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***NORTH KOREA ADVANTAGE


North Korea Advantage 1NC (1/2) 

1. The talks will go on—war games don’t affect prospects for six party talks because the North wants peace more than war. 

Donald Kirk, staff writer, 7-25-2010. [Christian Science Monitor, North Korea's threats over US-South Korea war games: Another bluff?, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0725/North-Korea-s-threats-over-US-South-Korea-war-games-Another-bluff]
After the war games are done on Wednesday, all sides are expected to turn to the possibility of negotiations on North Korea’s nuclear program.

“[The North Koreans] are very distressed by these exercises,” says Mr. Choi, “but they’ve already said they’re going to resume six-party talks [with US, China, Japan, Russia, and South Korea]. That’s what they want. They do not want war.”

2. Six party talks won’t lead to denuclearization—North won’t give up its weapons. 

Donald Kirk, staff writer, 7-25-2010. [Christian Science Monitor, North Korea's threats over US-South Korea war games: Another bluff?, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0725/North-Korea-s-threats-over-US-South-Korea-war-games-Another-bluff]
But the North Koreans have made clear that they are not going to go along with demands to get rid of their nuclear program even if they return to the table. North Korea has called for “denuclearization” of the entire Korean peninsula – a term that is likely to include banning all nuclear arms from US ships in the Pacific and even banning nuclear-powered vessels such as the George Washington.

And no one rules out the possibility of more North Korean missile and nuclear tests.

3. No Korean war—against self-interest and other countries will intervene. 

Lu Chao, research scholar with the Institute of Frontier Studies in Shenyang-based Liaoning Academy of Social Sciences, 7-26-2010. [Xinhuanet, Debate: US-ROK drill, http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/indepth/2010-07/26/c_13415169.htm]
But contrary to people's fears, the situation on the Korean Peninsula doesn't seem to be heading toward a large-scale conflict, let alone a full-fledged war. With the efforts of the countries of the region and the international community, it is possible to maintain peace and stability in Northeast Asia. There are three major reasons for this optimism.

First, the current international environment is entirely different from what it was 60 years ago when the world (most of it) was divided into two rival camps. Since peace and development have become the theme of the times, the US and the European countries don't want to be bogged down in recession again with the outbreak of another war. And even though the US and some other countries backed the investigation into the Cheonan incident, they refrain from military retaliation.

UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon called the findings "deeply troubling" and said he was confident that the Security Council would fulfill its responsibility of maintaining international peace and security. Since Ban is a former ROK foreign minister, his calmness may help control some ROK nationals' jingoism. Accordingly, a UN Security Council statement calls for appropriate and peaceful measures to be taken against those responsible, but by avoiding conflicts and not escalating tensions.

Second, neither Pyongyang nor Seoul wants the dispute to escalate into a military conflict, because it would be a big blow to the DPRK's efforts to improve its people's living standards and disastrous for the ROK's economic recovery.

Third, besides sympathizing with the ROK, a majority of the countries, including China, support a scientific and objective investigation into the Cheonan incident to find out the truth and have appealed to Seoul and Pyongyang to maintain peace and stability in the region.


North Korea Advantage 1NC (2/2) 

4. Talks will lead no where—North Korea will only exploit them. 

Christian Science Monitor 7-22-2010. [North Korea denounces war games, but is still game for six-party talks, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0722/North-Korea-denounces-war-games-but-is-still-game-for-six-party-talks]
Meanwhile, North Korea is making an effort to show it is ready to talk. For the second time in two weeks, colonels from the United States and North Korea are due to meet Friday at the truce village of Panmunjom to prepare for broader talks between generals.

It was at Panmunjom that the Korean War armistice was signed nearly 57 years ago, on July 27, 1953.

As the focus on North Korea gradually shifts from crisis to that of impending talks, or talks about talks, analysts are skeptical of any substantive results.

“They are going to exploit the situation,” says Lee Chang-choon, a retired ambassador who participated in negotiations with North Korea in the early 1990s. “They would take advantage of what has happened in the UN” – referring to the watered-down statement issued by the UN Security Council that failed to blame North Korea for the attack on the Cheonan in which 46 South Korean sailors were killed.

As for the North Korean spokesman’s statement at the forum of ASEAN, in which South Korea is also participating, Mr. Lee says, “This is actually nonsense.” Ri's comments "are just a media exercise.” Mr. Lee calls the ASEAN gathering, at which diplomats typically signal high-level policies, “a kind of diplomatic festival.”

5. Korea’s response to exercises is just a bluff—won’t risk a conflict. 

Donald Kirk, staff writer, 7-25-2010. [Christian Science Monitor, North Korea's threats over US-South Korea war games: Another bluff?, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0725/North-Korea-s-threats-over-US-South-Korea-war-games-Another-bluff]

A flotilla of 20 American and South Korean Navy ships churned the waters off South Korea’s east coast Sunday on the first of four days of military exercises in a show of force that North Korea promises to answer with a “powerful nuclear deterrence.”

The rhetoric from North Korea, however, appears to most observers as just that – words that suggest a long-range determination to stick to its nuclear program while avoiding an immediate military confrontation.
“This is just a verbal threat,” says Choi Jin-wook, senior fellow on North Korean issues at the Korea Institute of National Unification, a Seoul-based think tank. “It’s just a bluff.”

6. South Korea’s economy is strong and growing regardless of Kaesong.

Arran Scott, staff writer, 8-2-2010. [Wall Street Journal, Asian Economies Slowing But Not Derailing, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704702304575404372674165964.html?mod=googlenews_wsj]
South Korea's economy appeared to be more resilient. The manufacturing sector fell for a third straight month in July, with the HSBC PMI slipping just a tad to 53.2—the lowest level in seven months—from 53.3 in June.

"Korea is hardly stopping for breath. Despite signs of an easing of the global trade cycle, growth momentum going into the third quarter remains robust," Frederic Neumann, co-head of HSBC's Asian economic research, said in a statement.

"Strong growth has led to some pick-up in input costs even as output price pressures remain manageable, suggesting that the central bank may continue to hike rates in the coming months," he said.

7. Korea will keep Kaesong open—it depends on the cash. 

Chosun Ilbo 7-31-2010. [Why N.Korea Won't Shut the Kaesong Industrial Complex, http://english.chosun.com/site/data/html_dir/2010/07/31/2010073100209.html]

Despite increasing tensions between the two Koreas since the North sank the South Korean Navy corvette Cheonan in March, Pyongyang looks unlikely to close the joint Kaesong Industrial Complex, chiefly because it is a source of much-needed hard currency.
The salaries of some 40,000 North Korean workers there are not paid to them but to the regime, which keeps most of the money, making the industrial park a lifeline amid crippling international sanctions.


Ext 1—Yes Six Party Talks 
North Korea committed to six party talks now. 

Bomi Lim, staff writer, 7-22-2010. [North Korea Denounces `Hostile' Sanctions by U.S., Urges Six-Party Talks, http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-07-22/north-korea-says-latest-u-s-sanctions-are-tantamount-to-hostile-policy-.html]
North Korea remains committed to returning to the six-party talks with China, Japan, Russia, South Korea and the U.S. on its nuclear weapons program, Ri said. All members of that group, which hasn’t met since December 2008, will be at tomorrow’s conference.


Ext 2—Six Party Talks Fail 

Six part talks are useless—will never lead to denuclearization. 

Jung Jae Sung, staff writer, 9-27-2006. [Daily NK, Six-Party Talks Useless in Dealing with Nuke Development of NK, http://www.dailynk.com/english/read.php?cataId=nk02200&num=1149]

Hwang Jang Yop, president of North Korean Democratization Alliance said in a meeting with the youth on Tuesday that the six-party talks was useless in settling the dispute with North Korea on nuclear weapons development, since South Korea, China and Russia kept helping NK while the U.S. and Japan held Pyongyang in check.

Rather, Hwang argued, that urging NK not to return to the roundtable of talks would restrain Kim Jong Il more effectively. “Generous offer of aid in exchange for coming back to the six-party talks would be an act of traitor,” Hwang affirmed.

Hwang viewed the role of China as more important than anything in dealing with North Korean nuclear weapons development since only China can pressure Pyongyang to abolish totalitarian Su-Ryeong (Absolute Leader) dictatorship and to lead North Korea toward Chinese-type ‘reform and openness.’ Only then, Hwang asserted, North Korea’s various issues on nuclear development, human rights violation and starvation would be solved.

Six party talks are useless—North Korean defiance proves.

Corey Flintoff, staff writer, 5-26-2009. [NPR, A U.S., China Partnership On North Korea?, http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=104546519]
But Robert Kagan, a historian and foreign policy analyst, says North Korea's latest act of defiance shows that the administration's options are limited.

Kagan, a senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, says the North Korean tests demonstrate that the so-called six-party talks on North Korea are futile, and that if the U.S. needs to talk to North Korea, it should do so directly.

Are Six-Party Talks Useless?

The six-party talks, composed of the U.S., North Korea, China, Russia, Japan and South Korea, produced a 2007 promise from North Korea that it would shut down its nuclear facilities and work to normalize relations with the U.S. and Japan.

The deal began to unravel soon after it was made, and it fell apart completely earlier this year, when the United Nations condemned the isolated communist nation for firing a long-range rocket that Western experts said was a move toward developing a military weapon. North Korea said it was attempting to put a satellite in orbit.

North Korea responded by dropping out of the six-party talks, expelling all nuclear inspectors, and saying that it would resume its nuclear enrichment program.

Kagan also discounts the idea that China, alarmed at the prospect for greater instability on the Korean peninsula, might be willing to put real pressure on North Korea to change its behavior.

The Chinese "have interests that are very divergent from ours, which explains why we haven't had much action from them," Kagan says.


Ext 3—No North-South Korean War 

No Korean war—the North can’t and won’t let tensions escalate. 

Christian Science Monitor 7-22-2010. [North Korea denounces war games, but is still game for six-party talks, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0722/North-Korea-denounces-war-games-but-is-still-game-for-six-party-talks]

At a time when North Korea is attempting to show it's ready to resume six-party talks on its nuclear weapons program, Pyongyang fired off a volley of rhetoric aimed at joint US and South Korean military exercises.

The denunciation, one day after the US announced new sanctions may increase regional tensions, say analysts, but does not mean fresh clashes are likely.

At the regional forum of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) in the Vietnamese capital of Hanoi, North Korean spokesman Ri Tong-il characterized US and South Korea war games as “a grave threat to the peace and security not only of the Korean peninsula but of the region.”

While Mr. Ri’s tone was typical of North Korean denunciations of the annual US and South Korean exercises staged every spring, analysts fear North Korea may be using the war games to raise the temperature in the wake of the sinking of a South Korean navy ship in the Yellow Sea. The war games are slated to begin Sunday off South Korea's east coast.

"[North Korea sees] the exercises as a real danger,” says Kim Bum-soo, a scholar on international relations and editor of an influential conservative magazine. “If we carry out the exercises, North Korea needs to fly its own fighters, to take defensive measure," he advises.

But North Korea’s aging warplanes, mostly Russian-built MiGs, are not likely to go anywhere near the exercises. They remain grounded much of the time due to of a lack of fuel and spare parts.

“I don’t think there will be retaliation in the near future,” says Mr. Kim, even though “the exercises will increase tensions.” He says he sees pressure against North Korea as building on the basis of “two-plus two talks” – that is, the meetings this week between Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates and their South Korean counterparts in Seoul.

No risk of war—North Korea knows it’s guaranteed defeat. 

Jack Kim, staff writer, 8-4-2010. [Foxeyard, Key political risks to watch in South Korea-FACTBOX, http://www.forexyard.com/en/news/Key-political-risks-to-watch-in-South-Korea-2010-08-02T133353Z-FACTBOX]
Analysts believe war to be unlikely. North Korea's obsolete conventional armed forces and military equipment mean quick and near certain defeat if it wages full-scale war, and Pyongyang is well aware of its limits. Even though it has exploded nuclear devices, North Korea has not shown it has a working nuclear bomb. Experts say they do not believe the North has the ability to miniaturise an atomic weapon to place on a missile.
Moreover, South Korea has made clear it will not retaliate after findings showed it was a torpedo fired by a North Korean submarine that sunk the Cheonan corvette, killing 46 sailors.


Ext 6—South Korean Econ Strong 

South Korea’s economy is expanding—robust GDP and job growth. 

Jack Kim, staff writer, 8-4-2010. [Foxeyard, Key political risks to watch in South Korea-FACTBOX, http://www.forexyard.com/en/news/Key-political-risks-to-watch-in-South-Korea-2010-08-02T133353Z-FACTBOX]
After suffering a collapse in popularity upon taking office just over two years ago, President Lee Myung-bak has seen a surge in his support as South Korea's economy emerges from the global downturn more quickly than other major economies.

The government has upgraded its 2010 job creation target to 300,000, and the finance ministry recently raised its GDP growth forecast for 2010 by 80 basis points to 5.8 percent.

South Korea’s economy is growing 6 percent this year—projections are improving. 

Yonhap News 8-2-2010. [SKorean economy to grow 6% or more this year: BOK official, http://ibnlive.in.com/generalnewsfeed/news/skorean-economy-to-grow-6-or-more-this-year-bok-official/193957.html]

South Korea's economy is likely to grow 6 per cent or more this year, the nation's central bank has said, suggesting that the growth could surpass its earlier projection. "The chances are sufficient that our economy will grow 6 per cent or more this year," Kim Jae-chun, director-general at the Bank of Korea's research department, said yesterday. "The forecast is based on the premise that the third quarter economic performances will turn out as expected." Earlier, the central bank expected a 5.9 per cent growth for this year, while the government forecast a 5.8 advance. Based on the latest growth projection, South Korean gross domestic product will likely expand to 1,039 trillion won this year, compared with 980 trillion won tallied for last year. It represents a nearly two-fold increase from the 539 trillion won the nation reported in 1995. "This means that the economy that once produced just a single product has now grown into one that is capable of manufacturing two of the same products," Kim added. South Korea's economy was hard hit by the global financial turmoil that started in the wake of the collapse of Lehman Brothers in late 2008. Last year, Asia's fourth-largest economy grew 0.2 per cent. The economy, however, appears to be making a faster-than-expected rebound from the downfall, driven by recovering exports and domestic demand. South Korean economy grew 7.2 per cent in the second quarter of this year from a year earlier and gained 7.6 percent on-year in the first half, the central bank earlier said. Augmenting the upbeat mood, the government said Friday that the nation's industrial output expanded 16.9 per cent in June from the same month a year earlier, the 12th straight month of growth since July of last year. "Indicators for production, domestic demand, construction and other areas are showing outcomes more positive than expected," a BOK official said. "The increase in inventory is also an intended one in preparation for economic recovery." Private think tanks have also painted rosy outlooks, backing up the central bank's forecast. (Yonhop) KAB


AT: North Korean “Sacred War” 

North Korean threats are all bluffs—North’s more desperate than ever.

Newsweek 8-1-2010. [North Korea Gets Cooperative, http://www.newsweek.com/2010/08/01/north-korea-gets-cooperative.html]
North Korean leader Kim Jong-il has been full of tough talk lately. His regime threatened “retaliatory sacred war” in response to recent joint U.S. and South Korean naval exercises, and that was only the latest threat against Washington and Seoul since they blamed the North for sinking the warship Cheonan in March. But despite the belligerent stance, North Korea seems to be growing desperate for talks. At the outset of the Cheonan crisis, Pyongyang said it would never deal with Seoul as long as President Lee Myung-bak remained in power. That threat seems forgotten now. Even as it rattles its sabers, the North says it will “make consistent efforts” to negotiate a peace agreement and disarm its nukes.


***CHINA ADVANTAGE


China Advantage 1NC (1/2) 

1. US-China relations are only getting better—rough patches don’t escalate. 

Robert Gehrke, staff writer, 7-23-2010. [Salt Lake Tribune, Huntsman looks for rebound in U.S.-China relations, http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/home/49545828-73/huntsman-china-relationship-think.html.csp]
After several months of rocky dealings with China, Ambassador Jon Huntsman Jr. said he sees the relationship turning and expects marked improvement in coming months.
There have always been “peaks and valleys” in the U.S.-China relationship, Huntsman said, and “we have seen some rough patches” in recent months because of an unexpected and unprecedented confluence of issues since he arrived in China nearly nine months ago.

“We trampled on a couple of China’s core interests,” the former Utah governor said. That includes a $6.4 billion arms sale to Taiwan, and President Barack Obama’s meeting in February with the Dalai Lama, both long-standing contentious issues that China considers challenges to its sovereignty.

Add in the clash over Internet censorship and cyberattacks between Google and China, and Huntsman said there was a series of sensitive issues that had to be handled in a compressed period of time.

“Having all of them arrive on your doorstep within such a close sequence of one another, it provides for a difficult operating environment, and China responded a little more vociferously than they would have otherwise,” Huntsman said in a wide-ranging interview with The Salt Lake Tribune.

The response, he said, was also partially due to China feeling newfound heft as a world power.

But Huntsman said he is optimistic the relationship with the world’s most populous nation and third-largest economy is on the rebound and is looking ahead to meetings later this month with U.S. Cabinet secretaries and top Chinese officials in Beijing to put the bilateral partnership back on track.

“I think that’s an accurate read of the direction we’re headed now,” said Ken Lie­berthal, a China expert at the Brookings Institution and former Asia director for the National Security Council. The relationship got a big boost last month when President Hu Jintao met with Obama to discuss nuclear security.

 “I think certainly the momentum is in the direction of stressing the positive at this point,” Lieberthal said.

2. China’s opposition is just rhetoric—military exercises won’t threaten the relationship. 

Evan Osnos, staff writer, for the New Yorker, 7-23-2010. [The New Yorker, Any Cooler Heads in China?, http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/evanosnos/2010/07/any-cooler-heads-in-china.html]
How did the news play in Beijing? For weeks, the Chinese press has kept up a drumbeat of foreign-policy analysts warning that the maneuvers would inflame U.S.-China relations. A typical comment was this one in World News Journal on Tuesday, warning that the drill “demonstrates that with the growth of China’s comprehensive national strength, China will have to more actively defend its maritime rights and interests.” In the days since the U.S. acknowledged that it wasn’t going into the Yellow Sea, the saber-rattling has hardly died down, though another more moderate voice has popped up, and that’s worth noting. The Chinese edition of the Global Times, a reliably nationalist organ, quoted the scholar Su Hao yesterday saying that China should not crow about any perception of a U.S. concession. “If China acts as though it has won, the United States will take revenge.” In that vein, the International Herald Leader today quoted Shen Dingli, of Fudan University, saying that the “military drill would not influence the Sino-U.S. relationship. Compared with the weapons sales to Taiwan, the military drill is not a threat.”


China Advantage 1NC (2/2) 

3. No US-China war—they don’t have enough power and it’s not in their interest. 

Brzezinski 05 Natl Sec. Adv. in Carter Administration, Prof. of Foreign Policy at J. Hopkins U [Zbigniew “The Choice: Global Domination or Global Leadership” (p118-120)]

Most importantly, the Chinese know better than anyone that they lack – and will continue to lack for some time – the power to afford serious military provocations. Any military scenario that generates a collision with the United States would be a calamity for China. The United States could blockade China at will and thus completely halt China's foreign trade and oil imports. Even short of that, as already noted, a serious conflict in the region could generate yet another nightmare for China: a militarily advanced and politically aroused Japan that is detached from the United States. By far the better course for China is to husband its strength, promote its own economic growth, patiently foster Taiwan's economic dependence on the mainland, and subtly promote a distinctive Asian po1itical identity through the cultivation of an Asian economic community that eventually entices Japan. China's political interest in promoting such a distinctive community, one not tied to America, has been evidently growing. In it, the Chinese expect that they would have the loudest political voice – and America would have to listen. The Chinese not only know that they need peace in the Far East to make that possible, they also know that with peace, China stands a good chance of becoming, quite literally, the global factory – the world's center for manufacturing investments and the world's main exporter of finished manufactured products. In that respect, China is already putting out of business some traditional industrial sectors in the highly developed economies – inc1uding America's – and even in such economically developing rivals as India. Chinese firms are also beginning to buy out some bankrupt Japanese firms in Southeast Asia. The Chinese sense that over the next two decades or so, the cumulative effect of this trend could make China the dominant trade power as well as the political leader of Asia. In any case, the year 2008 can serve as a marker for the minimum period of China's continued external prudence. The 2008 Olympics, to be hosted in Beijing, are simply too important to China's self-image and too vital to its socioeconomic success to be jeopardized by an international crisis of China's own making. That applies as much to the Taiwan Straits as to North Korea. Moreover, the Chinese elite sense that their country’s internal political and social tensions are rising, potentially even posing a threat to the stability of the system as a whole. Among the many factors likely to produce political and social unrest, two stand out: the younger generation’s increased access to the Internet and the growing signs of social inequality. The first is breaking down the Communist Party's long-established monopoly on information. Approximately 35 million Chinese are Internet users, and studies show that they are mainly younger, relatively well-off educated males – and therefore full of social and political aspirations. They tend to rely on the Internet as a prime source of information, and they prefer to seek this information from non-domestic sources. In an interesting comparison, only 4 percent of Japanese Internet users were visiting non-Japanese sites, whereas 40 percent of Chinese users visited non-Chinese sites. Secondly, growing social inequality is likely to pose an intensifying challenge to the regime's formally egalitarian doctrines. Even the official Communist Party organ has publicly acknowledged that "the gap between the rich and the poor has begun to widen and is widening further, and contradictions in distribution have become increasingly obvious....Contradictions and conflicts are getting more antagonistic.” Other Chinese studies report that social inequality has already reached "dangerous levels.” In sum, for the next decade at least, and probably longer, China is unlikely to see itself as ready to pose a serious political challenge to the existing international pecking order. That gives America time to prod East Asia in the direction of a modified replay of Europe's post-1950 success, and away from a replay of Europe's post-1914 disaster. The United States has a decade or so to translate the emerging informal political equilibrium among itself, Japan, and. China into a more structured security relationship capable of absorbing the various strains and rivalries inherent in today's politically awakened but institutionally underdeveloped East Asia. But the needed structures and cooperative arrangements will not congeal on their own. Only the United States can promote them and prod others – including the dynamic South Korea – to become engaged.


Ext 2—China Ok w/ Exercises 

China will understand the exercises as a strategic move. 

Christian Science Monitor 7-20-2010. [How about China?, http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0720/USS-George-Washington-S.-Korea-military-drills-send-mixed-signals-to-North-Korea/%28page%29/2]
As for holding the exercises off the east coast rather than in the Yellow Sea, Paik believes “China will accept it as a compromise and a smart move.”
At the same time, the whole display is intended to allay South Korean concerns ranging from doubts about the future of the alliance to leftist protests against what some see as a show that’s likely to increase tensions.


Ext 3—No US-China War 

Fear of nationalist uprising deters war.

Dr. Michael E. Marti, 02, Senior Fellow at the Center for the Study of Chinese Military Affairs at the Institute for Strategic Studies at National Defense University, September 2002, “China’s Taiwan Policy: Carrot and Stick,” http://www.dsis.org.tw/peaceforum/papers/2002-09/CSP0209001e.pdf

In addition to the Bush Administration’s tougher stand, there is another important consideration that has prompted Beijing to take a more conciliatory stand: to mobilize for war, China would have to mobilize the populace, and recent history suggests that once aroused, they can be difficult to control.11 In 1989 the student protests that ended in the Tiananmen Massacre, began as a memorial march for Hu Yaobang, whom they regarded as a force for political liberalization. It turned into a protest against government corruption and mishandling of the economy. The leadership, split by indecision, failed to respond quickly to suppress it. As a consequence, the movement spread across the country, becoming a threat to the regime. It took 180,000 troops in central Beijing to reassert control. In May 1999, when the U.S. accidentally bombed the PRC embassy in Belgrade, the Chinese leadership sought to orchestrate anti-American demonstrations. However, once again the situation got out of hand. The U.S. consulate in Chengdu was torched, and the embassy in Beijing was seriously damaged. It was apparent that even a call to national pride was fraught with dangers for the regime. As a result, when a PRC fighter collided with a U.S. EP-3 surveillance plane near Hainan Island, the leadership did not permit any public demonstrations, limited press commentary, and regulated internet discussion of the incident. It is clear that the regime has reason to fear any mobilization of the people. Like the Cultural Revolution, mass movements can quickly spin out of control. Therefore, it is inconceivable that the regime would risk mobilizing a populace, which has already voiced a desire for political liberalization, to crush a functioning Chinese democracy (Taiwan), with which it has growing economic and cultural ties.

No US-China war–economic interdependence checks.

Goldstein and Murray 04 [Lyle Goldstein & William Murray, Professors at the US Naval War College, 2004, International Security, Vol 28, no. 4, Spring, p. 195-6]

Far from inevitable, the possibility of war between the United States and China is reduced by numerous factors: the enormous volume of trade and investment between the two powers chief among them. The same economic mechanisms are also drawing Taiwan and the PRC ever closer. Close examination of Beijing’s current terms for unification, in particular Jiang Zemin’s “eight points,” yields the conclusion that a political settlement of the Taiwan issue is not beyond the realm of possibility.179 Such an outcome would do much to forestall the tendencies toward rivalry that characterized United States–China relations during most of the 1990s. On the other hand, the United States must hedge against the worst case and face China’s rise with eyes wide open.


***CONDITION CHINA CP


Military Exercises Are a Bargaining Chip 

Halting military exercises is a bargaining chip with China—way to exert pressure. 

Chosun Ilbo 7-7-2010. [S.Korea-U.S. Joint Drill to Wait Until UN Security Council Action, http://english.chosun.com/site/data/html_dir/2010/07/07/2010070700337.html]

South Korea and the U.S. will stage an anti-submarine exercise in the West Sea once the UN Security Council comes to a decision in response to North Korea's sinking of the South Korean Navy corvette Cheonan.

Lee Bung-woo, the chief spokesman for the Joint Chiefs of Staff, on Tuesday told reporters the exercise "will be carried out after the UNSC takes action against the North."

China has already protested, saying the drill could escalate tensions in the region. But the U.S. apparently does not want to miss the chance to bring a massive military presence to the West Sea with international authorization.

South Korea and the U.S. have so far conducted joint exercises mainly in the East Sea, but after the sinking of the Cheonan they decided joint exercises are essential in the West Sea, where the North is attempting to create a disputed area around the de-facto border.

This could be an effective bargaining chip to prevent the North from escalating provocations and to put pressure on China.

Military exercises are a bargaining chip with China 

Global Times 7-22-2010. [More S.Korea, US drills likely, http://www.peopleforum.cn/viewthread.php?tid=28804]

The US won't give up on using the Yellow Sea as a bargaining chip with China in its contention for interests in and dominance of Northeast Asia, even though the naval superpower has refrained from using the waters for a four-day joint military drill with South Korea that starts Sunday, Chinese military experts warned.

The first of the much-discussed and delayed South Korea- US joint naval drills, dubbed "Invincible Spirit," will be held off South Korea's east coast from July 25 to 28, with around 8,000 soldiers from both countries mobilized, JoongAng Daily reported Wednesday, quoted the South Korean Defense Ministry.

"The two countries will continue to hold joint military exercises either off the east coast or the west coast (of South Korea) for months to come," the ministry said Tuesady after a meeting between South Korean Defense Minister Kim Tae-young and US Secretary of Defense Robert Gates.

In response to the annoucement, China's Ministry of Foreign Affairs said in a statement Wednesday, "We resolutely oppose any foreign military vessel and planes conducting activities in the Yel-low Sea and China's coastal waters, which undermine China's security interests."
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