that carried him still generate pride and profit for Russia, but critics say the nation's space program has slid into stagnation. As it celebrates the pioneering flight on April 12, 1961 that made Gagarin the first man in space, Russia nears another milestone: with the retirement of the U.S. shuttle program this year, it will be the only nation fit to provide rides to the International Space Station. It is a distinction for a country with a history of space firsts, beginning with the 1957 launch of the satellite Sputnik. U.S. space agency NASA pays a newly raised price of nearly $63 million each time it sends an astronaut to the orbital station aboard a Russian Soyuz craft from Russia's Baikonur Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan -- the launch pad for Gagarin's flight. 
US relies on Russian space program- will pay $63 million per astronaut 

Malik 11 SPACE.com Managing Editor (3/14/11, Tariq, “NASA to Fly Astronauts on Russian Spaceships at Nearly $63 Million per Seat” http://www.space.com/11125-nasa-russia-soyuz-deal-spaceflights.html, ZA)

NASA has struck a new $753 million deal with Russia for 12 round trips to the International Space Station, but will now have to pay more per seat – almost $63 million, the U.S. space agency announced today (March 14). The new deal will allow NASA to fly a dozen astronauts from the U.S. or its partner agencies on Russia's venerable Soyuz spacecraft between 2014 and 2015 at a cost of about $62.7 million per seat. That's an increase from the $55.8 million per seat NASA paid under a deal for six round trips to the station in 2013 and 2014. "It's an 8.5 percent annual increase," NASA spokesman Joshua Buck told SPACE.com, referring to the overall increase. "The increase covers just the general inflation rate in Russia for the cost of processing and preparation." Russia's Federal Space Agency has been ferrying cosmonauts and astronauts on round trips to the space station for more than a decade. The $100 billion space station has been under construction by five space agencies, representing 15 countries since 1998 and is nearly complete. The first crew of the space station (called Expedition 1) arrived in November 2001. Three members of the station's latest crew, called Expedition 26, will be returning to Earth Wednesday (March 16) on a Soyuz capsule. 
Russia is ready now- has increased spending on its space industry 

O’Flynn 10 Journalist at The Moscow Times who has lived and worked in Russia for ten years 
(Kevin, “Russia Makes Space for U.S.” http://rbth.ru/articles/2010/03/24/240310_space.html, ZA)
At the same time, the Russian space industry is feeling the warm glow of state backing once again. There has been concerted investment in recent years, an investment that fits in well with the Putin doctrine of trying to restore Russian pride through capacity. And while both countries feel they are the front runners, their dominance could be challenged in the next decade by India and China as they fund their own programs. The Russian government has increased spending on the space industry by a remarkable 40 percent for each of the past five years, spending $2.8 billion in 2009, Euroconsult reported. “It’s like night and day,” said Igor Lissov, editor of News of Cosmonautics (Novosti Kosmonavtiki), comparing funding today with funding in the penurious 1990s. President Putin launched an initial $10 billion program for the space industry between 2006 and 2015. When Putin congratulated space industry workers in 2008 on Cosmonauts' Day (April 12), he called on them to pursue “really ambitious projects.” 

Russia prioritizing space development and exploration now

BBC News 11- British Broadcasting Corporation (6/27/11, “Space exploration remains priority for Russia, Medvedev” http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-13046190, ZA)
Space exploration remains a priority for Russia, President Dmitry Medvedev has said, as the country marks the 50th anniversary of the first human space flight by cosmonaut Yuri Gagarin. "We were first into space, we have a huge number of achievements, we don't want to lose our advantage," he said. The event was marked by ceremonies and a 50-gun salute in Moscow. Gagarin's achievement dispelled fears humans could not survive beyond the Earth's atmosphere. Since his flight in 1961, more than 500 men and women have followed in his footsteps. In a video link-up with the crew of the International Space Station as part of the events marking the anniversary, Mr Medvedev said Russia would continue to devote resources to space exploration. "Humanity will continue to invest in space. I want to say, in the name of Russia, that we will of course do this as space is a priority for us," he added. Later, at an award ceremony in the Kremlin, President Medvedev told former cosmonauts and Gagarin's widow Valentina that Gagarin's flight was "the greatest triumph of our country" at the time. 'Let's go' Before Gagarin, no-one knew for sure if a human could withstand the conditions in space, says the BBC's Steve Rosenberg in Moscow; some believed weightlessness would induce madness, that the G-forces on take off and re-entry would crush the body, and there was concern over the effects of radiation. But when Gagarin's face and voice were beamed down from space, the world saw that the cosmos was not to be feared - it was to be explored, our correspondent says. On 12 April 1961, to the cry of "Let's go!", Yuri Gagarin embarked on a voyage lasting 108 minutes in a tiny two-metre-wide (6ft) capsule, then ejected and parachuted down into a field in central Russia. "The most emotional moment was when we heard he was walking and waving; his arms and legs were whole. We understood in one sigh that our five to six years of hard work had paid off and we had achieved something huge," said veteran cosmonaut Georgy Grechko, now 79, who worked as an engineer on Gagarin's space capsule. The US responded 10 months later, when John Glenn made the first US orbital flight. Unlike in Gagarin's time, space is no longer the preserve of two superpowers, our correspondent adds. Today as well as Russia and America, there are other players in space, including Europe, China and India - with their own programmes and their own vision for space exploration. 

A2: Perm Do Both
Perm doesn’t solve- US-Russian space cooperation is impossible- empirics
Nezavisimaya Gazeta 10- Independent Russian newspaper (5/20/10, “International Cooperation in Space Is Impossible” http://english.pravda.ru/science/tech/20-05-2010/113443-space_cooperation-0/, ZA)
According to the official space exploration program of the Russian Federation, the nation’s space agency, Roskosmos, does not see activities outside Earth’s orbit without cooperation with other countries. In the past, space exploration programs were based on national ambitions of the states which conducted those programs. The ambition to show the power of its science and technology made the Kremlin launch the world’s first-ever satellite and then first man in space. The White House stunned the world with its Apollo program. The defeat of the USSR in the lunar race made Soviet scientists develop orbital stations Salyut and Mir. The success of the Soviet Union at this point was so impressive that it made the United States proceed in the same direction. In 1984, Ronald Reagan announced the start of works to develop Space Station Freedom with the participation of America’s friends and allies. Tom Moser, the director of the program, clearly stated in 1987, when he tried to convince the Congress to fund the orbital complex, that Space Station Freedom would be developed to leave the Russians behind. The construction of the station with the participation of international partners was supposed to show that “free nations” could cooperate in space as successfully as communist ones (the Soviet Union was working on the Interkosmos program in cooperation with its political allies during those years). The end of the cold war and the space race deprived the USA of its goals. Moreover, it turned out that coordinating efforts of different countries in one space project was a very complicated objective. Space Station Freedom was supposed to enter orbit at the end of the 1980s. However, the designers of the complex, who had already spent $8 billion on engineering works, could only present a pile of documents to the president and the Congress. The program was eventually scrapped in the beginning of the 1990s. However, NASA suggested the White House should invite Russia in the project to celebrate the start of the new era in US-Russian relations and to build the complex faster, better and cheaper. NASA believed that Russia’s participation in the construction of the station, which was called the ISS, marked an obvious achievement both from the political, technological and economic point of view. US specialists thought that Russia would help save one year and $2 billion. In total, the construction of the ISS was evaluated at $17.4 billion. Russia helped in the solution of two vital problems in the program. It provided the service module (SM) known as Zvezda (Star) and Soyuz spaceships. The module, which provided some of the station’s life support systems, was launched to the station four years later that planned. US congressmen calculated that the delay resulted in the losses of $5 billion. Russia was primarily responsible for the delay in the start of the exploitation of the complex, not to mention the increased spending. US congressmen repeatedly offered to either exclude Russia from the ISS program or simply purchase its service module. Now it is obvious that if Russia had been deprived of its membership in the program, the space station would have stopped operating after the crash of Shuttle Columbia in 2003. Russia’s Soyuz and Progress booster rockets remained the only option to deliver cargoes and astronauts to the space station before NASA resumed shuttle launches. The fate of the ISS will solely depend on the Russian rockets after 2010, when the shuttle program is shut down completely. If Columbia had not crashed, astronauts would have continued flying to the ISS and back on board NASA’s shuttles, whereas Russia’s role would have been much less important. The problems connected with international cooperation between the members of the ISS project and their dependence on Russia and the USA made NASA’s John Logsdon come to conclusion that the ISS program experience was negative for its members. As for the international cooperation in post-ISS projects, Barack Obama traditionally sees his major objective at this point in preserving America’s leadership in the organization of international efforts to explore the Moon, Mars, etc. Unlike Russia, the USA has no official document related to the space exploration program that would stipulate the nation’s future dependence on cooperation with other countries. The possible consequences of such dependence can be seen in the canceled program of another manned flight to the moon. If the USA had accepted Roskosmos’s request to include Russia in the project, the results would have led to lamentable consequences for Russia. Michael Griffin, a former head of NASA, said in 2006 that cooperation works best only if it is based on you-pay-for-yourself principle. Russia would have ended up with nothing if it had been accepted. A look back at the history of space exploration clearly shows that most significant and technological progress was achieved at the time when it was connected with the solution of strictly national, not international problems of space exploration. Superpowers used space technologies to demonstrate their scientific and technological strength. This competition gave a powerful incentive to the development of space industries in Russia and the United States. International cooperation in space nowadays is impossible. 

US- Russian space cooperation leads to stagnation 
Carbonnel 11 Journalist at Reuters (4/10/11, Alissa, “Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410, ZA) 
In the 1960s, Gagarin's flight seemed to leap off the pages of fantasy novels, inspiring dreams of Martian colonies and imminent deep-space travel. But much of that initial rapture has now faded, leaving nostalgia among many in Russia for the days when the struggle between the two nuclear-armed superpowers fueled and financed the pursuit of new horizons in science. U.S. astronauts and Russian cosmonauts "were never enemies in space, but when we began cooperating on the ground they cut the funding," said veteran cosmonaut Georgy Grechko, 79. "Even the Americans would call us and say 'launch something new, so they'll give us money.'" With competition eclipsed by cooperation, Russia's space agency has survived over the past two decades by hiring out the third seat aboard the Soyuz to foreigners. "Cooperation is good, but as the example of the international space station shows, it also leads to stagnation," Russian space policy analyst Yuri Karash said, according to state-run news agency RIA. 
***

AFF

Perm- Do Both
1. Perm- do both- have the USfg and Russia collaborate in space exploration and development

Russia wants to cooperate with US in space

Pasztor 10 senior special writer at the Los Angeles bureau of The Wall Street Journal, has more than 25 years experience covering local, national and international politics and business (5/19/10, Andy, “Russia Seeks Cooperation With U.S. in Space Effort,” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704912004575252842393481092.html, ZA)

 WASHINGTON—Russian leaders are trying to use the current thaw in relations with the U.S. to enhance cooperation in space, pushing for joint exploration efforts extending past the life of the international space station. Russian Deputy Prime Minister Sergei Ivanov spoke over the weekend with Charles Bolden, head of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and gave the Kremlin's strongest indication to date that it wants to team with the U.S. to explore more deeply into the solar system. In a speech and brief interview Monday, Mr. Ivanov said the time is right for the two countries to share financial and engineering resources on possible ventures that would be launched past 2020 and travel beyond low-earth orbit. The two countries already collaborate extensively on the space station, an international consortium that includes Russia, the U.S. and several other countries. The station, which operates in low-earth orbit, is slated to continue for at least another decade. Both countries need increasing international support to advance in space. With the U.S. space-shuttle fleet slated for retirement next year and Congress and the White House at loggerheads over its replacement, NASA will be entirely dependent on Russian rockets and capsules to get astronauts to the space station for the next several years. Russia's space ambitions, meanwhile, require outside financial support. In his speech to a meeting organized by the Nixon Center, a foreign-policy group, on Monday, Mr. Ivanov pointedly referred to the immense cost of space exploration. The Obama administration has also opened the door for enhanced space cooperation, and Kremlin officials appear persuaded the time is right to begin talks about new ventures. Mr. Ivanov said in the speech that "I firmly believe that all our cooperation in space" so far "should bring more and more fruits." Although he didn't mention details, Mr. Ivanov said that "it's time to look beyond" low-earth orbit. Mr. Ivanov, who has oversight of Russia's aerospace efforts, said after the speech he was "pleased with the tenor of the discussions" with the NASA chief. A NASA spokesman said Tuesday that "building upon several decades of successful cooperation," agency officials and their Russian counterparts "are continuing discussions on potential future cooperative activities in space." Preliminary discussions have focused on ways to team up to develop more-powerful rockets capable of reaching Mars and other destinations, according to people familiar with the matter. 

2. Solvency deficit- Russian space budget can’t afford new projects even with US paying

Thakur 11 Writer for the Engineering and Technology Magazine (4/13/11, Sofia, “Russian space budget 'unambitious', says space agency chief” http://eandt.theiet.org/news/2011/apr/russian-space.cfm, ZA)
Russian space agency Roskosmos cannot afford to finance groundbreaking projects and could be overtaken by China, says its chief. Roskomos head Anatoly Perminov warned that the agency does not currently have a large enough budget and would be at a disadvantage in the marketplace. "The finance ministry's policy doesn't allow us to complete projects aimed at winning the foreign market," Perminov said. Veteran cosmonauts have also complained of stagnation at the agency that beat the United States into space with Yuri Gagarin's first manned space flight 50 years ago. Russia has budgeted 200 billion roubles ($7 billion) for space programmes in 2010-2011, making it the fourth largest spender after US space agency NASA at $18.7 billion, the European Space Agency and France, Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said. Further space boundaries including manned flights to Mars could still be tackled by Russia, Perminov said - but only after 2035. "It would be absurd to fly on the rockets we have now," he said, adding that a flight to Mars using today's technology would take a year and a half. Rumours of Perminov's imminent sacking with have also marred official celebrations of Gagarin's pioneering flight and drawn attention to a string of embarrassing setbacks in recent months. Two high-ranking space officials were fired after three high-tech GLONASS navigation satellites crashed into the Pacific Ocean after a failed launch in December. Experts said Russia had neglected investment in space research and was content to sell seats on its Soviet-designed Soyuz spacecraft to foreign astronauts. Roskosmos will receive $753 million for ferrying 12 US astronauts to the space station during 2014-2016, and has earned some $2.5 billion from NASA and partner agencies for 42 seats on Soyuz craft since 2007. Putin responded that Russia should take pride in handling over 40 per cent of global space launches but must not be confined to the role of a "ferryman".
A2: Russia Soft Power

Non UQ- Russia is pushing hard power now

McFaul 08- the Peter and Helen Bing Senior Fellow at the Hoover Institution. He is also a professor of political science at Stanford University (2008, Michael, “Russia: More Stick, Less Carrot”, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=19883&prog=zru, EL)
 Last summer, Russian President Vladimir Putin announced that Russian strategic flights would permanently resume. Every day, a dozen missile- carrying aircraft, accompanied by support and tanker planes, take off with the mission of protecting Russian territory. Protect it from whom? Although Putin has never identified the enemy that sparked the resumption of these flights after a fifteen-year hiatus, implicitly the antagonist is the only other country with a similar air capability—the United States. Russian bomber flights are among several new demonstrations of Russian military might. Also last summer, Georgian officials reported that Russian planes had entered Georgian airspace and launched a missile (which failed to explode). In the same month, Royal Air Force jets followed a Russian bomber as it approached British airspace, and U.S. pilots exchanged glances with their Russian counterparts near Guam. Putin also proudly presided over a joint military exercise in Russia of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, a new club of autocratic and semiautocratic regimes that includes China and most of the former Soviet republics in Central Asia. Earlier in 2007, Putin approved a seven-year, $200 billion re-armament plan for new planes, missiles, and ships. Did the Cold War sneak back while everyone was focused on Iraq? Thankfully, no. Should the United States be worried about Russia’s assertive new posture? Yes. 

Non UQ- Russia opts for hard power over soft

Luttwak, 08- senior fellow in the Centre for Strategic and International Studies (8/17/08. Edward, “Moscow has blown away soft power”, Lexis, EL)

Tanks once again decide what happens. "Soft power'', on which so many hopes had been pinned, has just been exposed as irrelevant. The Russians clearly don't care. Their tanks have rolled in, and nothing except a bigger, more powerful force can stop them. The huge change follows inevitably from Russia's regression to its own historic version of empire, which existed under the tsars and was revived by Stalin. It is based on a tacit bargain: the Russians accept authoritarian rule and the loss of personal freedom in exchange for an imperial role on the global scene, which starts with the "near abroad'' - countries such as Georgia, which used to belong to the Soviet Union. For all its weaknesses, the Russian Federation has all that is required to function as a great power: a determined ruling elite, a vast nuclear arsenal, adequate military forces which are now being modernized, and a revitalized intelligence service. The reversion of Russia to the dangerous rules of great-power politics compels all other countries to change their behavior as well. Unfortunately, this is not a game, and participation is not voluntary. Understandably, the Poles have been the first to react. They had been bargaining with the Americans for many months to extract more rewards in exchange for accepting a small American anti-ballistic missile base on their territory. But within hours of the Russian advance into Georgian territory the Poles dropped all of their demands and accepted "missile defence'' on America's terms. Other reactions may be much less obvious but could be much more important: Japan is likely to draw even closer to the United States, while China's rulers might be influenced in a most unfortunate way. After leaning this way and that, the Chinese had seemingly decided that maximizing their nation's economic success was more valuable than a fast build-up of military strength. But having seen how Russia is now behaving, they may decide it is time to revert to building bombs, missiles and equipping a vast army. Still, the most direct impact of Russia's decision to jettison "soft power'' in favour of brute military force will be on Europe, the North Atlantic alliance and its military arm, Nato. All through the Cold War, Nato was a truly operational organization, in which every member country had to be ready to fight in defence of other members. Once the Soviet Union collapsed, some statesmen wanted to abolish Nato. That did not happen, but the organisation never really worked for expeditions outside of Europe. So Nato became something of a social club for European armed forces. That is why Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania were allowed in, even though nothing was done to prepare for their defence in the event of a Russian threat to their borders. The same was true of Poland, less indefensible with its much deeper territory and significant armed forces, but also the prime focus of Russian hostility. As soon as Poland's acceptance of the American anti-missile base was announced, the Russian reaction was brutal. Colonel-General Anatoliy Alekseevich Nogovitsyn, deputy chief of the Russian General Staff, declared that "by accepting the missile-defence battery Poland is exposing itself to a strike... Such targets are destroyed as a first priority.'' Sheer madness one might think but Russia's threat to Poland cannot be just ignored, given the realities on the ground in Georgia. It was in that other world of "soft power'' that has just ended that the admission of both Georgia and the Ukraine to Nato was being rapidly prepared. That was precisely the strategic setting of an attack on Georgia's independence by the former Russian president Vladimir Putin. Under Mr Putin, Russian influence has been restored over the central Asian republics and Moldova. But the big prize is Ukraine. Ukraine's territorial integrity is threatened by Russia's claim to the Crimea, where Moscow retains a fleet at Sevastopol. The local authorities of that city side with Russia and receive subsidies out of the Moscow city budget. There is a large Russian minority in Ukraine, and many Russified Ukrainians would also like to join today's newly prosperous Russia. There is also a new Kremlin threat: on August 13, the Russian news agency Interfax relayed the accusation that Russian warplanes flying in the "peace enforcement operation'' in Georgia were shot down by anti-aircraft missiles supplied by Ukraine. If Ukraine is allowed to enter Nato, all other members must be ready to send their troops to defend its borders - an outlandish notion for most of them. Yet to refuse Ukraine's admission now would inevitably hand it over to Russian hegemony. The decision on whether to confront Russia is an enormously tough one. But that decision will have to be made. It means that Europe's holiday from serious geopolitics is over. 

Turn- US and Russia space advancements cooperation now. 

Pasztor 10- senior special writer at the Los Angeles bureau of The Wall Street Journal, has more than 25 years experience covering local, national and international politics and business (5/19/10, Andy, “Russia Seeks Cooperation With U.S. in Space Effort,” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704912004575252842393481092.html,EL)

Russian leaders are trying to use the current thaw in relations with the U.S. to enhance cooperation in space, pushing for joint exploration efforts extending past the life of the international space station. Russian Deputy Prime Minister Sergei Ivanov spoke over the weekend with Charles Bolden, head of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and gave the Kremlin's strongest indication to date that it wants to team with the U.S. to explore more deeply into the solar system. In a speech and brief interview Monday, Mr. Ivanov said the time is right for the two countries to share financial and engineering resources on possible ventures that would be launched past 2020 and travel beyond low-earth orbit. The two countries already collaborate extensively on the space station, an international consortium that includes Russia, the U.S. and several other countries. The station, which operates in low-earth orbit, is slated to continue for at least another decade. Both countries need increasing international support to advance in space. With the U.S. space-shuttle fleet slated for retirement next year and Congress and the White House at loggerheads over its replacement, NASA will be entirely dependent on Russian rockets and capsules to get astronauts to the space station for the next several years. Russia's space ambitions, meanwhile, require outside financial support. In his speech to a meeting organized by the Nixon Center, a foreign-policy group, on Monday, Mr. Ivanov pointedly referred to the immense cost of space exploration. The Obama administration has also opened the door for enhanced space cooperation, and Kremlin officials appear persuaded the time is right to begin talks about new ventures. Mr. Ivanov said in the speech that "I firmly believe that all our cooperation in space" so far "should bring more and more fruits." Although he didn't mention details, Mr. Ivanov said that "it's time to look beyond" low-earth orbit. Mr. Ivanov, who has oversight of Russia's aerospace efforts, said after the speech he was "pleased with the tenor of the discussions" with the NASA chief. A NASA spokesman said Tuesday that "building upon several decades of successful cooperation," agency officials and their Russian counterparts "are continuing discussions on potential future cooperative activities in space." Preliminary discussions have focused on ways to team up to develop more-powerful rockets capable of reaching Mars and other destinations, according to people familiar with the matter. 

A2: Russia Relations 

Non UQ- US-Russian relations will inevitably fail- empirically proven 

Fenenko 11- leading researcher at the Russian Academy of Sciences’ Institute for International Security (6/21/11 Alexei, “The cyclical nature of Russian-American relations,” http://en.rian.ru/valdai_op/20110621/164739508.html, ZA)

 There is nothing special or unusual about the current difficulties. Over the past twenty years, both Russia and the United States have experienced several cycles of convergence and divergence in their bilateral relations. It seems that Moscow and Washington are doomed to repeat these cycles time and again. Such changes in bilateral relations are no mere coincidence. Russia and the United States base their relations on mutual nuclear deterrence. The material and technical foundations for Russian-American relations differ little from those underpinning the Soviet-American relations of the 1980s. Thus, these cycles of Russian-American rapprochement are due to two factors. First comes the desire to consistently reduce aging nuclear systems so that during disarmament neither party risked destroying the military-strategic parity. Second, the reaction to a major military-political crisis after which the parties seek to reduce confrontation and update the rules of conduct in the military-political sphere. After confronting these tasks, Russia and the United States returned to a state of low intensity confrontation. 

A2: Russia Ready Now
Russian space missions fail- satellite launch failure proves
SPACE.com 11SPACE.com, launched in 1999, is the world's No. 1 source for news of astronomy, skywatching, space exploration, commercial spaceflight and related technologies. Our team of experienced reporters, editors and video producers explore the latest discoveries, missions, trends and futuristic ideas, interviewing expert sources and offering up deep and broad analysis of the findings and issues that are fundamental to or understanding of the universe and our place in it (2/1/11, “Russia Loses New Military Satellite in Space, Reports Say” http://www.space.com/10738-russia-loses-military-satellite-space-reports.html, ZA) 
Russia has reportedly lost contact with its newest military satellite just hours after launching it into space today (Feb. 1), according to Russian reports. The satellite, called Geo-IK-2, blasted off atop a three-stage Rockot booster from Russia's northern Plesetsk Cosmodrome at about 5 p.m. Moscow Time (9 a.m. EST, 1400 GMT). But just two hours after liftoff, the satellite went missing, according to Russia's Itar-Tass and Interfax news agencies. "There is no contact with the satellite," Russia's Interfax-AVN news service quoted an unnamed Russian space industry source as saying. But the satellite did not enter the proper orbit, with some Russian reports suggesting its current flight path brings it as low as 205 miles (330 km) above the ground, AFP reported. The satellite launch failure comes just five weeks after Russian President Dmitry Medvedev fired two top-ranking space officials and reprimanded Anatoly Perminov, chief of Russia's Federal Space Agency, following the botched launch of a Proton rocket carrying three new navigation satellites. In the Dec. 5 launch failure, the Proton rocket's Block DM-3 upper stage was loaded with too much fuel. The basic miscalculation sent the Proton rocket off course. The new Glonass-M navigation satellites onboard that rocket crashed into the Pacific Ocean north of Hawaii. Today's launch failure, however, occurred on a different type of rocket. The Rockot booster design is based on components built for Russia's SS-16 intercontinental ballistic missiles. It has two core stages topped with a Breeze-KM upper stage used to send satellite payloads into their final orbits. According to Interfax, Russia's Defense Ministry is forming a commission to investigate today's launch failure. Russia's Federal Space Agency will form part of that commission, the news agency stated. 
Russia space program will fall behind US
Jamestown Foundation, 96- (11/18/96, “ Another setback for Russian space program”, http://www.jamestown.org/single/?no_cache=1&tx_ttnews%5Btt_news%5D=28890&tx_ttnews%5BbackPid%5D=210, EL)
Russia's troubled space program suffered a serious setback on November 17 when its "Mars-96" interplanetary space probe failed to attain sufficient speed to break out of earth orbit for a planned mission to Mars. Again, the problem was with a booster rocket -- this time the fourth stage of the Proton-K launch vehicle, which apparently failed to ignite. Many European nations and the U.S. were involved in the Mars-96 project. A Russian space official said the probe would probably remain in orbit for no more than 30 days before disintegrating as it falls back into the earth's atmosphere. (Interfax-Ukraine, November 17) The Proton is Russia's largest operational space booster and has had an enviable success since the first version was fired in 1965. The November 17 attempt was the 246th launch of a Proton. Seven of the 8 other launches this year using the Proton were successful, including the first Russian launch of an American commercial satellite. All of these launches, however, involved the 3-stage version of the Proton-K. Khrunichev, manufacturer of the Proton, and the American aerospace firm Lockheed Martin have formed a joint venture to market the Proton for international commercial launches. Russia has been in friendly but serious competition with the U.S. to explore Mars. The Americans launched a probe for Mars two weeks ago and will send another probe on the way early in December. With only a two-month launch window every two years, the Russians are sure to fall behind. 

Russia won’t want to do the plan 

Carbonnel 11 Journalist at Reuters (4/10/11, Alissa, “Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410, ZA) 
Addressing concerns about Russia's role, Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said on Thursday the country could take pride in handling over 40 percent of global space launches but must not be confined to the role of a "ferryman." "Now Russia is returning to researching the planets of the solar system," he said. Russia's space agency will receive $753 million to ferry 12 U.S. astronauts to the space station from 2014-2016, NASA announced last month. Russia raked in some $2.5 billion from NASA and partner agencies for 42 seats on Soyuz craft from 2007. Russia has increased space spending by some 40 percent per year during the last five years, according to Euroconsult, a consulting body that tracks the industry. It has earmarked 200 billion roubles ($7 billion) for space programmes from 2010-2011. Some of the money will fund a new launch facility in Vostochny in far eastern Russia, where the first launches are anticipated in 2015 and the first manned launch in 2018. "Gagarin's flight set the bar. We were always the leaders in space exploration and we must uphold this status," the current commander of the International Space Station, Dmitry Kondratyev, said in a pre-launch interview.
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