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1NC Russian Nationalism Shell

Russia’s resurgent space program is boosting their international image – US abdication of space maintains this

Mack 11 – (3/25/2011, David, “Russia’s New Space Odyssey”, CSIS, http://csis.org/blog/russias-new-space-odyssey) MGM

In this decade Russia is looking to take on a leading role in the international arena, as exemplified by their playing host to a number of the world’s most sought after events, namely, the World Cup and the Olympic Games. It’s no secret that Russia intends to use the public eye to highlight their incredible achievements since the collapse of the Soviet Union, and the resurrection of their space program will be at the forefront of that list. Russia is mulling over the possibility of sending the Olympic flame (a torch which travels around the world before stopping at the host city to mark the start of the games) into space – a novel proposal, and one that would make a bold statement about the clear path that a resurgent Russia is on. Recently Russia has revealed its space strategy up to the year 2035 which details plans for exploration and development of the Moon, Mars, and projects in deep space, as well as a new launch site to be built in Eastern Russia (Vostochniy Cosmodrome), and an all-Russian space station in low-Earth orbit to replace the ISS after the end of its operation in 2020. While logistically speaking manned-missions to the Moon and Mars are still some years away for Russia, they are not wasting any time in preparation. An elaborate experiment is currently underway to test, as accurately as possible, the psychological and physiological strains of a voyage to deep space. Mars500, as it is dubbed, is a $15 million collaborative effort of Russia, China, and the EU to simulate a manned round-trip mission to Mars. Six male crewmembers have been locked in a 1,720-square-foot windowless mock space shuttle located on the outskirts of Moscow for the duration of 520 days with limited contact to the outside world. The simulation is sure to break down some barriers on what is possible concerning the capabilities for manned deep space travel, and could potentially spark a space race for the red planet. [Infographic courtesy of Space.com] CONCLUSION Russia’s space program in recent years has been given a breath of new life. This new decade, and in particular the next four to five years, will be a critical timeframe for Roscosmos. The retirement of the American fleet of space shuttles will leave a void, and Russia can use this opportunity to step up and take a leading role in the international space arena, not to mention the profits they will rake in by monopolizing the market for near-Earth space travel. That is not to say that Russia should simply use this time to capitalize on the favorable supply/demand situation, but use it wisely to invest back into their rocket-space industry and build partnerships with up-and-coming space powers such as India and China so as to aid research and development and remain competitive for the future. The completion of GLONASS by the end of 2011 is certainly as symbolic an accomplishment as it is a strategic one for Russia, and though they have restored some of their lost grandeur, Roscosmos still has a lot to prove. But Russia’s space program is surely on its way forward as true pioneers of mankind’s final frontier. 

Power is zero-sum – a weakened Russia emboldens nationalism

Barry 9 – Moscow correspondent for The New York Times (1/12/2009, Ellen, “U.S.-Russia relations at a crossroads; Moscow can elect path of cooperation or one of retrenchment”, The International Herald Tribune, Lexis) MGM

But others see the crisis pushing Russia in the opposite direction. The second scenario is one of retrenchment and nationalism. ''Less resources means more selfish behavior,'' Sergei Markov, director of the Institute of Political Studies in Moscow, said. In this scenario, Russia finds itself facing internal dissent and the threat of regional separatism, while also short of the oil money that it used to disburse to maintain control. When forced to fight for their own survival, political leaders tailor their policies to public opinion. They tend to focus on an external enemy, for instance the United States, which Russian leaders already blame for the financial crisis and for provoking Russia by trying to exert military influence over Ukraine. By this logic, it would be absurd for Moscow to cede ground to the West now, after the long-awaited taste of satisfaction that Russia experienced with the recent war with Georgia. Indeed, many Russians see the war last August as having restored Russia's rightful place in the world. ''Russia has returned, period,'' Vyacheslav Nikonov, president of the Kremlin-aligned Polity Foundation, said. ''That will not change. It will not get back under the table.'' So which scenario is more likely? First, it is clear that the Russian authorities are preparing to defend their political power. After presenting himself as a liberal modernizer, Medvedev has made it a priority to extend the presidential term to six years from four. Meanwhile, the president also signed a law last week that eliminates jury trials for ''crimes against the state'' and that, pending legislation, would expand the definition of treason. 

Russian nationalism leads to nuclear war and extinction
Israelyan 98 Victor was a Soviet ambassador, diplomat, arms control negotiator, and leading political scientist. The Washington Quarterly, Winter)


The first and by far most dangerous possibility is what I call the power scenario. Supporters of this option would, in the name of a "united and undivided Russia," radically change domestic and foreign policies. Many would seek to revive a dictatorship and take urgent military steps to mobilize the people against the outside "enemy." Such steps would include Russia's denunciation of the commitment to no-first-use of nuclear weapons; suspension of the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) I and refusal to ratify both START II and the Chemical Weapons Convention; denunciation of the Biological Weapons Convention; and reinstatement of a full-scale armed force, including the acquisition of additional intercontinental ballistic missiles with multiple warheads, as well as medium- and short-range missiles such as the SS-20. Some of these measures will demand substantial financing, whereas others, such as the denunciation and refusal to ratify arms control treaties, would, according to proponents, save money by alleviating the obligations of those agreements. In this scenario, Russia's military planners would shift Western countries from the category of strategic partners to the category of countries representing a threat to national security. This will revive the strategy of nuclear deterrence -- and indeed, realizing its unfavorable odds against the expanded NATO, Russia will place new emphasis on the first-use of nuclear weapons, a trend that is underway already. The power scenario envisages a hard-line policy toward the CIS countries, and in such circumstances the problem of the Russian diaspora in those countries would be greatly magnified. Moscow would use all the means at its disposal, including economic sanctions and political ultimatums, to ensure the rights of ethnic Russians in CIS countries as well as to have an influence on other issues. Of those means, even the use of direct military force in places like the Baltics cannot be ruled out. Some will object that this scenario is implausible because no potential dictator exists in Russia who could carry out this strategy. I am not so sure. Some Duma members -- such as Victor Antipov, Sergei Baburin, Vladimir Zhirinovsky, and Albert Makashov, who are leading politicians in ultranationalistic parties and fractions in the parliament -- are ready to follow this path to save a "united Russia." Baburin's "Anti-NATO" deputy group boasts a membership of more than 240 Duma members. One cannot help but remember that when Weimar Germany was isolated, exhausted, and humiliated as a result of World War I and the Versailles Treaty, Adolf Hitler took it upon himself to "save" his country. It took the former corporal only a few years to plunge the world into a second world war that cost humanity more than 50 million lives. I do not believe that Russia has the economic strength to implement such a scenario successfully, but then again, Germany's economic situation in the 1920s was hardly that strong either. Thus, I am afraid that economics will not deter the power scenario's would-be authors from attempting it. Baburin, for example, warned that any political leader who would "dare to encroach upon Russia" would be decisively repulsed by the Russian Federation "by all measures on heaven and earth up to the use of nuclear weapons." n10 In autumn 1996 Oleg Grynevsky, Russian ambassador to Sweden and former Soviet arms control negotiator, while saying that NATO expansion increases the risk of nuclear war, reminded his Western listeners that Russia has enough missiles to destroy both the United States and Europe. n11 Former Russian minister of defense Igor Rodionov warned several times that Russia's vast nuclear arsenal could become uncontrollable. In this context, one should keep in mind that, despite dramatically reduced nuclear arsenals -- and tensions -- Russia and the United States remain poised to launch their missiles in minutes. I cannot but agree with Anatol Lieven, who wrote, "It may be, therefore, that with all the new Russian order's many problems and weaknesses, it will for a long time be able to stumble on, until we all fall down together." n12

Big 2NC Impact
Strong Russian space industry solves economic growth, rearm, nationalism, and prolif
LODGSON AND MILLAR 2001 (John and James, ed. “U.S. - Russian Cooperation in Human Space Flight Assessing the Impacts,” The Space Policy Institute and Institute for European, Russian and Eurasian Studies Elliott School of International Affairs George Washington University Washington, DC, February, http://www.overcast.pwp.blueyonder.co.uk/nsam271/media/USRussiaSpace.pdf)

In the midst of the 1993 debate over the wisdom of bringing Russia into the space station partnership, Sagdeev and his Maryland colleague Michael Nacht wrote: In the post-cold-war world, space policy is foreign policy. Russian participation could advance U.S. goals in the former Soviet Union and strengthen President Boris Yeltsin. First, it would provide hard currency for the Government. Second, Russia is struggling to cling to the vestiges of its superpower status, and hardliners, in their fight against reforms, have played on the people's fear of diminished international standing. Remaining active in space exploration could help Russia maintain technological prestige while it reduces its nuclear arsenal. The project would allow Russia's talented scientists and engineers to escape from the confines of the military and intelligence apparatus. They could show American experts the full range of their skills and technology. This could open the doors to legitimate financial opportunities at a time when many are tempted by lucrative projects that would enhance the military capabilities of third world despots.3
2NC Nationalism DA—Space Key

Space accomplishments are the key factor in Russian national pride

HARVEY 2007 (Brian, author of several books about space, The rebirth of the Russian space program: 50 years after Sputnik, new frontiers, p. 334)
The commitment of the Russians to their space program was something which many outside observers found hard to understand. It is not one universally shared in a country which has endured much hardship and where many people have more immediate and pressing concerns on their mind, but it is one held by enough people to matter. Soviet and Russian achievements in space were built up painstakingly, painfully, over many years. Their founders had learned in the hard school of the camps, the wartime frontline, the early rockets that often exploded and the Brezhnevite bureaucracy. They had known the heartbreaking failures, the loss of two Soyuz crews, the satellites that went silent, the upper stages that would not be tamed, the Moon race they could not win, the Mars probes that disappeared. But, they also remembered the night the Sputnik was launched, the day they hit the Moon, the glory of Gagarin's flight, Tereshkova, the spacewalk, the soft landing on the Moon, the pictures from Venus, the first space station and then Mir. These things had enabled the Soviet Union and Russia to walk tall in the world, to mark out space exploration as a unique arena of accomplishment. It was a space program in which its participants and admirers could justifiably take immense pride, a program built on a potent mixture of courage, endurance, daring, engineering genius, quality and imagination. It was a program which had deep historical roots—going back to Tsiolkovsky in the 1890s, Kondratyuk's writings during the First World War, Tsander's plans to go to Mars, Glushko's first experiments in the Gas Dynamics Laboratory in the 1920s. It was a program which both pre-dated and outlived the communist experiment. In keeping the Russian space program going, its engineers and scientists, now joined by its managers and accountants, were keeping alive a dream that went back two centuries.
2NC Nationalism DA—Internal link extensions
A loss of power emboldens Russian nationalists

Nodia 9 – Georgian political analyst who served as the Minister of Education and Science in the Cabinet of Georgia (April 2009, Ghia, “THE WOUNDS OF LOST EMPIRE”, Journal of Democracy, Vol. 20, Iss. 2; pg. 34, Proquest) MGM


I believe that the crucial factor in explaining the peculiarity of the Russian case (or, to use the Churchillian words, the "key" to the Russian "enigma") has to do with developments in Russian nationalism, or the Russian perception of the world and Russia's place in it. The concept of nationalism mostly brings to mind small nations striving for independence from larger ones. But big-nation nationalism is no less important, even if many contemporary analysts of international relations fail to gauge its significance. Small-nation nationalism is typically about sovereignty, about being recognized as a player that can make its own choices. But great-power nationalism is about participation in determining the world order, about having a voice in setting international norms. It is about the recognition not merely of sovereignty, but of greatness. Failure to attain such recognition leads to deep feelings of resentment: It is the note of resentment that makes this variety of nationalism the most powerful factor in international politics, especially post-Cold War politics. The syndrome is mostly characteristic of nations that once had, but have now lost, great-power status. Russia is one of the most conspicuous cases of great-power resentment, though certainly not the only one. Such resentment expresses itself in various ways in the behavior of nations as different as France, Turkey, Iran, and China. The Mainspring of Policy The most popular target of such resentment is the United States-not necessarily because it has done something wrong (it may have done so, of course, but that is not at issue here) but because it is the great power of the day. The resentment may also take as its target a vaguer entity called "the West," because in the modern world, "the West" has acquired the collective moral power to set norms in politics and much more besides. 

A weak Russia empowers nationalists – this is empirically true

Neumann 8 – Norwegian political scientist and social anthropologist, a professor of Russian studies at the University of Oslo and has been research director at the Norwegian Institute of International Affairs since 2008 (2008, Iver, “Russia as a great power, 1815–2007”, Journal of International Relations and Development, http://www.palgrave-journals.com/jird/journal/v11/n2/full/jird20087a.html) MGM
From early contacts between Muscovy and the Holy Roman Empire through the rapid increase in contact during and following Peter the Great's reign and finally during the Soviet period, Russia has tried to be recognized by the leading European powers as their equal.1 This quest has taken on an importance that places it squarely at the centre of Russian identity politics. Indeed, Russian nationalism congealed historically around this very issue. When, in the early 1990s, leading politicians wrote newspaper articles about how they did not want to live in a ‘banana republic’ and when Russian and European politicians point to data in a wide range of fields listing Russia on a par with smaller powers, the message lends its power from the tacit assumption that a small-power Russia is an impossibility.2 Russia has to be a great power, or it will be nothing. Indeed, this is an explicit, self-referential axiom in Russian identity politics, and has been so for a very long time. To quote the Russian Foreign Minister from 100 years ago, Aleksandr P. Izvol'sky, ‘decline to the level of a second class power […and] become an Asiatic state […] would be a major catastrophe for Russia’ (Lieven 1983: 6). The persistence of the theme and the intensity of its presence in Russian identity politics suggests that Russia's quest for recognition as a great power has not been a successful one. This is because, if an identity claim is successful, it forms part of the horizon of the political debate rather than its substance. Recognition of Russia as a great power can only be given by great powers that are firmly established as such. Historically, that means the European powers to the West of Russia. It follows that if we want to account for Russia's feeling of non-recognition, then we need to give an account of what the criteria for great powerhood have been, and then discuss where Russia has been found wanting. Note that the main focus must then fall on how Russian state-building was represented by contemporary great powers. 

Russia’s decline sparks nationalism

Kitfield 8 –  national security and foreign affairs correspondent for National Journal magazine, an independent and non-partisan newsweekly on politics and government published by Atlantic Media Company (12/20/2008, James, “Russia's New Red Lines”, The National Journal, Lexis) MGM

"Russia's most important national goal is to make the country count again in international affairs, or as President Medvedev put it, 'Russia exists as a great power, or it doesn't exist at all,' " said Thomas Graham, who served as the director for Russia on the National Security Council from 2002 to 2007. The region that historically gave Russia geopolitical weight in the world, he noted, is the former Soviet satellites on its periphery. "Expanding NATO [to Russia's borders] would be the most fateful error of American policy in the entire post-Cold War era."--George Kennan in 1997 "Great powers are supposed to radiate influence, so where else can Russia do so but in its own neighborhood, which is critically important to Russia's economic prosperity, to its sense of security, and to its self-identity?" said Graham, speaking at the AEI. "The biggest issue that continues to poison U.S.-Russian relations -- and we saw it in spades during the Georgian conflict last summer -- is whether the U.S. and Russia can manage relations in that part of the world in a way that recognizes Russian interests but at the same time respects the sovereignty and independence of countries in the region." Although Clinton and Bush administration officials rightfully point to the gains in freedom and stability that came with NATO's expansion, former National Security Adviser Brent Scowcroft and other experts warned all along that the policy was flawed. Expansion lacked a logical end point, he said, and failed to take into account Russia's perception of being surrounded by a military alliance that it could never join. Another prominent critic was George Kennan, a noted Russia expert and the architect of the strategy of "containment" of the Soviet Union that triumphed in the Cold War. "Expanding NATO [to Russia's borders] would be the most fateful error of American policy in the entire post-Cold War era," Kennan wrote in a 1997New York Timesop-ed. "Such a decision may be expected to inflame the nationalistic, anti-Western, and militaristic tendencies in Russian opinion; to have an adverse effect on the development of Russian democracy; to restore the atmosphere of the Cold War to East-West relations; and to impel Russian foreign policy in directions decidedly not to our liking." Strategic Miscalculation Kennan's dire warnings look increasingly prescient. Western leaders assumed that in the long term Russia would remain on the road toward democratic reform and thus generally compliant with the democratic development of its neighbors. In the short term, the West also considered Russia too weak and dependent on Western aid and trade to thwart allied designs. In recent years, both of those assumptions appeared increasingly dubious yet Washington and other alliance capitals hardly seemed to notice. In fact, ever since former KGB apparatchik Vladimir Putin became president in 2000, Russia has marched steadily in a more authoritarian and anti-democratic direction. The Kremlin has taken control of virtually all broadcast media. The government routinely buys stakes in independent businesses through strong-arm tactics, and political opponents and critics of Putin, both at home and abroad, have a disturbing habit of winding up in prison or in the morgue. Putin has stoked Russians' nationalism and sense of grievance to a fever pitch with anti-American diatribes comparing the Bush administration to the Nazi Third Reich and lamenting the dissolution of the Soviet Union as the "greatest catastrophe of the 20th century." Putin has even implied that the United States was indirectly responsible for the horrific Beslan school massacre in 2004, during which Chechen rebels took 1,100 hostages, 334 of whom were killed in the rescue operation. "What I hear from many friends who've been to Russia recently is their surprise and dismay at the hostility and intensity of the official rhetoric directed at the United States and reflected in the state-controlled media, and increasingly we're seeing the authoritarianism at home in Russia reflected in its policies abroad," said Daniel Fried, assistant secretary of State for Europe and Eurasia, speaking at the German Marshall Fund. Russia today is increasingly a "revisionist" power, looking to turn back the clock, Fried contends. "Russia's demand for a 'sphere of influence' and privileged relations with countries that used to be part of the Soviet Union is really a 19th-century view that recalls Czar Nicholas. And Russia has tried [in Georgia] to enforce it through 19th-century means." As one of the world's largest energy exporters, Russia has regained economic strength in recent years through the flow of petrodollars. At the same time, the Russian military has resumed some of its most provocative Cold War practices. Russian bombers have again taken to buzzing U.S. aircraft carriers and entering the NATO allies' air space. Moscow has also sought partnerships with such U.S. adversaries as Iran and Venezuela. NATO leaders could plausibly argue a decade ago that a relatively weak Russia determined to integrate with the West would come around to view the alliance as benign; they cannot plausibly make that argument of the stronger, increasingly anti-democratic, and bellicose Russia of 2008. Western nations knew that operations in Iraq and Afghanistan had severely stretched the capacities of the U.S. military and its NATO counterparts, but they didn't think that Moscow would notice. As it turns out, Russia not only perceived that weakness but exploited it in its war on Georgia. And Georgia came after a series of NATO moves angered the Kremlin. In the year preceding the outbreak of hostilities in Georgia, the Bush administration and many Western allies officially recognized Kosovo's independence despite Russia's strong objections and Putin's threats to recognize the independence of South Ossetia in return. At the Bucharest summit last spring, the allies announced plans to offer a path toward NATO membership for Georgia and Ukraine, former states of the Soviet Union whose borders Russia had long insisted were red lines that NATO crossed at its peril. The United States also unilaterally announced plans to build a missile defense system in Poland and the Czech Republic over stringent objections from Moscow. "Put yourself in Putin's shoes for just a moment," George Friedman, president of the private intelligence and analytic firm Stratfor, advised in an interview. "You've stated publicly that the breakup of the Soviet empire was a geopolitical catastrophe for Russia, and then you look around and all your neighbors are being admitted to a military alliance that you fought for 40 years. You look at democratic revolutions in Georgia and Ukraine, and you see a systematic conspiracy by U.S. intelligence to strangle the motherland by surrounding Russia with pro-Western satellites. You also see the United States tied down in the Middle East and NATO in Afghanistan, and you realize that your adversaries have miscalculated the relative power balance of the moment. What do you do? You take advantage of that weakness by choosing a country closely aligned with the United States, like Georgia, and you humiliate it. Then you turn to other countries in the region like Ukraine and the Baltic nations, and you say, 'Look, that's what U.S. security guarantees are worth.' " Alexander (Sandy) Vershbow was the U.S. ambassador to Russia from 2001 to 2005, and ambassador to NATO before that. "The Russians have come to believe with great conviction that the United States is out to weaken them and deprive Russia of its rightful place in the world. That view is fundamentally wrong, but it reflects the views of KGB and security-force people who have come to dominate Russia's leadership under Putin, and who never accepted the paradigm of the West trying to integrate Russia into a Europe that is whole, free, and at peace," he said recently at the Center for Strategic and International Studies. Perceiving that the United States is weakened by the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and by the financial crisis, "the Russians are now in payback mode and intent on settling scores," Vershbow said. "That could make life very difficult for the next administration." Challenging Obama The confluence of the Georgia conflict, the global financial crisis, and the change of administration in Washington is producing a moment in U.S.-Russian relations fraught with risk -- and opportunity. As a result of the war, the economic meltdown, and the Russian government's outsized role in business, foreign capital has fled Russia, forcing Moscow to suspend trading and close its stock exchange on multiple occasions. The precipitous drop in oil prices has further rocked the Russian economy. Some experts believe that the aftershocks have shaken Moscow's triumphalism of August, underscoring that Russia isolates itself from the West and the global economy at its own risk. The Russian economy remains one-dimensionally centered on energy and badly needs modernization and Western technology. Some experts also advise that talking with the Russians when oil is selling at less than $50 a barrel would be more fruitful than when it was nearly $150 a barrel. "Many Western countries were stunned in 2006 when Russia shut off its oil shipments to Ukraine in a showdown over pricing, and many attributed it to the Russian leadership's heady exuberance and intoxication over their oil wealth and economic revival," said Zeyno Baran, an energy expert and the director of the Center for Eurasian Policy at the Hudson Institute. "Now with oil prices going way down, a new realism may creep into the calculations of Russia." On the other hand, if Putin continues to blame the United States for all of his country's ills and to stoke xenophobic nationalism to maintain domestic political support in tough times, the Russian mood could turn even nastier. At some point, that narrative begins to read like Germany's Weimar Republic in the interwar years, a destitute society nursing its grievances and plotting revenge, largely in isolation. 

Russia’s nationalist resurgence is fueled by non-hegemonic status

Bogle, no date – teaches history and political science with an educational background in international conflict (Allan, “The Rise of Russian Nationalism”, http://hubpages.com/hub/Russiannationalism) MGM

The reemergence of Russian nationalism since the collapse of the former Soviet Union has led not only to a reevaluation of American-Russian relations but also to the possibility of a second Cold War. Parties with strong nationalistic platforms based on racial or cultural views of Slavic superiority now make up thirty per cent of the Duma, Russia’s governing assembly. As the Russian economy continues to struggle, questions remain unanswered as to the source of turmoil within Russia. The recent war with Chechnya resulting in the deaths of over ten thousand Russian soldiers only clouds the issue further; leading many in Russia to contemplate their own standing within the world. These factors, coupled with the loss of prestige, power and a plummeting standard of living has fueled the re-emergence of Russian nationalism both within the Kremlin and without, from pro-Putin factions to violent fascist organizations who wish to rid Russia of anything deemed undesirable, from Western influence to that of racial and cultural segregation. Caught in the middle are small democratic parties struggling not only to find a viable place in Russian politics but also to fend off violent opposition within their own country. Russian nationalism is on the rise, but it is not the same notion that prevailed in the days of Boris Yeltsin, when nationalism was diluted with the temperance of other ideologies such as communism or the anger over social inequality. Russian nationalism has secured an agenda completely devoid of such trappings and has instead centered on patriotic fervor, strengthening opposition against the moral and spiritual decay of Russian values. The Russian Orthodox Church has for the first time joined it in voice. Youth parties not seen during the communist era have sprung up, held together by a loose agglomeration of strong-arm patriotism and youthful fervor. Vladimir Putin has consolidated his power and a backlash has been unleashed against Russian capitalist ventures such as Yukos and Menatep, resulting in the past arrest and imprisonment of Mikhail Khodorkovsky and Platon Lebedev, key business leaders. 

2NC Nationalism DA—US Action Link

US cuts increase the prestige of the Russian space program

Ardayeva 10 – (11/3/10, Anya, Deutsche Welle, major German international newspaper, FSN (the world's leading independent broadcast news agency) Lead Moscow Correspondent and her TV and Radio reports are seen and heard worldwide , “Russian space program on the rise,” http://www.dw-world.de/dw/article/0,,6185232,00.html DH)

This week marks the 10th anniversary of continuous human habitation aboard the International Space Station. Despite the 16 countries that have collectively spent over $100 billion over the past decade, the station's construction is still not complete.

Next year, when the the project is expected to be finally completed, the international space community will have to exclusively rely on the Russian space program to ferry astronauts to and from the station, as NASA is expected to launch one of its final space shuttle missions later this week. That may bring a new level of prestige for the Russian space program, which in 2011 will also celebrate its 50th anniversary of the launch of the first man into space, Yuri Gagarin. 

US space policy angers Russians, boosting nationalism

Logsdon and Millar 1 – *Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington AND **emeritus professor of economics and international affairs at George Washington University (February 2001, John and James, “U.S. -Russian Cooperation in Human Space Flight Assessing the Impacts”, Space Policy Institute and Institute for European, Russian and Eurasian Studies Elliott School of International Affairs The George Washington University, http://www.gwu.edu/~spi/assets/docs/usrussia.pdf) MGM

However, "the recent surge of Russian nationalism and anti-Western sentiments may slow down the momentum and isolate the Russian scientific and industrial elites, which have a stake in the continuation of the process. There is a perception in Russia, for example, that the U.S. interest in bilateral space cooperation is motivated exclusively by the desire to acquire the Russian experience in manned orbital flights after which the United States would attempt to marginalize Russia. Yet other Russian critics claim that Russia's engagement in the ISS project could generally limit its freedom of movement because the United States dominates and controls the project. Accordingly, despite the scientific soundness and value of this project, it is highly politicized in Russia and has far-reaching political implications. The implementation of the project must be continuously supervised and controlled by the top political leadership in both countries and remain insulated from the vagaries of rapidly evolving domestic and international politics." Another participant added "I am deeply worried about what will happen with President Putin- and he himself probably still doesn't know. This may be one of the traditional turns away from the West after a long turn toward the West...I don't like it when exchanges in science and technology are affected by the way the political winds are blowing in Moscow or in Washington, but sometimes cooperation must be put on hold to express deeper concerns. The key question about ISS is whether the Russians are really in it for the long run." 

Assertive US policies fuel Russian nationalism

Omestad 8 – Senior Writer at US News, covers international affairs and diplomacy, winner of the National Press Club’s Edwin M. Hood Award for Diplomatic Correspondence (12/1/2008, Thomas, “Why Russia May Become A Big Problem for Barack Obama”, US News, Lexis) MGM

But among all the current and emerging great powers of the world, Russia stands out for the degree to which its relationship with the United States has deteriorated during the first decade of this young century. A Russian penchant for strongman-style rule re-emerged under then President and now Prime Minister Vladimir Putin. Power was recentralized inside the high walls of the Kremlin. Through Putin's United Russia party, the Russian Parliament fell into lock step, while both the news media and provincial authorities were stripped of much of their autonomy and clout. Assertive U.S. policies on NATO expansion, arms control, and other issues stirred popular resentment inside Russia--and aided Putin's nurturing of a new Russian nationalism. Fueled by proceeds from the export of oil and natural gas, Russia began reasserting itself abroad, especially in areas that had once fallen under Moscow's domination. The Russian invasion and partial occupation of Georgia this August serves now as Exhibit A of its willingness to flex muscles that had once atrophied. Russia recognized the independence of breakaway republics South Ossetia and Abkhazia, drawing condemnation in the West. Elsewhere, Russia has turned off the energy spigot to pressure Ukraine and dispatched naval forces to Latin American waters for first time since the Soviet era. 

2NC Nationalism DA—Space key to Nationalism 

Russia is increasing their commitment to space to boost domestic patriotism

Osborn 4/8 – the Daily and Sunday Telegraph's Moscow correspondent (4/8/2011, Andrew, “Russia plans moon base, Mars mission”, Daily Telegraph/Reuters, http://www.vancouversun.com/technology/Russia+plans+moon+base+Mars+mission/4580202/story.html) MGM

Russia has announced that it intends to build a base on the moon within 20 years, which it plans to use as a staging post for a manned mission to Mars. The promise was made as Prime Minister Vladimir Putin chaired a meeting on Russia's space program just days ahead of the 50th anniversary of Yuri Gagarin becoming the first human in space. The Kremlin is using Tuesday's anniversary to boost patriotic sentiment and briefing documents handed out before the Putin's meeting showed it is determined to restore the nation's space-program to its Soviet-era glory. "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," the briefing document said. A manned mission to Mars would be possible after 2030, the report added. Putin said Russia was already responsible for 40 per cent of all space launches but said it could do better. "I think we can up that by five or even 10 per cent in the foreseeable future," he said. The Kremlin is pouring more money into its program with plans for a new cosmodrome and a new spacecraft well advanced. However, Alexander Serebrov, a former cosmonaut, said that talk of a moon base was premature. He said: "Our scientists are of an age that means they will not live to see these things." Energy-rich Russia's space budget for 2010-2011 is 200 billion rubles ($6.7 billion Cdn), 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. 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 the facility it is building in Vostochny in 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.

2NC Nationalism DA—Russian Public Uniqueness 
Russia’s public thinks they’re the space leader now

Russia & CIS Military Daily 4/8 – (4/8/2011, “Corridors of Power Russians do not doubt Russia's current, future space leadership – poll”, Lexis) MGM

Russians do not doubt Russia's current, future space leadership - poll MOSCOW. April 8 (Interfax) - Half of Russians (50%) are certain that our country will keep its leading position in space exploration; 31% disagreed with them, while one in five (19%) could not answer during a nationwide poll in 43 Russian regions in early April 2011. In 2008, Russia's leadership in extraterrestrial space exploration was acknowledged by 56% respondents and denied by 26%; in 2002, those who believed the leadership were a majority (50% against 36%), according to the Public Opinion Foundation (FOM) which conducted the survey. Meanwhile, 36% of Russians do not doubt that Russia will remain the leader in space exploration in the future; those who named the U.S. were just 16%, and even fewer respondents (11%) pointed to China. Russia's key space priorities over the next 20 years should include Solar system exploration (36%), development of reliable rockets for delivering satellites and other spacecraft to Earth orbit (31%), development of the GLONASS satellite navigation system (30%) and creation of new defense space technologies (27%). Also, the importance of the Mars mission is acknowledged by 18% respondents; the mission to the nearest star by 15% and the development of space tourism by 12%. 

The Russian space program is popular 

Mindell et. al 9 – Frances and David Dibner Professor of the History of Engineering and Manufacturing Professor of Engineering Systems Margaret MacVicar Faculty Fellow Director, Program in Science, Technology and Society (Scott Uebelhart, postdoctoral associate in the MIT Program in Science, Technology, and Society, Asif A. Siddiqi, Bangladeshi American space historian and assistant professor of history, Slava Gerovitch, Dibner/Sloan Postdoctoral Researcher at the Dibner Institute for the History of Science and Technology at MIT, “The Future of Human Spaceflight: Objectives and Policy Implications in a Global Context”, AMERICAN ACADEMY OF ARTS & SCIENCES, http://carnegie.org/fileadmin/Media/Publications/PDF/spaceFuture.pdf) MGM

Space exploration continues to attract the attention of the Russian public. Nearly a third regularly follow recent space news. More than half believe that Russia still holds a leading position in space exploration; one-quarter have the opposite opinion.62 More than half support an expansion of the current Russian space program, one-third prefer the status quo, and only 6 percent favor 22 THE reductions.63 At the same time, only 10 percent believe that the space industry would provide a boost to the national economy.64 

Military Confidence Module
Perceived Russian leadership in space is key to military confidence

ARBATOV 2011 (Alexei, Head of the Center for International Security at the Russian Academy of Science’s Institute for World Economy and International Relations, Toward a Theory of Spacepower, ed. Lutes and Hays, http://www.ndu.edu/press/lib/pdf/spacepower/spacepower.pdf)
The Russian government sees spacepower as one of the most important attributes of authority and prestige of a nation in the world today. In fact, Moscow believes that a country cannot claim the status of great power without developed space assets and activities—both civilian and military. Space systems are interpreted in Russia as orbital groups of spacecraft and land-based command-control and information relay sites, as well as space launch ranges, launchers, and support infrastructure. In the course of the few last decades, those systems and facilities have become the most important—in some cases, the crucial—resource in supporting military, socioeconomic, commercial, and scientific activities of the world.

Perception of weakness causes Russia to increase reliance on nuclear weapons—the impact is nuclear war

LAMBERT AND MILLER 1997 (Stephen and David, USAF Institute for National Security Studies, “Russia’s Crumbling Tactical Nuclear Weapons Complex: An Opportunity for Arms Control” April www.usafa.af.mil/inss/OCP/ocp12.pdf)

To compensate for Russia’s current conventional weakness, Russian strategists have explicitly sought to “extend the threshold for escalation downward,”28 thereby increasing the likelihood of tactical nuclear release in the face of hostilities. Thus there are two distinct concepts at work: (1) the procedure of pre-delegating the launch codes; and (2) the operational doctrine of lowering the nuclear threshold. These trends are corroborated by interviews with Russian officials familiar with nuclear weapons strategies. Dr. Nikolai Sokov, an expert on the Soviet delegation to START I as well as other US-Soviet summit meetings, affirms that with such a doctrine in place, one “cannot rule out that a local commander could individually take the authority to launch a weapon.”29 The assumption that the Russian weapons control system is more stable during peace-time is also suspect. Due to the lack of technical safeguards, especially on air-delivered weapons (cruise missiles and gravity bombs), individual attempts to acquire these weapons even during times of peace are possible. Moreover, the lack of adequate locking mechanisms on these weapons would then make them deliverable, with a full nuclear yield, even without launch authorization. Media attention has been overwhelmingly dedicated to the apex of the control system; this focus seems to be at least partially misplaced. While it is largely true that the absence of a stable political system and the reliance on a control system with the potential for sudden shifts in allegiances could cause a breakdown of control, the most important dangers of misuse of Russia’s nuclear weapons are not to be found at the apex, but at the lower echelons of the command system. The Russian practice of pre-delegation carries with it the dangers of a premature weapons release or the employment of a nuclear weapon because of the judgment of a local military commander.
Russian nationalism impact—Relations

Russian nationalism hinders US-Russia relations

Valeriano and Voznyak 10 – *Assistant Professor of Political Science at the University of Illinois - Chicago AND **PhD in PolSci (Brandon and Vitaliy, “Rivalry Transformation and Termination: The United States and Russia after the Cold War”, http://tigger.uic.edu/~bvaler/Rivalry%20Transformation%20and%20Termination%20II%20CC%20version%20gut.pdf) MGM

Nationalism is one of the most important reasons the Russia – U.S. rivalry continues. Vasquez predicts that, “because nationalism had been tied to territory, the resurrection of such issues in the post-Cold War era provides the greatest threat to peace” (1994: 215). Nationalist leaders typically advocate aggressive foreign policies not consistent with the termination of the Russia – U.S. rivalry. After 1993, nationalist viewpoints gained a greater role in the formation of Russia’s foreign policy; this was especially so in time of crises, be it from terrorism or war. As Medvedev writes, “even liberal groups have drifted toward the nationalist side of the political spectrum” (1999: 42). Various forms of nationalism have been adopted by political actors within Russia. Tuminez (1996) defines nationalism as an elite-generated political ideology that includes a definition of self-image and a statement of a national mission. Nationalism in the Russian context advocates a strong Russian state. With the ascendancy of Vladimir Putin, Russian nationalism was fully and openly embraced. To win the hearts of the Russian people, Putin first won the war in Chechnya. A successful campaign in Chechnya in 1999-2000 brought a sense of pride and revenge for the 1994 failure. As any nation in time of war, Russians embraced nationalism if only as a medication from everyday problems. The new administration in the Kremlin acted quickly to tap the nationalist capital. One move was to restore the red flag as the flag of the Russian armed forces. Another very popular action by Putin was the increased centralization of power during both the first and second terms of his presidency. Public surveys have continuously relayed the same story: Russians prefer law and order over chaos and instability associated with democratic reforms. What has emerged after 1993 and especially under Putin is an increased call for the revival of Russian power and dominance in the post-Soviet space. The post 1993 shift towards an antagonism for U.S. – Russian relations was motivated by both the rise in Nationalists challenging Yelstin and later Putin, but also because of the failure of market based reforms in many sectors of the economy. The rejection of Western economic ideas leads to the conclusion in domestic actors that the United States is a threat to Russia (Zimmerman 2002). The blame for the failed market and political reforms had to be placed somewhere. What better source of blame than the prominent rival, the United States? The continuation of the rivalry seemingly was a natural choice for the leadership of both states and the public. The political right in both states pushes the rivalry along. In Russia the political right seeks greater Russian power and influence regionally and globally. In the United States the political right seeks to punish appeasement and infiltrations of Communist ideology. One need only watch Fox News in the United States for evidence that the Cold War endures with frequent attacks against communism, socialism, planned economies, and weakening U.S. influence aboard. 

Russian nationalism impact—Racism

Russian nationalists foster a society of racists and xenophobes

Çiçek 11 – Ph.D., Head of Department at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Turkey (Spring 2011, Anıl, “Rise of Russian Nationalism – Footsteps of the Slavophiles?: Understanding the Dynamics of Nationalism as a State Policy in Russia”, ALTERNATIVES TURKISH JOURNAL OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, www.alternativesjournal.net/new/download_pdf.php?f=52_rev1.pdf) MGM

The ethnic nationalists are the representatives of extreme right in Russia whose goal is to achieve “ethnic purity” of Russia based on Slavic origin. They are extremely racist, xenophobic and populist. They advocate the deployment of all people of non-Slavic origin, especially people from the Caucasus whom they consider as the reason of the increase in crime and public disorder. They are antiSemitic and loyal defenders of the slogan “Russia for Russians”. Today, Russian nationalist intellectuals seem to be gathered around the literary journal Nash Sovremennik, a periodical with a nationalist and patriotic content. The articles issued in the above mentioned journal vary from a neo-Orthodox, conservative, neonationalist approach to xenophobic and racist ideologies. 

[Insert Memmi/ Barndt]

Russian nationalism impact—Russian nuclear launch

Collapse of Russia’s space program leads to Russian nuclear launch against the US

Logsdon and Millar 1 – *Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington AND **emeritus professor of economics and international affairs at George Washington University (February 2001, John and James, “U.S. -Russian Cooperation in Human Space Flight Assessing the Impacts”, Space Policy Institute and Institute for European, Russian and Eurasian Studies Elliott School of International Affairs The George Washington University, http://www.gwu.edu/~spi/assets/docs/usrussia.pdf) MGM

Thus "as long as nuclear deterrence is the basis of the U.S.-Russian strategic relationship, engaging Russia's missile and space industry in mutually beneficial technology exchange and relationships is key to predictability and stability. Any collapse of Russia's space infrastructure as a result of the inability to maintain and modernize it could lead to accidental or erroneous launches of strategic nuclear weapons fraught with catastrophic consequences for the United States. Russia's emerging dual-use space capabilities should be a concern but at the present juncture they cannot be a major argument against bilateral or multilateral cooperation." But another participant added "As to the relationship between the military and civilian components, it is becoming very blurred. The basic issue is, are we afraid of that? What would be the worst case scenario if part of the money and expertise goes into the defense sector? What we should be afraid of is Russia's weakness, rather than Russia's strength. One of the weaknesses is the disintegrating early warning system . . . . Even if part of the spin-off from the ISS may benefit the military, at this particular juncture it may be beneficial because it contributes to more predictability. Down the road, military spillover may be a much more serious issue." 

Russian nationalism impact—US deterrence/ Allied Prolif

Russian nationalism spurs nuclear force modernization, collapsing the US deterrent and causing allied prolif

Sheridan 8 – foreign editor of The Australian (10/25/2008, Greg, “Beware Rushing Bear”, Weekend Australian, Lexis) MGM

Russia's political leadership has undergone a total ideological transformation over the past decade. Long gone is its co-operation with the US and the EU. Instead, its leadership now emphasises its ideological hostility to the West. Somewhat like China, ultra-nationalism, suspicion of foreigners and a restoration of state power have become the regime ideology. This is evident in Russia's military actions. Since 2000, its military budget has increased by nearly 500 per cent. Officially, Russia is now the world's second largest military spender, but this is only because China radically understates its true military budget. The things Russia is spending its money on are disturbing. Like China, it is engaging in a comprehensive modernisation of its nuclear arsenal. This is the subject of an important paper by Bradley Thayer and Thomas Skypek, two arms control experts, in the US journal The National Interest. They argue that while the US has a preponderance of strategic nuclear weapons today, Russia will reverse that situation over the next decade. Moscow, they say, is systematically modernising its nuclear bombers, nuclear submarines and its inter-continental ballistic missiles, while the US is doing nothing. Russia is building new missiles and new classes of missiles and consistently carries out Cold War scale military exercises involving strategic weapons. They write: ``[Russia] has the world's largest nuclear weapons production complex, with two plants for nuclear weapons assembly and one plant for plutonium and uranium pit production.'' Russia is actively developing new nuclear delivery systems, especially new missiles. Some may think this is all pretty harmless: more fool the Russians for spending so much money on nuclear weapons that can never be used. But Thayer and Skypek argue that the trend is profoundly dangerous, because if left unchecked it will ultimately erode the power of the US nuclear deterrent. And, they further argue, if the US nuclear deterrent lacks credibility in any part of the world, then nations that today shelter under the US nuclear umbrella, such as Japan, South Korea and Saudi Arabia, could decide they need their own independent nuclear deterrent. This also shows the foolishness of analysis that puts the US at the heart of the failure of nuclear disarmament or even counter-proliferation. The US has greatly reduced its nuclear arsenal since the end of the Cold War. But while the US is doing nothing to keep its nuclear arsenal contemporary and reliable, every other nuclear weapons state is engaged in active development of more modern weapons. The former foreign minister, Gareth Evans, the head of Rudd's Commission on Nuclear Disarmament, gave a pathetic press conference in Sydney recently in which he committed the gross faux pas of saying how much better he thought Obama would be than John McCain for the prospects of nuclear disarmament. This is Evans as pure motormouth. Surely in his position he should be bipartisan about imminent elections in fellow democracies. But more than that, apart from comments on Iran and North Korea, he gave the impression the US was the key stumbling block on the road to nuclear disarmament, without a word about the big nuclear weapons expansion programs of Russia and China. It could even be, as Thayer and Skypek argue, that US complacency on nuclear weapons will ultimately harm the cause of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation. In any event, Russian nationalism and militarism, and the country's vast arsenal of ever more modern nuclear weapons, will be a big part of all geo-strategic equations in the decade ahead. 

Russian nationalism impact—Genocide 
Russian nationalism leads to aggressive anti-semitism and genocide

Copila 08, Emanuel, teaching assistant and a PhD candidate within the Faculty of Political Sciences, Philosophy and Communicational Sciences, from West University of Timisoara (Romania) “ BETWEEN CONTINUITY AND CHANGE:THE RESURGENCE OF NATIONALISM IN POST-SOVIET RUSSIA” Romanian Review on Political Geography, http://www.scribd.com/doc/45787088/Cultural-Ideal-or-Geopolitical-Project-Eurasianism-s-Paradoxes NEH)

The anti-Semite dimension of the Russian nationalism Anti-Semitism is almost inherent to any form of aggressive nationalism. The allogene, depicted best in this type of discourse by the image of the stateless Jew, corrupts and undermines the nations in which he carries out his activities, thus national mobilization must be firstly directed towards the subversions and strangers from within and only then towards external dangers. During the Soviet era, after the year 1960, anti-Semitism had become a requisite of the all finer refined Russian nationalism, reaching all the way to the roots of the October Revolution. Therefore, the true Bolshevik heroes were only Lenin and Stalin, Trotsky and his partisans being only a subversive clique oriented towards the divergence of the Revolution so it would benefit the global Jewish establishment. The Zionist movement 48 was blamed for repeated tentative of destabilizing and compromise on worldwide communism, Fascism and Zionism being considered equal. Dozens of books, hundred of articles have confirmed (…) that Judaism had no other goals than to install a worldwide Fascism. Jews were portrayed as the everlasting aggressors, chauvinists, assassins, parasites. Their aim? To dominate the world through astuteness, corruption and murder. Pioneers of capitalism, they were accused of being the source of all historical plagues, being on top of the fight against communism, especially against Russia, which they were trying to destroy. History had been rewritten. (…) Hitler and his Nazis were depicted as puppets in the hands of the Jews. In 1941, they pushed the Fuhrer into attacking the USSR. Their complicity with National Socialism went up until encouraging the extermination of the poorest of the lot in the death camps  Emanuel COPILA Ş   72 From the manifestos of the Pamjati national movement, active only in the late 80s, we find out that in the first government of the Soviet Union, made up of 22 members, only two were Russians, the rest being “nationalistic Jews”. These would have contributed actively to the demolishment of churches and of worship houses and of the deportations of intellectuals in camps. Even in Gorbachev’s time, the Jews were accused of occupying the best places in the Russian economy and that they had access to higher education in a much larger proportion than the rest of the population. 50 Among the diseases of the Russian nationalistic sentiment after 1970, anti-Semitism is a constant presence. Everything that goes on in Russia, and also all around the world, and is not agreed by the extreme nationalists, must necessarily be corollary of Jewish or freemason intrigues. 51 Not even today, at the beginning of the 21st century, does the anti-Semitism in Russia show any signs of fading. Moreover, the concept has been reinforced, and the consequences it has triggered at a social level are unsettling: the numbers of neo-Nazi groups and their victims are increasing day by day. Only in 2004 the neo-Nazi organizations, among which The Movement for Russia’s National Unity stands out, have killed 44 people, a considerable figure which says a lot about the radicalization of the Russian nationalism. 52 A frequently met tendency of the Russian neo-Nazis is to organize “squads” made up of volunteers that will act out at the outskirts of large cities so as to fight against the crimes caused by Asian or Muslim immigrants 

Genocide risks destruction on a global level – allowing future genocide causes extinction 

Campbell 2001 - Professor Of Political Science And International Relations (Kenneth J., University of Delaware, Assistant Genocide and the Global Village, p. 15-16)

Regardless of where or on how small a scale it begins, the crime of genocide is the complete ideological repudiation of, and a direct murderous assault upon, the prevailing liberal international order. Genocide is fundamentally incompatible with, and destructive of an open, tolerant, democratic, free market international order. As genocide scholar Herbert Hirsch has explained: The unwillingness of the world community to take action to end genocide and political massacres is not only immoral but also impractical. [W]ithout some semblance of stability, commerce, travel, and the international and intranational interchange of goods and information are subjected to severe disruptions. Where genocide is permitted to proliferate, the liberal international order cannot long survive. No group will be safe; every group will wonder when they will be next. Left unchecked, genocide threatens to destroy whatever security, democracy, and prosperity exists in the present international system. As Roger Smith notes: Even the most powerful nations—those armed with nuclear weapons—may end up in struggles that will lead (accidentally, intentionally, insanely) to the ultimate genocide in which they destroy not only each other, but [humankind] mankind itself, sewing the fate of the earth forever with a final genocidal effort. In this sense, genocide is a grave threat to the very fabric of the international system and must be stopped, even at some risk to lives and treasure. The preservation and growth of the present liberal international order is a vital interest for all of its members—states as well as non-states—whether or not those members recognize and accept the reality of that objective interest. Nation states, as the principal members of the present international order, are the only authoritative holders of violent enforcement powers. Non-state actors, though increasing in power relative to states, still do not possess the military force, or the democratic authority to use military force, which is necessary to stop determined perpetrators of mass murder. Consequently, nation-states have a special responsibility to prevent, suppress, and punish all malicious assaults on the fundamental integrity of the prevailing international order.

Russian nationalism impact—Anti-semitism uniqueness 

Unique risk of genocide in Russia now—violent race riots sweeping the nation 
Fight Hatred 11,  The Jabotinsky International Center's think tank to combat anti-Semitism. “ Moscow: Anti-Semitic incitement spreads in wake of race riots” FightHatred.com, 1-3-11 http://www.fighthatred.com/recent-events/online-hate/814-moscow-anti-semitic-incitement-spreads-in-wake-of-race-riots NEH)
The violent race riots directed against natives of the North Caucasus and other non-Slavs in Moscow's Manezh Square last month have also lead to an upsurge of openly anti-Semitic expression in Russia’s online media, blaming the Jews for the incidents and calling for attacks on them. As in past cases, the connection between Russia’s anti-immigrant nationalists and anti-Semitic incitement and violence has been very visible. The riots started as some 5,000 football fans and Russian nationalists gathered on the square to protest inept police handling in the killing of Yegor Sviridov, a Spartak Moscow football club fan who was shot dead in early December during a street fight with migrants from the Caucasus. Aslan Cherkessov, 26, from the North Caucasus republic of Kabardino-Balkaria, has been formally charged with the killing and placed in custody. Immediately after the Manezh clash, Aleksandr Kogan of the Israeli-Russian portal, izrus.co.il, reported that “many Russian bloggers and authors of extremely popular outlets” wrote stories of an openly anti-Semitic nature, in some cases blaming the Jews for the clashes and in others calling for turning popular anger on them." Days after the riots, David Shechter, a spokesman for the Jewish Agency in Moscow, said that “as a result of the disorders and manifestations in Moscow we have noted a sharp increase in interest among the Jewish population” in emigration to Israel. Since that time, the situation has moved from the blogosphere to the streets. Schechter was quoted as saying that “on the wall of the metro entrance on Manezh Square have appeared graffiti featuring large black letters [calling for] ‘the Kikes to Get Out of Russia’ and featuring a swastika” Yuri Kanner, the president of the Russian Jewish Congress, noted that there has been a growth of xenophobic and anti-Semitic articles in the blogosphere. He pointed out that at the time of the disorders, the Russian militia had visibly increased security around synagogues and other Jewish sites in Moscow, an indication that they were ready to block any threat but also one that shows they were concerned that such a threat was likely and immediate. 
***AFF—Disads 
2AC Aerospace Link Turns 

Turn—plan causes investment in Russian Aerospace

Bernstein ’99 (David, member of the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University, http://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=American+Aerospace+hiring+of+Russian+engineers&hl=en&btnG=Search&as_sdt=1%2C23&as_sdtp=on, AM)

Access to Technology In selected fields where the Russians possess superior technologies or the background technology to do cutting-edge R&D, U.S. companies have sought access to this technology to improve their own products’ performance and/or cost. In most of these cases the program evolves into R&D that produces still more advanced technology. The potential for the Russian partner to form a sustainable business can range from virtually zero to quite high. A sustained research relationship and a sustainable business do not always coincide, however. The long-term business depends on both the sharing of rights in the research and the involvement of the Russian partner in aspects of commercialization beyond the research work itself. Cost-effective R&D This overlaps the previous category in that some key background capability is necessary to perform cost-effective R&D; however, there need not be unique or superior technology resident in the Russian organization. In addition to the wage differential, the Russian organization may have a testing facility, for example, that would be costly to replicate and/or that can be operated at significantly lower cost than existing similar facilities in other countries, including the United States. Here too the potential for the Russian partner to form a sustainable business varies widely. Access to Qualified Personnel This overlaps the previous two categories. There are fields in which there is a shortage of qualified personnel in the United States. The primary example in the cases studied herein is software engineers and programmers. Groups of these personnel in Russia often have skills not found in their American counterparts and/or have the advantage of having worked together in teams for several years. The potential to develop a sustainable business is again variable, but can be high if the Russian partner becomes increasingly indispensable and/or of proven value to other possible U.S. partners. The population of potential U.S. partners may be very large in this case. Utilization of Proven Systems There is one sector in this study, rocket propulsion, in which the Russians have highly developed and proven systems that can have a major impact on the competitiveness of U.S. spacebased telecommunications systems. In this field the dollar volume of both sales and projects as well as the potential for building a sustainable business are high. In these ventures the U.S. partner sought to commercialize existing technology which was already embodied in working systems, even though it has also supported additional R&D. Nonproliferation and Demilitarization Private U.S. companies do not have a business motivation to inhibit proliferation and military production. The U.S. government, however, does work toward this end, and endeavors to involve private U.S. companies by providing financial and other incentives. U.S. companies interested in investing for other reasons often view U.S. government programs as a means to reduce costs and risks. Other U.S. government-sponsored programs are operated by enterprise funds and international financial institutions. The government’s objective may be economic development as opposed to or in addition to nonproliferation and demilitarization, but the concept of shared cost and risk is essentially the same. This study does not deal specifically with cases of such shared risk, although some of the cases do involve such projects. The concept is extremely important, however, and whether the U.S. government should use such mechanisms to pursue its policy objectives, and, if it should, how best to make these programs effective is a subject of considerable controversy.
Boeing proves

Bernstein ’99 (David, member of the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University, http://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=American+Aerospace+hiring+of+Russian+engineers&hl=en&btnG=Search&as_sdt=1%2C23&as_sdtp=on, AM)

Both Boeing’s Commercial Airplane Group (BCAG) and the Boeing Information, Space and Defense Group (BISDG) have many projects in Russia.1 In 1993–1997 Boeing funded over $1 billion worth of contracts with the Russian aerospace industry. Though it is not easy to estimate the labor effect of these programs, there is reason to believe that it is measured in tens of thousands of jobs, not counting the multiplication effect. Many of these are well-paid jobs for technical personnel. The share of Russian programs in Boeing’s outsourcing network is still relatively low, however, and does not create any dependency on either side. Boeing’s operating approach to date has been to work by contract with the Russian enterprises. In general Boeing has not taken the approach of hiring individual scientists or engineers directly and has not encouraged any of them to leave their institutes to seek employment with Boeing. Neither has Boeing encouraged any of them to start their own companies. In addition, Boeing has not hired Russian engineers to bring them to the United States. Boeing believes that its approach is the best way to help Russia maintain its core capabilities and to ensure Boeing’s access to the best technology and cooperation available without contributing to the brain drain of top Russian scientists and engineers. At every step of the way Boeing has kept the Russian government informed of its activities and plans in Russia. This, and a clear demonstration of long-term commitment, has resulted in good cooperation from the government as well as the institutes on the research projects. Fundamental differences in the activities of BCAG and BISDG lead to very different operational practices in their respective cooperative ventures. The cooperative ventures of BCAG are primarily R&D or material-certification activities that are not initially on critical paths for the design or production of Boeing aircraft, although they may achieve that status in the future. In addition, most of these activities are relatively small and do not require complex integration of the work of the two partners. BISDG’s cooperative ventures are generally large system-development projects, with critical dependence on the work of both partners. As a result, a systems-integration management approach is used. This has a profound impact on the working relationship between the partners. This situation is complicated further by the fact that some programs are commercial, and others are funded by the U.S. government and therefore have a host of different contractual requirements which Boeing (as prime contractor) must impose on its Russian partners (as subcontractors).

More evidence—we solve Russian aerospace industry
Bernstein ’99 (David, member of the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University, http://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=American+Aerospace+hiring+of+Russian+engineers&hl=en&btnG=Search&as_sdt=1%2C23&as_sdtp=on, AM)

This can be illustrated by comparing subsectors of aerospace. Cooperative technology commercialization in aviation and space are very different. In the latter, American partners are utilizing major systems, such as Proton boosters, designed and manufactured in Russia. In aviation, there are two types of ventures. In the first, American companies (e.g., Boeing) are contracting for diverse elements of research, engineering, and testing, which they then incorporate into aircraft manufactured outside of Russia. In these cases, the technology transfer is largely, but not completely, from Russia to the United States. There are also projects, such as the IL96, in which U.S. companies (e.g., Pratt &Whitney, Collins) have entered into a joint venture for the production of Russian airliners utilizing U.S.-developed engines and avionics. The ultimate plan is that many of these components will be manufactured in Russia. In this case, the main technology transfer is from the United States to Russia. The financial viability of the IL96 is not yet assured as sales have been very low. The international space ventures have been a major factor in the revitalization of the Russian space industry whereas the civil aviation industry is still in a precarious financial condition with very few sales of aircraft.
Turn—current NASA cuts have destroyed the impetus for Russian aerospace innovation—only the plan revitalizes competition to keep the industry afloat. 

De Carbonnel 4/10 (Alissa, contributing writer for the Moscow Times, “Analysis: Stagnation Fears Haunt Russian Space Program”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410, AM)
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. Gubarev said Russia had fallen so far behind it could achieve little better than a supporting role today in the most cutting-edge projects. "In the meantime, America will take its time out and build an entirely new spacecraft, so that five or six years down the line our Soyuz will be entirely redundant," he said. "No serious money is spent on breakthrough projects."
Experts say China could soon challenge both Russia and the United States in space. "The most important role will be played by our Russian Soyuz craft now. But we cannot discount the Chinese, who are following their own path and doing all this independently," Shamsutdinov told Reuters. NASA officials have voiced worries that the current budget financing will not be enough to fund a new rocket and capsule system for deep space travel. NASA's proposed budget for fiscal 2011 is $18.7 billion, some five times higher than Russia's. Russian industry insiders say President Barack Obama's decision to halt work on NASA's next-generation Orion capsule threatens to take the wind out of a parallel Russian effort to design a replacement for the Soyuz that can fly beyond the International Space Station's low 354-km (220 mile) orbit. "A little residual competition is a good thing," Sergei Krikalev, 52, who heads Russia's cosmonaut training center after chalking up a record 803 days in space, told Reuters.

2AC Aerospace Competitiveness Uniqueness
America already falling behind Russia in the international aerospace market—Recent India deals prove
IW 6/23 (Indian Weekender, “Mother of All Deals,”  http://www.indianweekender.co.nz/Pages/ArticleDetails/10/2430/India/Mother-of-all-deals, AM)
Billed as one of the largest defence deals ever globally, India’s planned purchase of 126 medium multi-role combat aircraft (MMRCA) has entered the final phase of its selection procedure. The process had begun in 2005, with the Indian Air Force (IAF) issuing a request for information (RFI) for new jetfighters to replace the vintage Soviet-era MiG-21s that had been its mainstay since their induction in the early ‘80s. The present estimate of $10.4 billion is likely to escalate as the full scope of the warplane and its attendant services becomes clearer. The IAF is already hamstrung by a depleting fleet, having just 31 squadrons of serviceable aircraft that fall far short of its targeted 39. Bordering both Pakistan and China, India requires to build up its defences accordingly, to thwart a two-front assault if need be in the worst case scenario. Having embarked upon a military modernisation programme, this country of 1.2 billion is expected to spend more than $35 billion over the next five years on defence acquisitions. India’s blossoming ties with the United States – formalised with the March 2006 signing of the bilateral civil nuclear cooperation agreement - brought in American firms Lockheed Martin, with its F-16IN Super Viper, and Boeing Integrated Defence Systems, with its F/A-18 E/F Super Hornet, in response to the request for proposal (RFP) floated by the IAF in August 2007. The other four contenders were France’s Dassault Aviation, with its offering of Rafale, Swedish aerospace company Saab’s JAS-39 Gripen, European consortium Eurofighter GmbH’s Typhoon and the Russian Mikoyan-Gurevich Corporation’s MiG-35. Recently, India’s Ministry of Defence (MoD), however, shortlisted – or “down selected” - the 24.5-tonne Rafale and the 23.5-tonne Typhoon as finalists for the MMRCA sweepstakes. One of them will ultimately be awarded the contract by September. Analysts were perplexed by the Defence ministry’s move, as they widely anticipated that the final decision would be a political one rather than one premised on military and security considerations. After all, New Delhi’s earnestness to repay Washington for its nuclear benevolence has already made the US India’s third largest defence supplier, after Russia and Israel. US firms have already won almost $8 billion in defence sales within the last four years, starting with the $50 million transfer to the Indian Navy in June 2007 of the amphibious transport ship, INS Jalashwa, commissioned into the US Navy in 1971 as USS Trenton. Clouding the situation was American ambassador to India, Timothy Roemer’s, abrupt resignation the very next day after Lockheed and Boeing were eliminated from the competition. He had made an American choice a priority, especially in light of a letter US President Barack Obama had written to Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh that indicated that favouring Lockheed or Boeing would cement the Indo-US strategic partnership and be mutually beneficial in creating thousands of jobs in both the countries. Pentagon spokesperson, Col. Dave Lapan, affirmed, “We are deeply disappointed by this news, but we look forward to continuing to grow and develop our defence partnership with India.” He was not off the mark. The Indian Parliament’s Cabinet Committee on Security (CCS), at a meeting chaired by the Prime Minister last week, cleared a $4.1 billion deal with Boeing for 10 C-17 Globemaster-III giant strategic airlift aircraft for the IAF. The ultimate deal could be for 16 of them and would top $5.8 billion. The US itself - with the world’s largest defence budget, of $895 billion, compared to India’s $33 billion - finds these aircraft exorbitant ($200 million each, without spares and training) and has stopped its purchase. The deal with India will, however, save 23,000 American jobs, an aspect noted by Ambassador Roemer himself. Boeing will also be supplying eight P-8I long-range maritime patrol aircraft for the Indian Navy in a $2.1 billion deal signed in January 2009. 

No room for transition—status quo powers dominate the market

Bloomberg 6/22 (Financial News Service, “Airbus, Boeing still rule at show; smaller rivals make little dent

,” http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/businesstechnology/2015398755_airshowduopoly23.html, AM)

The Airbus-Boeing airliner duopoly survived the Paris Air Show intact as challengers from Canada, China, Brazil and Russia offered little evidence they'll break the pair's stranglehold on single-aisle jets. Bombardier's CSeries won 30 orders from Korean Air Lines and an unnamed carrier before the program took a blow: Qatar Airways shelved a deal and Republic Airways Holding of the U.S. bought Airbus's rival A320neo, casting doubt on a contract for 40 of the Montreal-based company's jets. Russia's SuperJet won a single 12-plane deal, while Brazilian regional jet maker Embraer said it will wait for Boeing's next move in the narrowbody market before deciding whether to go ahead with a 150-seater. Commercial Aircraft Corp. of China's C919 may be most likely to mount a challenge after enlisting Ryanair Holdings as a development partner, though the Irish discount carrier is also in talks with Boeing, and analysts said a deal for the Chinese model is unlikely. "Going up against Boeing and Airbus in head-to-head competition is really tough, not only because of their size, but because of their existing product line and industrial capacity," Embraer Chief Executive Frederico Curado said in an interview in Paris. "They can have a very quick response and literally flood the market." All four contenders are seeking a slice of the biggest part of a global airliner market estimated at $4 trillion over the next 20 years. Airbus' neo, already the European company's fastest-selling plane, won more than 300 orders during the first three days of the Paris show, bringing commitments since the jet's December launch to more than 600. Boeing, which says it will take the rest of the year to decide between re-engining and an all-new model, still clawed in 75 orders for the 737. Louis Gallois, CEO of Airbus parent European Aeronautic, Defence & Space, said at a briefing in Paris that he expects some of the new models in the 100-seat-plus sector to fail. "Can the market accept six single-aisle plane makers? I'm sure the smallest will have to buckle," he said.

2AC AT Competitiveness

Structural barriers to Russian space competitiveness.

Oberg 11 – (2011, James, American space journalist and historian, regarded as an expert on the Russian space program, worked for NASA at the Johnson Space Center on the Space Shuttle program and in the Mission Control Center for several Space Shuttle missions from STS-1 on, specialising in orbital rendezvous techniques, worked in NASA studies of the Soviet space program, has testified before Congress multiple times on the Russian Space Program, NBC News Space Consultant, “Chapter 22: International Perspectives: Russia,” published in Toward a Theory of Spacepower, ed. by  Charles Lutes and Peter Hays, Institute for National Strategic Studies, National Defense University, http://www.ndu.edu/press/lib/pdf/spacepower/spacepower.pdf DH)

At the same time, Russia shows no signs of developing a capability for major innovation in spacecraft engineering or of demonstrating more than lip-service interest in quantum advances in space operations capabilities. Incremental progress has been the watchword for decades, usually not by choice but out of necessity because all previous attempts at breakout projects (human lunar flight, advanced robotic Mars probes, the Buran shuttle, the Polyus-Skif family of orbital battle stations) ended in humiliating frustration. Providing commercial launch services for foreign customers has provided multidimensional benefits to Russia. Beyond the significant cash flow, such activities fund booster upgrades and, in the case of converted military missiles, fund validation of lifetime extension efforts for still-deployed missile weapons. Military applications of space systems remain uninspired, with critical constellations (such as the missile early warning net) still significantly degraded and likely to remain so for many years. Russian officials have evidently decided that, despite any public posturings over U.S. military threats, there is essentially no prospect of actual hostilities in the foreseeable future and hence little pressure to reconstitute military space assets to a Soviet-era level. Russia retains a nuclear-armed operational antimissile system around Moscow that, if upgraded to hit-to-kill guidance, could provide significant antisatellite capability; it is also developing small robotic rendezvous spacecraft similar to U.S. projects that have potential antisatellite capabilities at any altitude into which they can be launched. Attempts at domestic commercialization of space-related services, including communications, navigation, and mapping, remain seriously—perhaps irremediably— hamstrung by the recent resurgence of a traditional Russian top-down structure of authority. Bureaucrats are being ordered to implement wider use of space infrastructure, and after many years of rosy reports of progress, Moscow may realize that it is almost all, as usual, a sham. There is still little indication of successful exploitation of space discoveries and spacedeveloped technologies (what NASA and the Europeans call spin-offs) as a means of improving the technological skills of Russian industry. The space industry, as a component of the national defense industry, remains strictly compartmentalized from Russia's civil economy, and the resurgence of broad espionage laws (and several recent highly publicized convictions) will keep this ghettoization in force. This in turn may require other government measures, from patent purchase to industrial espionage, to acquire technologies that some Russian industries may already possess but are in practice forbidden to share internally. 

Demographics and Russian attitude towards knowledge diffusion must change first.

Oberg 11 – (2011, James, American space journalist and historian, regarded as an expert on the Russian space program, worked for NASA at the Johnson Space Center on the Space Shuttle program and in the Mission Control Center for several Space Shuttle missions from STS-1 on, specialising in orbital rendezvous techniques, worked in NASA studies of the Soviet space program, has testified before Congress multiple times on the Russian Space Program, NBC News Space Consultant, “Chapter 22: International Perspectives: Russia,” published in Toward a Theory of Spacepower, ed. by  Charles Lutes and Peter Hays, Institute for National Strategic Studies, National Defense University, http://www.ndu.edu/press/lib/pdf/spacepower/spacepower.pdf DH)

However, none of these intentions has much chance of success unless the Russians find a way out of the looming demographic crisis that mass mortality is confronting them with. In a society and an industry where monopolization of knowledge was power and sharing it often led to legal prosecution, behavior must change, and fast. This must be done so that space workers a decade from now, without the in-the-flesh guidance and advice of the old-timers, will be able to draw on their team knowledge that survived the passing of its original owners and was preserved in an accessible, durable form. The alternative is a return to the learning curve of more frequent oversights, mistakes, and inadequate problem solving of the dawn of the space age—with its daunting costs in time, treasure, prestige, and even human lives. 

Russia is not competitive in the aerospace industry and the space industry has almost no internal link to the economy
Crane and Usanov ‘10 (Keith, director of the RAND Corporation’s Environment, Energy and Economic Development Program, and Artur, completing his doctorate in Policy Analysis at the Pardee RAND School, “Role of High-Technology Industries,” Peterson Institute for International Economics, AM)

Space is not a dynamic industry in the global economy. Commercial satellite launches have been fewer than expected as fiber optic cables have satisfied most of the increased demand for communications capacity despite the extraordinary growth of the internet. Most launches are still purchased by governments. The space program in the United States appears to be in a period of retrenchment, and in Europe it also faces budgetary pressures. Although China and India have expanding programs, they tend to favor their own manufacturers. Russia's good track record and budgetary pressures in the United States provide room for continued sales of launches and rockets as demand for observation satellites remains, but the industry does not show signs of dynamic growth. New rocket designs appear to be keeping Russia competitive. Civilian aviation presents a different story Within Russia, there is a debate about whether the Russian industry will be able to maintain stand-alone capacity to assemble civilian aircraft or would be better off collaborating with Western manufacturers. ‘Western companies have complimented Russian capabilities in design, precision engineering, especially turbine blades, and sophisticated materials but have difficulty in acquisitions or greenfield investments, in part because of security concerns and high levels of corruption. In our view, despite the concerns of Russia's military establishment, the answer is clear: Russian companies have done well collaborating with the international industry but have failed when they have attempted to go it alone. Russia’s successes with joint ventures and the failure of former Soviet products on international markets show the future of the industry. 
2AC Competition Link Turn

U.S.-Russian competition is key to the Russian space program

REUTERS 4-10-2011 (“Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program,” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410)

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. Gubarev said Russia had fallen so far behind it could achieve little better than a supporting role today in the most cutting-edge projects. "In the meantime, America will take its time out and build an entirely new spacecraft, so that five or six years down the line our Soyuz will be entirely redundant," he said. "No serious money is spent on breakthrough projects."
2AC Orion Link Turn

Project Orion is key to Russian space development

REUTERS 4-10-2011 (“Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program,” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410)

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. Gubarev said Russia had fallen so far behind it could achieve little better than a supporting role today in the most cutting-edge projects. "In the meantime, America will take its time out and build an entirely new spacecraft, so that five or six years down the line our Soyuz will be entirely redundant," he said. "No serious money is spent on breakthrough projects." Experts say China could soon challenge both Russia and the United States in space. "The most important role will be played by our Russian Soyuz craft now. But we cannot discount the Chinese, who are following their own path and doing all this independently," Shamsutdinov told Reuters. NASA officials have voiced worries that the current budget financing will not be enough to fund a new rocket and capsule system for deep space travel. NASA's proposed budget for fiscal 2011 is $18.7 billion, some five times higher than Russia's. Russian industry insiders say President Barack Obama's decision to halt work on NASA's next-generation Orion capsule threatens to take the wind out of a parallel Russian effort to design a replacement for the Soyuz that can fly beyond the International Space Station's low 354-km (220 mile) orbit. "A little residual competition is a good thing," Sergei Krikalev, 52, who heads Russia's cosmonaut training center after chalking up a record 803 days in space, told Reuters.
2AC Not Unique

Russian space industry is stagnant now

REUTERS 4-10-2011 (“Analysis: Stagnation fears haunt Russian space program,” http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/10/us-russia-space-gagarin-idUSTRE73910C20110410)

But half a century after Gagarin's 108-minute voyage put the Soviet Union ahead in the Cold War space race, critics charge that reliance on Soviet designs as cash cows has stunted innovation, and that Russia has irretrievably lost its edge. "While we bask in the glory of having the only operating spacecraft, we are only making money off old rockets," said Vladimir Gubarev, the Soviet spokesman for the 1975 Apollo-Soyuz program, which achieved the first docking of U.S. and Russian spacecraft.
2AC Not Key to National Pride

Space program isn’t key to Russian national pride

YAHOO NEWS 2011 (“Does the Russian Space Program Have a Future 50 Years After Gagarin?” April 7, http://news.yahoo.com/s/ac/20110407/sc_ac/8234823_does_the_russian_space_program_have_a_future_50_years_after_gagarin_1)
A recent article in Novesti suggests that modern Russians, unlike at the time of Gagarin, do not think that their country's space program has any relevance. Unlike the American space program, the Russian effort has not contributed very much to the national economy, particularly in consumer goods. Russians by and large think that their current space program is a drain and not an asset.
2AC National Pride Link Turn
The Russian public hates the space program—it’s not key to Russian national pride

RIA NOVOSTI 2011 (“A Fallen Giant: The Soviet Space Industry,” April 4, http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/A_Fallen_Giant_The_Soviet_Space_Industry_999.html)
Ordinary Russians see little connection between space exploration and economics. If anything, they see expensive space programs as a permanent drain on the nation's resources. Some are inclined to take it personally, as if the dark vacuum of space somehow sucked the money right out of their pockets.
2AC/1AR AT India Scenario 
US encroachment inevitable  

AI 6/16 (Avionics Intelligence, “Evenly Spread,” http://www.militaryaerospace.com/index/display/avi-wire-news-display/1438706592.html, AM)

The US too in just a few years of opening up its arms market to India has been a major beneficiary of the Indian defence orders. Starting with the BBJs, other IAF orders include the C-130J Super Hercules and the C-17 Globemaster III. The Navy on its part not only acquired the USS Trenton (now INS Jalashwa) and helicopters but also placed an order for eight P-8I Poseidon with options for more running into billions of dollars. The US companies may be lamenting having lost the MMRCA deal, but they would do well to remember that many more are coming their way. For example, the IAF is seriously thinking in terms of placing orders on Lockheed Martin for additional C-130J aircraft. Similarly, the order for the acquisition of C-17 aircraft from Boeing is being revised upwards to the extent that in dollar terms, even by itself, it would come close to the MMRCA project. In view of the above, is there a reason for the US to still feel unhappy towards 'ungrateful' India? More importantly, would it cause a setback to Indo-US relations, as believed in some political/diplomatic quarters? Perhaps, the best person to answer the question was the US Ambassador Roemer himself when he stated that the US-India relationship continues on a "positive historic trajectory" and that, "the horizons of our relationship truly have no limits". That sums it up. The IAF's choice is based on technical evaluation. It is quite straightforward and there is nothing political about it. It is just a process; the other programmes (US and Russian) were falling short in the technical standards needed by the IAF. It is good that there is progress in the MMRCA competition. The commercial negotiations will start now. -former Air Chief Marshal (Retd) S. Krishnaswamy The IAF has diligently completed the evaluation and selection process keeping in mind the capabilities required in the medium multi-role combat aircraft. Eurofighter Typhoon and Dassault Rafale were found compliant with the IAF requirements. Many factors are taken into consideration during the technical evaluation and flying tests including life cycle maintenance, other facilities, etc. It was a pure selection process, political and commercial negotiations will start now. -Former Chief of the Air Staff Air Chief Marshal (Retd) F.H. Major I still consider the US made Boeing F/A-18 and Lockheed Martin F-16IN the best. And if I were asked to select between Eurofighter and Dassault Rafale, I would go for Rafale. -A Former Chief of the Air Staff on the condition of anonymity. 

Alt causalities sustain Russian defense exports to India

Bakshi ‘6 (Jyotsna, Strategic Analysis, Vol. 30, No. 2, Apr-Jun 2006, “India-Russia Defence Co-operation,” http://idsa.in/system/files/strategicanalysis_jbakshi_0606.pdf, AM)

The two countries have signed several new agreements that will sustain cooperation through the coming years. Admiral Gorshkov (INS Vikramaditya) Deal The $1.5 billion deal for the purchase of the 45,000 tonne aircraft carrier Admiral Gorshkov was signed on January 20, 2004 after over a decade of negotiations. Admiral Gorshkov is an old Soviet ship and about 70 per cent of the carrier will be retrofitted. It is expected to arrive in India by the end of 2008. The wisdom of buying an ‘old Soviet hull’ has been disputed by several experts. However, the Indian Navy greatly needed the aircraft carrier. Nuclear Submarine Issue The Gorshkov deal was reportedly a part of the package that included the lease of two 971 Shchuka-B or Akula class nuclear submarines and several strategic Tu-22 (NATO designation‘Backf ire’) bombers . 3 9 Subsequently, Russia was reported to have backed out of the nuclear submarine deal so as not to displease the Americans. 40 The issue is in the news again. Citing Russian sources, Vladimir Radyuhin wrote in The Hindu (December 7, 2005) that the lease of nuclear-propelled submarines to India is in the pipeline. Under a $1.8-billion contract for a ten-year lease, the Russian side has resumed the construction of the subs, which was frozen in the 1990s. In October 2005, 200 Indian naval officers have started training at a submarine training centre at Sosnovij Bor near St. Petersburg. 41 Earlier, the Soviet Union had leased a nuclear-propelled submarine nicknamed Chakra to India from 1988 to 1991. The Navy is hopeful that the nuclear submarine will finally arrive. 

Russian exports to India inevitable—dependence and legacy 
Bakshi ‘6 (Jyotsna, Strategic Analysis, Vol. 30, No. 2, Apr-Jun 2006, “India-Russia Defence Co-operation,” http://idsa.in/system/files/strategicanalysis_jbakshi_0606.pdf, AM)

Owing to past legacy and long-term dependence, Russia is likely to remain a major defence partner. In a keynote address to the General Staff Academy of the Russian Armed Forces, the Indian Defence Minister said that Russia “has been, and remains the largest source of our arms, weapon systems and technology imports .” He emphasised that the recent strengthening of defence ties with many countries “is not at the expense of our traditional friendly relations with Russia which remain unique, timetested and steadfast.” 56 Even if no new weapons are purchased, India will continue to need spare parts for the weaponry of Soviet/Russian origin and also depend on Russia for their upgrades and modernisation. The licence production of 140 Su-30 MKI under a $3.5 billion deal, itself will go on till 2017-2018. While diversifying arms acquisitions, India would not like to risk the derailment of the current system that may pose potential security hazards in the near term. India would like to maintain its strategic autonomy and decide each issue on the basis of merit and from the standpoint of India’s national interests. Steps have been taken of late to streamline defence acquisition procedure and make it more transparent , speedy and accountable. 57

2AC Russian Aerospace Collapse Inevitable 

Russian failure inevitable—structural factors 

Blank ‘7 (Stephen, has served as the Strategic Studies Institute’s expert on the Soviet bloc and the postSoviet world since 1989. Prior to that he was Associate Professor of Soviet Studies at the Center for Aerospace Doctrine, Research, and Education, Maxwell Air Force Base, and taught at the University of Texas, San Antonio, and at the University of California, Riverside. Dr. Blank is the editor of Imperial Decline: Russia’s Changing Position in Asia, coeditor of The Soviet Military and the Future, and author of The Sorcerer as Apprentice: Stalin’s Commissariat of Nationalities, 1917-1924. He has also written many articles and conference papers on Russian, Commonwealth of Independent States, and Eastern European security issues. Dr. Blank’s current research deals with proliferation and the revolution in military affairs, and energy and security in Eurasia. His two most recent books are Russo-Chinese Energy Relations: Politics in Command, London: Global Markets Briefing, 2006; and Natural Allies?: Regional Security in Asia and Prospects for Indo-American Strategic Cooperation, Carlisle Barracks, PA: Strategic Studies Institute, U.S. Army War College, 2005. Dr. Blank holds a B.A. in History from the University of Pennsylvania, and an M.A. and Ph.D. in History from the University of Chicago, “ROSOBORONEKSPORT: ARMS SALES AND THE STRUCTURE OF RUSSIAN DEFENSE INDUSTRY, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA462020&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, AM)

Defense modernization still entails excessive economic and political costs and means, essentially preserving or transforming Soviet structural militarization to meet current challenges but without clear strategic guidance as to what the priority threat or threats are. 128 In fact, to read authoritative documents like Putin’s May 10, 2006, speech to the Federal Assembly, it would appear that the main threat is not terrorism, but the United States and NATO, so naturally spending will go to those contingencies. 129 It is unlikely that this Soviet-like restoration, which resembles the endless Soviet and tsarist reorganizations to “perfect” the state apparatus, can fulfill Russia’s weapons plans for 2010 or 2015, modernize the defense economy, or overcome the legacy of structural militarization. For example, the defense industry reportedly recovered far enough by 2003 to produce at 42 percent of its 1990 levels, when it produced twice as many weapons as did American defense industry. Thus Russia produces almost as many weapons as does America. Yet its gross national product (GNP) still has not recovered to 1990 levels and is 15 percent of America’s. 130 As of 2004, according to Moskovskiy, it met only 10-15 percent of the armed forces’ needs. 131 The defense industry’s condition satisfies nobody. Ivanov complained that industry wants bailouts from the state rather than to compete and sell on the basis of a market, and conceded that Russia still lives off the Soviet heritage. 132 The systematic obfuscation of economic statistics also makes it virtually impossible to obtain a clear idea of the extent of the economy’s militarization or an accurate understanding of defense spending. Thus estimates of that militarization vary significantly. The International Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS) in London observes that Russian defense spending through 2002, using the regime’s formal budgetary statistics, amounts to only about 2.5-3 percent of annual gross domestic product (GDP). 133 However, this conclusion does not consider the widespread reliance on falsified statistics, extra-budgetary allocations, budget add-ons like that decreed at the end of 2004, funds under the control of the General Staff for nonmilitary purposes, regional and local spending on the military, and noncash transactions. 134 As a result, estimates of the true amount of defense spending, and of the burden of defense spending on the economy, vary, but they all do so in ways that significantly revise upward the proportion of defense outlays relative to Russia’s GDP and budget. Indeed, defense spending is the largest component of the budget. Irina Isakova argues, with regard to the 2004 budget, that national defense budget headings amounted to 2.56 percent of GDP, a figure that excludes pensions and paramilitary forces that were funded elsewhere. Using the IISS assessments and adding these data, defense spending came to 680 billion rubles, or 4.05 percent of Russia’s GDP. 135 She also found that in 2005 the presentation of the budget was changed so that all defense-related expenditures were brought under a special section on national defense, including a special chapter itemizing the breakdown of the state defense order on funds for R&D, maintenance of existing equipment, and procurement of new equipment for both the regular and paramilitary forces. The 2006 budget removed the itemization but specified the classified amount of funds transferred to the MoD (183.1 billion rubles out of 297.7 billion rubles allocated to it). All defense spending officially amounted to 666 billion rubles, again around 2.8 percent of GDP. 136 Yet this figure is not consistent with the aforementioned procurement figures because, if it captures total defense spending, then hardly anything is left for spending on personnel or other needs, a result we know is patently absurd. Alternatively, Christopher Hill of the British Ministry of Defence (MoD) presented figures for 2001 and 2004 concerning the continuing excessive burden of defense spending upon the Russian economy. Hill estimated that actual spending in 2000 was 143 billion rubles in terms of 2000 prices, having risen significantly from 1999, with the official 2000 defense budget reflecting little more than half of true defense spending. 137 In 2001, he found that defense spending rose to $50 billion in constant 2000 prices. IISS came in with a somewhat higher estimate of $57 billion in constant 2000 prices. 138 In 2001 the government announced its intention to reapportion arms spending to an even 50-50 ratio between conventional and nuclear weapons by 2011. 139 Although defense spending has risen greatly since 2001, there is no reason to assume either less opacity or a reduced defense burden compared to that year. Hill also assumed that the military accounts for one-third to one-half of all spending on science, but official statements suggest his estimate was unduly conservative. 140 Thus, as of 2001, defense spending probably accounted for 5 percent of GNP, a high proportion by NATO, if not past Soviet, standards. 141 Hill, together with Peter Sutcliffe, argued in 2004 that Russian defense spending remained in the 4.5-5 percentof-GDP range, that much defense spending continues to remain off the budget or “extra-budgetary,” and that actual spending on defense by NATO standards of measurement in 2004 was 480 billion rubles. 142 They also found that Russia could probably reach official conscription and weapon procurement targets by 2010. 143 Ivanov’s latest reforms, described below, confirm that prediction. Although Isakova’s and Hill’s figures do differ somewhat, they are close. Taken together, they show the need for not taking official Russian declarations at face value. Russia’s actual defense spending is considerably more than that announced in the official budget, a fact making the poor return on its investment even more striking. Mikhailov insisted upon priority for systems related to terrestrial and sea reconnaissance; information support of troops; automated weaponry combat control; precision strike from land, sea, and air; modern global and theater navigation; optical and radio detection, ranging, and information processing; and new munitions “possessing significantly greater energy capacity, means for their delivery, and others.” 160 He outlined several key areas in which, using exclusively domestic production, Russia must compete, given the rising American threat: space and missile engineering to build Topol-Ms, missile defenses, new generation of space apparatuses “for various targeting procedures,” aeronautical engineering for new fighter planes, antiair or air defense engineering, 4th- and 5th-generation submarine missile cruisers, heavy aircraft-carrying cruisers, precision-guided missiles, tanks, C2 systems for ground forces, and highly integrated microprocessors, supercomputers, and neuroprocessors. 161 Richard Staar reported that future defense spending would feature major increases in aerospace systems; microelectronics; electro-optical systems; new strategic, tactical, and miniature nuclear weapons; the first Boreyclass nuclear submarines armed with the new SS-NX28 sea-launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs) (Bulava); the navy; and command, control, communications, and intelligence (C3I) technologies for both information warfare and nuclear C3I. 162 The program for naval spending on new ships, originally expected to double by 2008, has gone awry. The Navy, at least according to its proponents in 2005, risked collapsing even though new, smaller ships are apparently coming on line. 163 According to Staar, Russia has spent significant amounts researching directed-energy weapons: lasers; microwave radiation emitters; particle-beam generators using subatomic particles to destroy targets at the speed of light; a new mass plasma weapon that could by ionizing the atmosphere destroy incoming enemy missiles and aircraft; anti-stealth radar; stealthy air-launched cruise missiles; newly tested antiaircraft and anti-missile systems (i.e., the S-400 with a range of 250 miles); and a plasma coating to make 5th-generation Russian aircraft invisible. 164 Until these weapons are ready—Staar’s list omitted weapons based on discovery of new physical principles, information weapons, C3I systems, nuclear weapons, etc.—Russia must continue upgrading existing systems. 165 These programs reflect emerging Russian views of future war. 166 As a 2002 Swedish study observed, According to the Russian military doctrine, future conflicts will be characterized by, among other things, a wide use of stand-off weapons, electronic warfare, increased information confrontation, efforts to disorganize state and military command and control systems, highly efficient high-precision weapons, massive air operations, and the use of airborne forces. Technologies to support the development of such future forces and capabilities are thus of highest importance. 167 Russian defense industry may remain competitive in traditionally strong sectors like nuclear, laser, and space satellite technology. But its excessive dependence upon the state and structural militarization makes it inherently dysfunctional. Russia still may be falling behind in cutting-edge innovative technologies relevant to future wars even without considering issues of manpower; professionalizing the armed forces; underinvestment in education and science; organizing the forces to maximize the potential of new systems and technologies; and the catastrophic state of its infrastructure. 168 Consequently, the defense industry remains in crisis despite Putin’s efforts to overcome it by reasserting state control, a policy which, at best, will have dubious results. 169 Undoubtedly this crisis will provoke further reforms. Already the regime appears to be seeking to channel funds from a reformed customs program whereby the Federal Border Service has been resubordinated to direct governmental control by the President, not the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade. 170 Arms sales, creation of more vertically integrated holdings in the economy, and establishment of ruble-denominated commodity exchanges for gas, oil, gold, and possibly other commodities will also serve as a source of defense funding.

2AC/1AR AT Brain Drain

Massive Russian brain drain now

BBC 5/10 – BBC Monitoring Former Soviet Union - Political (5/10/2011, “Results of Russian president's three years in office summed up”, Lexis) MGM

Russia is in dire need of new brands! The country has no brands that are popular in the world. In fact, Russia has almost no brands left that are popular in Russia.... It is true that today's scientific research will not produce a return for years, but Skolkovo will produce a psychological, PR return. This is more important now -in two respects. In the minds of the younger generation, Russia is rarely associated with science and technology. This is one of the reasons for our country's "brain drain": Those "brains" have no faith in the possibility of successful scientific work in their homeland. This trend will be very difficult to stop, but unless it is stopped, the possibility of anything but a raw-material economy must be excluded. 

Alt causes cause brain drain

Gold 5/9 – writer (5/9/2011, Donald, “Long-Term Problems Mar Russia's Outlook; Legal System, Brain Drain; Vast stores of commodity wealth aren't translating to new industries, markets”, Investor’s Business Daily, Lexis) MGM

Another long-term problem facing Russia is an ongoing brain drain. The flow of the country's best and brightest is not as severe as was seen in the 1990 s, Vardanian says, but it's still bad enough to worry about. What do other countries offer these mostly young, highly skilled and talented people? Vardanian says it's not so much about the salary one can command, but more about the things one needs for a family-oriented lifestyle, including health care, education and security. 

Structural issues make brain drain inevitable 

Wendle ‘9 (John, Russian Correspondent for Time Magazine, “Can a Space Museum Help Russia Get Its Glory Back?,”  

http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1898856,00.html, AM)

But while young Russians seem to like what they see in the museum, translating a day of fun into a lifelong interest in science and technology remains a challenge. Some blame the school system. "My daughter is in second grade, and they're not taught anything," says Olga Fyodorova, visiting from St. Petersburg with her daughter Asya. "The biggest problem is that our children are not being taught history, math, chemistry and physics." Others believe the problem lies in the upbringing of children born after the fall of the Soviet Union. "Students today are more interested in money and dancing," says Yuri Bogomolov, 79, a former scientist at a Soviet-era aerospace lab. "We have a lot of patriotism, but the U.S. has a lot of money [to put into its space program]," he adds as he watches a clip from White Sun of the Desert, a Soviet action-adventure film that cosmonauts traditionally — and superstitiously — watch before blasting off, ever since Gagarin watched it and returned alive from his first space flight. But Bogomolov has confidence that Russia can regain its standing as a space superpower. "[Prime Minister Vladimir] Putin is a strong leader. Now we know our path and we have a goal," he says, referring to the planned new moon rocket and cosmodrome. (See pictures of Putin.) Wandering past model rockets, orange cosmonaut suits emblazoned with red U.S.S.R. emblems and a diorama of happy cosmonaut mannequins sitting around a campfire next to a crashed space capsule waiting for pickup, Lynn Nordstrom of Albuquerque, N.M., and her two sons — in Moscow for the Eurovision song contest — say they are enjoying their visit. But "after looking at this, I'm afraid of the Egypt syndrome, where all you do is talk about how great you used to be," Nordstrom says. "The museum is terrific, but you need to look to the future. My whole youth was spent hearing about the U.S.S.R. making advances in science and us always feeling like we were behind." (See the top 10 Eurovision controversies.)

No internal link—can’t get security clearances 
AP ‘8 (Associated Press, “Likely brain drain puts aerospace recruitment into high gear,” 
http://www.seattlepi.com/default/article/Likely-brain-drain-puts-aerospace-recruitment-1266734.php, AM)

At the same time, defense executives acknowledge, the sector does not exert the same patriot pull as it once did since young people today have never known a time when the U.S. was not a leader in space exploration or the world's sole superpower. The industry confronts another challenge, too. Unlike technology companies, defense companies generally have to hire American citizens because they need employees who can obtain security clearance. This eliminates foreign graduates of American universities and foreign employees in the U.S. on H-1B visas. "The talent is going to have to be homegrown," said Blakey of the aerospace association. Similarly, defense contractors cannot outsource to countries with more technical workers, such as India or China. Against this backdrop, defense companies are reaching out to American students in the earliest grades. Lockheed Martin is sending employees into elementary schools to tutor students in math and science and is recruiting high school students to shadow Lockheed workers on the job. The company's engineers coach robotics teams, conduct rocket propulsion experiments for students and participate in mentoring programs. Northrop Grumman has established a program called Weightless Flights of Discovery, which allows middle school teachers to experience temporary weightlessness on "zero-gravity" airplane flights that mimic how astronauts train for space travel. Defense contractors are also trying to market themselves to job candidates with flexible schedules, tuition reimbursement programs and plenty of opportunities for advancement. Above all, noted Linda Olin-Weiss, director of staffing services at Lockheed Martin, the defense industry offers "challenging work on programs of national importance."

2AC/1AR AT Tech Transfer
Tech transfer is unsustainable

Andersson et. al. 10 – (2010, Thomas, PhD, economics, president of Jönköping University, Sweden, president of the board for the International Organisation for Knowledge Economy and Enterprise Development, vice president of the International Network for Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises, and serves on the International Advisory Committee of the Competitiveness Institute and on the International Advisory Board of the World Knowledge Forum, full professor in International Economics and Industrial Organisation at Jönköping International Business School, associate professor at the Stockholm School of Economics, visiting fellow at Harvard University, Bank of Japan, Hitotsubashi University and the University of Sao Paulo, chairman of the Innovation Policy Expert group appointed by the Swedish government, “Knowledge-Driven Entrepreneurship: Introduction” p. xvii, http://www.springer.com/economics/policy/book/978-1-4419-1187-2 DH)

The flow of knowledge, not technology per se, is the hallmark of technology transfer. To be effective, technology transfer therefore needs trustful and outwardlooking knowledge brokers. The fact is that the knowledge revolution, caught up in its own enormous success, has in effect contributed to the rise of an economy which, in its present format, has proven unsustainable. Major problems exist in terms of reliability and accountability in business, while governments and multilateral institutions are failing to provide satisfactory cross-border policy frameworks in a range of areas. Finally, it is important that market transactions and innovations are not merely pushed by technocrats and experts, but that they are pulled by the real needs of people, and of society, to produce better responses to real issues. 

Tech transfer is insufficient to solve warming.

Mowery 10 – (2010, David, PhD, economics, professor at the Haas School of Business, U.C. Berkeley and NBER, Berkeley, “Technology policy and global warming: Why new policy models are needed (or why putting new wine in old bottles won’t work),” Research Policy 39 (2010) 1011–1023, http://web65.rollins.edu/~tlairson/pek/glbwarmdisinnov.pdf DH) 

Finally, an element of program design on which the historical discussion of previous public R&D programs provides limited guidance is the need for any national energy R&D program seeking solutions to global warming to accommodate the global scope of the problem and the necessary responses to it. Combating global warming, as we noted earlier, requires that technological solutions be deployed on a global scale as soon as possible. Moreover, the global nature of technological solutions means that the institutional, economic, and/or industrial settings within which these solutions are deployed will be enormously diverse, requiring a great deal of “localized” adaptation of these solutions to the regional context. Although U.S. investments in technological solutions to global warming ultimately are likely to exceed the scale of investments by other governments, it is critically important to work out an appropriate division of labor among national governments and to create effective mechanisms for cooperation and coordination. Much more than “technology transfer” will be required, although support for the global dissemination of information and, potentially, subsidies for other nations to stimulate the adoption of technological solutions may be important parts of the international scope of such a program 

Spinoffs shouldn’t justify space programs.

Cohendet 97 – (Patrick, Professor of Economics at the University of Strasbourg, France, “Evaluating the Industrial Indirect Effects of Technology Programmes: the Case of the European Space Agency (ESA) Programmes,” Proceedings of the OECD Conference “Policy Evaluation in Innovation and Technology”, Available on-line http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/3/37/1822844.pdf DH)

Such a change in the research perspective could contribute to overcoming two types of criticism to which studies on spinoffs are very often exposed. The first is the tendency to justify space activities by their spinoffs, whereas the growing importance of space activities as an autonomous economic sector leads us increasingly to find justification for these activities in what we have defined as their direct effects. On the other hand, studies on spinoffs often give the impression that the space sector is seen as the only innovator of new technologies which are later used in the rest of the economy. In fact, experience shows that the space industry is where technologies developed elsewhere are assembled and improved. This is why we should perhaps consider space-sector spinoffs in terms of their complementarity and interactivity with other sectors rather than in terms of impacts justifying space programmes. 

2AC/1AR Tech Transfer Bad—Prolif

Russian tech sector causes missile proliferation.

Novotny 04 – (Eric J. Novotny, PhD, Vice President, Lockheed Martin Corporation and Adjunct Professor of International Relations, School of International Service, The American University, “Co-Optation, Political Objectives, and the Business Environment: The Case of U.S.–Russian Space Technology Ventures,” A Case Study Presented to: The Fourth Annual Conference on Management Strategy and the Business Environment, http://www-management.wharton.upenn.edu/henisz/msbe/2004_stuff/Novotny.pdf DH) 

Another major concern of the U.S. was the problem of the proliferation of missile technology made possible by Russian companies entering international markets unregulated and uncontrolled. The U.S. mounted aggressive programs to prevent nuclear weapons technology transfers from Russia to other countries. The U.S. actively sought cooperation from the Russian government and funded efforts to keep resources and scientists in Russia from selling weapons technologies to the highest bidder. Once rocket systems were being sold, however, there was almost no way of knowing whether the technologies were being diverted to military purposes.
A number of countries were eager to contemplate launching Russian rockets from facilities in their own countries. At one time, the U.S. even contemplated compelling the Russian government to establish new launch facilities outside of Russian territory, suc h as Cape York in Australia. American policymakers were troubled by the transport of commercial satellites to Russian launch sites where their sensitive technologies would be vulnerable to industrial espionage. 

2AC AT Russia Collapse

Russia won’t become a failed state

Tarlton 8 – Lt Col, USAF (2/7/2008, Michael, “A RESURGENT RUSSIA IN 2030? A STUDY OF THE PAST, PRESENT, AND POSSIBLE FUTURE POLITICAL SITUATION WITH THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.”, AIR WAR COLLEGE AIR UNIVERSITY, Research Report Submitted to the Faculty, https://www.afresearch.org/skins/rims/display.aspx?moduleid=be0e99f3-fc56-4ccb-8dfe-670c0822a153&mode=user&action=researchproject&objectid=74bdbda7-1439-4054-bc3b-0ae57a386cc3) MGM

The least likely scenario is a failed state. Russia has vast economic resources in her oil, gas, and precious metals. Thus, even faced with rampant corruption and large demographic issues, save the improbable collapse of oil prices, it is highly unlikely the Russian economy will collapse. Given the current Putin style of power consolidation and sovereign democracy, there is very little chance his power base will allow Russia to spiral into a failed state. There is too much money at stake and the available domestic resources are prevalent enough to prevent such a catastrophic event. However, it is interesting to note that Putin himself used the threat of a Russian Federation collapse in order to justify his current political power consolidation.87 

2AC AT Russian Democracy

No Russian democracy

Tarlton 8 – Lt Col, USAF (2/7/2008, Michael, “A RESURGENT RUSSIA IN 2030? A STUDY OF THE PAST, PRESENT, AND POSSIBLE FUTURE POLITICAL SITUATION WITH THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.”, AIR WAR COLLEGE AIR UNIVERSITY, Research Report Submitted to the Faculty, https://www.afresearch.org/skins/rims/display.aspx?moduleid=be0e99f3-fc56-4ccb-8dfe-670c0822a153&mode=user&action=researchproject&objectid=74bdbda7-1439-4054-bc3b-0ae57a386cc3) MGM

The least likely scenario is a failed state. Russia has vast economic resources in her oil, gas, and precious metals. Thus, even faced with rampant corruption and large demographic issues, save the improbable collapse of oil prices, it is highly unlikely the Russian economy will collapse. Given the current Putin style of power consolidation and sovereign democracy, there is very little chance his power base will allow Russia to spiral into a failed state. There is too much money at stake and the available domestic resources are prevalent enough to prevent such a catastrophic event. However, it is interesting to note that Putin himself used the threat of a Russian Federation collapse in order to justify his current political power consolidation.87 The likelihood of a fully democratic state is only slightly more probable. In order for Russia to transition into a democracy, much within the Russian Federation must change. Democracies require effective governance through free and fair election of representatives within a legal framework that guarantees representation without corruption. Democracies must allow freedom of speech and freedom of the press, as well as be governed by the rule of law with the attendant civil society. Further, a democracy must have a judicial system that guarantees the protection of private property, promotes free and fair global business practices, and most importantly, protects and promotes the rights of individual citizens. For Russia to become a democracy, it must forego 1,500 years of history and undergo radical reforms in the public sector and in the business community. 
2AC/1AR AT Russian public likes space

The Russian public opposes the high cost of space exploration

Bogdanov 4/4 – anthropologist and philologist whose areas of investigation covers Russian culture, including folklore, rhetoric, and the history of science and humanities (4/4/2011, Konstantin, “A Fallen Giant: The Soviet Space Industry”, RIA Novosti, http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/A_Fallen_Giant_The_Soviet_Space_Industry_999.html) MGM

Ordinary Russians see little connection between space exploration and economics. If anything, they see expensive space programs as a permanent drain on the nation's resources. Some are inclined to take it personally, as if the dark vacuum of space somehow sucked the money right out of their pockets. Space is beyond the realm of the rational and, therefore, beyond the realm of economics. But Russia's space program was built, in part, by ordinary Russians using ordinary steel. Space exploration was considered a national priority in the Soviet Union, with the funding to match. 

2AC/1AR AT Public influences government

Public pressure doesn’t affect Russian government policies

Mindell et. al 9 – Frances and David Dibner Professor of the History of Engineering and Manufacturing Professor of Engineering Systems Margaret MacVicar Faculty Fellow Director, Program in Science, Technology and Society (Scott Uebelhart, postdoctoral associate in the MIT Program in Science, Technology, and Society, Asif A. Siddiqi, Bangladeshi American space historian and assistant professor of history, Slava Gerovitch, Dibner/Sloan Postdoctoral Researcher at the Dibner Institute for the History of Science and Technology at MIT, “The Future of Human Spaceflight: Objectives and Policy Implications in a Global Context”, AMERICAN ACADEMY OF ARTS & SCIENCES, http://carnegie.org/fileadmin/Media/Publications/PDF/spaceFuture.pdf) MGM

In the current Russian political climate, however, public opinion is often manipulated by the government, and it plays a much lesser role, if any, in influencing government policies than in the United States. The lobbying efforts of the leadership of the Russian space industry to a large extent shape the Russian space policy, resisting public pressure.80 By engaging top Russian industry executives, joint projects with Russia have created a power base for continued political support for U.S.-Russian cooperation in space and potentially in other areas.

2AC/1AR Alt Causality to Nationalism
Multiple factors sustain nationalism – space not key

Tarlton 8 – Lt Col, USAF (2/7/2008, Michael, “A RESURGENT RUSSIA IN 2030? A STUDY OF THE PAST, PRESENT, AND POSSIBLE FUTURE POLITICAL SITUATION WITH THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.”, AIR WAR COLLEGE AIR UNIVERSITY, Research Report Submitted to the Faculty, https://www.afresearch.org/skins/rims/display.aspx?moduleid=be0e99f3-fc56-4ccb-8dfe-670c0822a153&mode=user&action=researchproject&objectid=74bdbda7-1439-4054-bc3b-0ae57a386cc3) MGM

For many in Russia, Putin is trusted because of his oft-stated nationalism. Russians are a proud people who have survived many invasions over the course of history. Of those alive today, many remember two German invasions that shaped their nationalist views and world opinions. If fact, for many Russians, the defeat of Hitler and the Nazi regime was the defining moment in World War II. Victory Day is celebrated annually in Russia and commemorates this monumental achievement in Russian history which many commentators argue was the last time the Russian population experienced national pride.84 President Putin is acutely aware of the link between nationalism and his ability to manage democracy in Russia. In Russia, an oppressed population will still support a corrupt government as long as they feel a sense of strong leadership and nationalist pride.85 Thus, while Putin continues to consolidate power within the Kremlin among the siloviki, he also restores a sense of nationalism and pride within the Russian Federation. Since 2000, Russia has claimed the North Pole as sovereign territory, taken great strides in its space program, and started flying the Bear Bomber to demonstrate Russia’s return to the world scene. Further, Putin has secured multiple international economic victories such as entrance into the G8, the IMF, and all but guaranteed accession into the WTO. All these steps have led to a large increase in nationalism and pride especially among the younger generations. In the final analysis, Putin has done an incredible job of increasing Russian pride and nationalism. Further, based on the deep-rooted ideology of a Russian people being subservient to the government in whatever form, Putin has increased his powerbase and simultaneously appeased his citizenry.86 Most Russian citizens believe life is better and continually improving under Putin. Thus, in a country where ideology and nationalism dictate civilian subservience to the government, the general populace is likely to perceive corruption and basic human rights violations by their leaders as minor inconveniences. As long as Russia remains strong, the Russian people are likely to turn a blind eye and let Putin’s siloviki “manage” Russian democracy well beyond 2030.
2AC/1AR Nationalism Good
Nationalism is key to legitimize Putin and his agenda—critical to stability and the economy 

Tuminez 2k – Vice Dean (Research) PhD (Political Science), Massachusetts Institute of Technology and Master (Soviet Studies), Harvard University (April 2000, Astrid, “Russian Nationalism and Vladimir Putin's Russia”, PONARS Policy Memo 151 American International Group, Inc. and Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.gwu.edu/~ieresgwu/assets/docs/ponars/pm_0151.pdf) MGM

Should Putin's nationalism be feared? It is too early to conclude. What seems evident is that this nationalism currently serves some necessary purposes. First, it helps to legitimize Putin as a leader. By putting on the nationalist mantle and claiming to speak on behalf of the nation and its core interests, Putin--previously a relatively unknown political entity--is able to legitimize his political position and his exercise of power. Second, in a destroyed empire, nationalism helps offset feelings of humiliation, resentment, and helplessness, and creates some space for generating collective optimism and self-esteem. Nationalism creates a new basis for collective beliefs and consensus, without which it would be extremely difficult for Putin to implement the economic and political measures that he believes necessary to improve Russia's internal welfare and external status.
