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1NC

The United States federal government should enter into binding consultation with the People’s Republic of China over [the plan] and should prohibit its implementation until the end of the consultation process. This binding consultation will include implementation of the outcome.
China will say yes just to be space partners with the US
Oberg 06 (James Oberg, a full-time free-lance consultant, 6/27/06, “The U.S. and China: What ‘Common Ground’ in Outer Space?” http://www.jamesoberg.com/policyoutlook2006.pdf ACC 7/31/11)

Meanwhile, the Chinese are playing the “space game” in this new arena for many reasons, but status is clearly a leading one of them. And the status of being accepted as a 6 partner of the rest of the world is something Beijing highly desires, both for international prestige (which has measurable military, diplomatic, scientific, and commercial value) and for internal prestige (the “mandate of heaven” in the minds of the Chinese masses). The degree of their anxiety to obtain such recognition makes it possible for the U.S. to drive a hard bargain.

Consultation over space is key to prevent a US China war

David 06 (Leonard David, Research Associate for Secure World Foundation, 4/20/06, “U.S.-China Space Ties Weighed” http://www.space.com/2318-china-space-ties-weighed.html ACC 7/31/11)

U.S.-China space relations are a classic security dilemma, where two states are drawn toward conflict though neither really wants that, Johnson-Freese explained. The reasons are fairly straightforward and strongly influenced by the technology involved, Johnson-Freese suggested.  "Specifically, there is no distinction between space technology for civil or military use, since 95 percent of space technology is dual-use, and further--and really problematic--there is often little or no distinction between military technology that is offensive or defensive in nature," Johnson-Freese explained. "So, fear of being exploited drives countries to view actions of others in zero-sum terms."  All this is further exacerbated when there is a predisposition by one state to view the other as an adversary ... or even a "potential" adversary. While strategically the U.S. talks about working with China, there are still other voices that talk about China as a potential near-peer competitor, due to Taiwan, the growth of their military, resource competition, and other issues of alarm, Johnson-Freese explained. All that said, she added: "It is very likely that the lens through which the U.S.--as the currently dominate space power--will view any expansion of Chinese space power will be a military one."  Security dilemmas, Johnson-Freese remarked, are by their nature difficult to deal with, but not impossible. A recent visit of the bi-partisan Congressional delegation to China and talks about potential space cooperation in areas like astronaut rescue and environmental monitoring, was a good sign, she said.  However, a change of policy to include cooperative space activities is still a White House call, Johnson-Freese said. A first step on this path, she counseled, is simply understanding the Chinese better and allowing them to know us better through dialogue.

Sino-US war causes global nuclear  war

Hunkovic 9 [Lee J, 2009, Prof. at American War College  “The Chinese-Taiwanese Conflict Possible Futures of a Confrontation between China, Taiwan and the United States of America”, http://www.lamp-method.org/eCommons/Hunkovic.pdf]

A war between China, Taiwan and the United States has the potential to escalate into a nuclear conflict and a third world war, therefore, many countries other than the primary actors could be affected by such a conflict, including Japan, both Koreas, Russia, Australia, India and Great Britain, if they were drawn into the war, as well as all other countries in the world that participate in the global economy, in which the United States and China are the two most dominant members. If China were able to successfully annex Taiwan, the possibility exists that they could then plan to attack Japan and begin a policy of aggressive expansionism in East and Southeast Asia, as well as the Pacific and even into India, which could in turn create an international standoff and deployment of military forces to contain the threat. In any case, if China and the United States engage in a full-scale conflict, there are few countries in the world that will not be economically and/or militarily affected by it. However, China, Taiwan and United States are the primary actors in this scenario, whose actions will determine its eventual outcome, therefore, other countries will not be considered in this study.
Say Yes – Space Exploration

China wants cooperation over space exploration – they’ll say yes

de Selding 11 (Peter de Selding, , 4/14/11, “Chinese Government Official Urges U.S.-Chinese Space Cooperation” http://www.spacenews.com/civil/110414-chinese-official-space-cooperation.html ACC 7/31/11)

COLORADO SPRINGS, Colo. — A top Chinese government space official on April 14 appealed to the U.S. government to lift its decade-long ban on most forms of U.S.-Chinese space cooperation, saying both nations would benefit from closer government and commercial space interaction.  He specifically called for cooperation on manned spaceflight, in which China has made massive investment in recent years.  Lei Fanpei, vice president of China Aerospace Science and Technology Corp. (CASC), which oversees much of China’s launch vehicle and satellite manufacturing industry, said China purchased more than $1 billion in U.S.-built satellites in the 1990s before the de facto ban went into effect in 1999.  Since then, the U.S. International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR) have made it impossible to export most satellite components, or full satellites, to China for launch on China’s now successful line of Long March rockets.  The ITAR regulations that tightened the U.S. technology export regime were put into place to punish China for its missile exports, and to slow development of China’s rocket industry by reducing its customer base. Most commercial telecommunications satellites carry at least some U.S. parts, which is why ITAR has all but locked China out of the global commercial launch market.  The U.S. government is reviewing the current ITAR regime, which U.S. industry says has had the unintended effect of making it difficult to sell satellites and satellite components just about anywhere in the world.  At the same time, China’s domestic demand for launches of its own telecommunications, navigation, Earth observation and science satellites — and its manned space program — has given the Long March vehicle sufficient business to earn it a record of reliability.  The global insurance underwriting community now ranks the Long March vehicle alongside Russian and European rockets for reliability when it sets insurance premiums.  Addressing the National Space Symposium here, Lei said Chinese vehicles launched more than 20 U.S.-built satellites in the 1990s. While cooperation with the United States has been shut down, he said, China has maintained relations with the 18-nation European Space Agency, Brazil, France, Russia and others. China also has developed a telecommunications satellite product line that has been bundled with a Chinese Long March vehicle to offer in-orbit delivery of telecommunications spacecraft to a half-dozen nations that in many cases can offer China access to their crude oil reserves.  Lei said he sees three areas in which U.S.-Chinese cooperation would be in both nations’ interests. The first, he said, is an open commercial access of each nation to the other’s capabilities in satellites and launch vehicles. The second, he said, is manned spaceflight and space science, particularly in deep space exploration. The third is in satellite applications including disaster monitoring and management. 
Say Yes – Space Debris

China wants to help control the space debris issue

Hui 2006 (Zhang Hui, research associate at the Project on Managing the Atom of the  Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard University’s John F.  Kennedy School of Government, Spring 2006, “Space Weaponization And Space Security: A Chinese Perspective” http://www.wsichina.org/attach/CS2_3.pdf ACC 7/31/11)

Weaponizing space would further exacerbate current problems with  space debris. 17 Even worse, some scientists warn that if a number of satellites are destroyed in the course of a war, the Earth would be encased in a cloud of debris that would prevent future satellite stationing and space access. 18 Given concerns over the space debris issue, senior scientists in China have emphasized that preventing environmental pollution should not only apply on Earth, but should also apply in outer space. As Xiangwan recently noted, “prevention of  pollution in space should be put on an agenda and as time goes by, this problem will become increasingly obvious.” He further states: “In preventing space pollution, the following two issues are worth noticing: space garbage and weaponization of space.” “[W]eaponization of space is more dangerous than ordinary space garbage,” since “it will seriously pollute space” and “it will threaten peace and stability on the Earth.” 19

Consultation Key to Cooperation

Consultation over one issue is key to braoder cooperation with China

Dinerman 06 (Taylor Dinerman, DoD Consultant, 4/24/06, “Cooperation with China: still dancing on eggs” http://www.thespacereview.com/article/608/1 ACC 7/31/11)

International scientific cooperative programs are easier to start than to stop: commitments are made and constituencies are created that make cancellation a difficult and politically painful process. Therefore the US government is going to think long and hard before it agrees to allow China to play a major role in the International Space Station or in the Vision for Space Exploration. There is a strong case for some kind of US-Chinese space project, if only to establish the kind of personal links that will ensure minimal levels of trust and understanding in the future.

Consultation Good – War

Consultation is key to prevent a US China war

David 06 (Leonard David, Research Associate for Secure World Foundation, 4/20/06, “U.S.-China Space Ties Weighed” http://www.space.com/2318-china-space-ties-weighed.html ACC 7/31/11)

U.S.-China space relations are a classic security dilemma, where two states are drawn toward conflict though neither really wants that, Johnson-Freese explained. The reasons are fairly straightforward and strongly influenced by the technology involved, Johnson-Freese suggested.  "Specifically, there is no distinction between space technology for civil or military use, since 95 percent of space technology is dual-use, and further--and really problematic--there is often little or no distinction between military technology that is offensive or defensive in nature," Johnson-Freese explained. "So, fear of being exploited drives countries to view actions of others in zero-sum terms."  All this is further exacerbated when there is a predisposition by one state to view the other as an adversary ... or even a "potential" adversary. While strategically the U.S. talks about working with China, there are still other voices that talk about China as a potential near-peer competitor, due to Taiwan, the growth of their military, resource competition, and other issues of alarm, Johnson-Freese explained. All that said, she added: "It is very likely that the lens through which the U.S.--as the currently dominate space power--will view any expansion of Chinese space power will be a military one."  Security dilemmas, Johnson-Freese remarked, are by their nature difficult to deal with, but not impossible. A recent visit of the bi-partisan Congressional delegation to China and talks about potential space cooperation in areas like astronaut rescue and environmental monitoring, was a good sign, she said.  However, a change of policy to include cooperative space activities is still a White House call, Johnson-Freese said. A first step on this path, she counseled, is simply understanding the Chinese better and allowing them to know us better through dialogue.

Consultation is key to deterring Chinese attack on US space assets

MacDonald 08 (Bruce MacDonald, senior director of the Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program with the USIP Office of Special Initiatives, September 2008, “China, Space Weapons, and U.S. Security” pdf from CFR ACC 7/31/11)

The fundamental U.S. security interest in the wake of China’s 2007 ASAT test should be deterring China and others from attacking U.S. assets in space, using both a combination of declaratory policy, military programs, and diplomacy, and promoting a more stable and secure space environment. At the same time, the United States and China should both pursue diplomatic options to increase clarity and minimize misunderstanding on space-related matters, and reduce the chances of accidental conflict. This comprehensive mix of military and diplomatic measures is more likely to achieve U.S. space and larger national security objectives than either by itself.

Consultation Good – Space Leadership

Consultation with China will help maintain US space leadership

Johnson-Froese 6/10/11 (Joan Johnson-Froese, Professor of National Security Affairs at the U.S. Naval War College, 6/10/11, “US-China Space Cooperation: Congress’ Pointless Lockdown” http://www.chinausfocus.com/peace-security/us-china-space-cooperation-congress%E2%80%99-pointless-lockdown/ ACC 7/30/11)

What is clear, however, is that other countries have no such compunction as the US about working with China – indeed many are anxious to have the opportunity to work with a country they see as more open to partnerships, rather than the sub-contractor status some ISS “partners” have felt the US afforded them.  There may be little need to bar the door to countries wanting to work with the US on space activities, as there may soon be fewer and fewer countries knocking. Congress and the Administration working together to refocus the US space program, including realistic cooperation, would go further to maintain US space leadership than pointless isolation gestures.
Consultation Good – ASATs

Absent consultation China will weaponize space

MacDonald 08 (Bruce MacDonald, senior director of the Nonproliferation and Arms Control Program with the USIP Office of Special Initiatives, September 2008, “China, Space Weapons, and U.S. Security” pdf from CFR ACC 7/31/11)

In a number of fora and military writings, China has unofficially indicated that the United States should not underestimate China in space or its ability to respond to U.S. military space initiatives that China perceives as a threat. Chinese specialists have stated that, in addition to protecting their satellites against U.S. offensive capabilities, China will develop a deterrent space force if there is no change in U.S. space policy, which they see as shunning any restrictions and reflecting U.S. attraction to space dominance. They have suggested that China would be prepared to deploy sufficient offensive counterspace capability to build confidence in its ability to deter U.S. use of weapons against Chinese space assets. This would not require China to match U.S. space-force deployments, but to have enough to deter. In general, as the CFR-sponsored Independent Task Force report on U.S.-China relations noted in 2007, “China does not need to surpass, or even catch up with, the United States in order to complicate U.S. defense planning or influence U.S. decision-making in the event of a crisis in the Taiwan Strait or elsewhere.”5 This could reflect Chinese thinking on space weapons, as well.

US-China space cooperation is key to stopping Chinese ASAT development

Ressler 09 (Aaron Ressler, Major, USAF, April 2009, “ADVANCING SINO-U.S. SPACE COOPERATION” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA539619 ACC 7/30/11)
After reviewing Chinese counterspace capabilities and possible motivations, the question  at hand, again, is how can the U.S. make ASAT operations less attractive for China?  To not do  anything is an option since China broke no laws or treaties. 24   But what if China were to pursue  continued and even more aggressive ASAT testing?  Then there is always the option of  multilateral treaties that could be designed to prevent or limit the weaponization of space.  While  this may appear to be an attractive option, a treaty of this sort could go against the 2006 U.S.  National Space Policy which states that the U.S. intends to maintain its freedom to act in space. 25    U.S.-China space cooperation could be the ideal answer to deter Chinese counterspace testing  and operations without significantly tying the hands of the U.S. with regard to maintaining  freedom of action in space.  The idea here is gaining a partner versus a competitor.  Despite improvement in  diplomatic and economic relationships between the U.S. and China, there has been very little  initiative from the U.S. in entering into cooperative efforts with China in space activities.  In fact, AU/ACSC/RESSLER/AY09 5  it was reported by Michael Griffin, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration’s  (NASA) current administrator, that the Bush administration failed to approve an “overture to  China for a cooperative U.S.-China space mission” in late 2008. 26  Opening the doors toward increased cooperation with China in the space endeavor could  present some attractive benefits.  First and foremost, communication would improve between the  two countries on space matters which would be essential in ultimately preventing further  uncoordinated direct-ascent ASAT type activities.  Currently, there is essentially no dialogue  between the U.S. and China regarding military space issues. 27   Another advantage of space  cooperation is cost.  The U.S. and China share similar goals, like returning to the Moon and  eventually pursuing a manned mission to Mars.  Space is expensive, so why not share resources  and capabilities in the pursuit of such activities?  

Consultation Good – Space Weapons

Collaboration between the US and China will prevent weaponization

Rutkowski 08 (Ryan Rutkowski, M.A. in International Relations from Johns Hopkins, 2008, “The Prospect of US – China Collaboration for Manned-Space Exploration,” http://mysite.verizon.net/ryan.rutkowski/Blog/US-China%20Space%20cooperation.pdf ACC 7/30/11)

However, the continued reluctance to pursue U.S. and China space cooperation, ignores the  benefits of such cooperation, namely promote mutual understanding, cost savings, improved  transparency, and ensuring long-term gains in human space exploration. Similar with US-Russian  cooperation, US-Chinese space cooperation will allow for a cultural exchange through  collaboration with US and Chinese astronauts and scientists. China could be a vital source of  funding to reduce the rising costs for an expanding U.S. space program. Indeed, China and the  US could collaborate on joint-projects, such as ISS or even a lunar base that could help reduce  the cost of investment in space exploration for both countries. US-China space collaboration  would also reduce security tensions, especially in space-based weapons, by increasing  transparency of the long-term intentions of both countries in space technology. Finally, U.S. and  Chinese civilian space programs could recognize a common purpose and commitment to the  development of space technology to promote progress in human space exploration to the moon,  mars, and beyond.

Consultation Good – Exploration

US-China space cooperation is key to space exploration

Rutkowski 08 (Ryan Rutkowski, M.A. in International Relations from Johns Hopkins, 2008, “The Prospect of US – China Collaboration for Manned-Space Exploration,” http://mysite.verizon.net/ryan.rutkowski/Blog/US-China%20Space%20cooperation.pdf ACC 7/30/11)

U.S-China space cooperation is vital to future progress in space technology and space  exploration. The U.S. and China could engage in non-sensitive data and information sharing  from satellites, such as debris management, environmental and meteorological conditions, and  navigation. The two countries could also engage in a space policy dialogue similar to the annual  strategic economic dialogue to build a better understanding of civilian and military space  objectives and a common vision for space exploration initiatives. Finally, the U.S. and China  could launch bi-lateral and multi-lateral joint-projects with ISS, lunar expeditions, and eventual  mars exploration. Ultimately, the future of U.S.-China space cooperation is a necessity for  continuation of human progress in exploring our planet, solar system, and worlds beyond.

Consultation Not Normal Means

There is a ban on consultation – it’s not normal means

Johnson-Froese 6/10/11 (Joan Johnson-Froese, Professor of National Security Affairs at the U.S. Naval War College, 6/10/11, “US-China Space Cooperation: Congress’ Pointless Lockdown” http://www.chinausfocus.com/peace-security/us-china-space-cooperation-congress%E2%80%99-pointless-lockdown/ ACC 7/30/11)

In early May when the US government was scrambling to pass a budget, a provision was slipped into the NASA appropriations bill that while counter to Obama Administration policy of expanded space cooperation, was not as important as getting a continuing resolution passed and so allowed to slide through. Section 1340 of NASA’s budget prohibited NASA and the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) from spending funds to “develop, design, plan, promulgate, implement, or execute a bilateral policy, program, order, or contract of any kind to participate, collaborate, or coordinate bilaterally in any way with China or any Chinese-owned company.” It also prohibited the hosting of “official Chinese visitors” at any NASA facility. Clearly, a comprehensive ban on US-China space cooperation was intended. Just as clearly, ban supporters are under the impression that Chinese space officials are anxiously banging on the proverbial US door, waiting and hoping for the opportunity to work with the United States – which just isn’t the case.
There has been little consultation and no consultation will be coming
Johnson-Froese 6/10/11 (Joan Johnson-Froese, Professor of National Security Affairs at the U.S. Naval War College, 6/10/11, “US-China Space Cooperation: Congress’ Pointless Lockdown” http://www.chinausfocus.com/peace-security/us-china-space-cooperation-congress%E2%80%99-pointless-lockdown/ ACC 7/30/11)

After a hiatus following the Cox Commission Report, small gestures of space outreach between the US and China began with NASA Administrator Mike Griffin’s 2006 trip to China during the Bush Administration, though the overall US policy toward China on cooperation remained largely negative. While the Obama Administration has been much more generally positive about cooperation, including with China, there have been no US-China cooperative programs put on the table by either side to consider, nor are any apparently in the works. Since 2006, US-China space cooperation has been treading water at best, so why the need now to make this bold, and pointless, political statement is unclear. Perhaps supporters were just waving a “pay attention to us” flag at NASA regarding any potential future plans, though if that was the case there were certainly other ways to send that message while still considering the broader aspects of US strategic communication.
A2 Binding Consultation Not Key

China has to have confidence in the US for consultation to be successful

Kulacki 10 (Dr. Gregory Kulacki, Senior Analyst & China Program Manager, UCS, 10/15/10, “Potential for Cooperation with China” http://www.ucsusa.org/assets/documents/nwgs/cooperation-with-china-on-space-gkulacki.pdf ACC 8/1/11)

Thus, to be successful U.S. efforts to engage China on cooperation in space need a  specific task or project, somewhere to go together or something to do together. This  project needs to be significant enough for the senior Chinese leadership to interrupt the  trajectory of China’s current space agenda and direct China’s space planners to  accommodate it.   For that to happen China’s leaders will need to be confident the United States will carry  through on the project.  The abrupt end to the agreement to have China launch U.S.  satellites in the 1990s is a reminder of the potential political risk to any Chinese leader  considering cooperation with the United States in space.   

A2 Lie Perm

Leaks will get out

Wilson and Dilulio 98 (James Wilson and John Wilson, Professors of Political Science and UCLA and Princeton, 1998, “American Government: Institutions and Policies” p. 291 ACC 8/1/11)

American government is the leakiest in the world . The bureaucracy, members of Congress, and the White House staff regularly leak stories favorable to their interests. Of late the leaks have become geysers, gushing forth torrents of insider stories . Many people in and out of government find it depressing that our government seems unable to keep anything secret for long . Others think that the public has a right to know even more and that there are still too many secrets. However you view leaks, you should understand why we have so many. The answer is found in the Constitution. Because we have separate institutions that must share power, each branch of government competes with the others to get power. One way to compete is to try to use the press to advance your pet projects and to make the other side look bad . There are far fewer leaks in other democratic nations in party because power is centralized in the hands of a prime minister, who does not need to leak in order to get the upper hand over the legislature, and because the legislature has too little information to be a good source of leaks. In addition, we have no Official Secrets Act of the kind that exists in England; except for a few matters, it is not against the law for the press to receive and print government secrets.

Chinese spies can intercept information

Zakaria 2K (Tabassum Zakaria, journalist for Reuters, 10/31/2000, “U.S. intelligence report sees Chinese spy threat” http://www.gertzfile.com/gertzfile/wires.html ACC 8/1/11)

WASHINGTON (Reuters) -- China had at least 37 spies concentrating on ferreting out U.S. nuclear arms secrets in the mid-1990s and the effort has been "very successful'', according to a secret U.S. intelligence report.  The report was published in a newly released book, "The China Threat'' by Washington Times reporter Bill Gertz, and also details espionage against the United States by Russia, Japan, France, Israel, India and other countries.  The book says that in the early 1990s the FBI came across evidence China had spies inside the U.S. government, including one "burrowed'' in the intelligence community.  Intercepted communication between the Chinese embassy in Washington and Beijing suggested the agent, code-named "Ma'' -- horse in Chinese -- was supplying classified defense information, the book said. But the FBI never found the mole.  The book includes extensive excerpts from a U.S. intelligence report titled "Foreign Collection Against the Department of Energy: The Threat to U.S. Weapons and Technology,'' which describes how various countries targeted U.S. nuclear secrets.  It includes information up to Nov. 6, 1998, just months before the China spying scandal erupted publicly in early 1999, and said China had obtained highly classified nuclear weapon design information.  More than 250 known or suspected intelligence officers from 27 countries visited or were assigned to various Energy Department facilities in the five years up to 1998, it said.  "Russia and China had the largest intelligence presence with 141 and 37 officers, respectively,'' the report said.  China's nuclear stockpile was deteriorating and so it targeted U.S. information related to nuclear weapons design, the report said. "This effort has been very successful, and Beijing's exploitation of U.S. national laboratories has substantially aided its nuclear weapons program,'' it said. CHINA JAPAN "ADEPT'' China and Japan were "very adept'' at collecting scientific and technological information using people such as scientists, academics and businessmen, the report said.  Japan targeted U.S. nuclear labs for information on sensitive technologies through the Japan External Trade Organization, it said.  China, France, India, Israel, Pakistan, Russia and Taiwan ''are known to intercept U.S. satellite communications, and, in many cases, have extensive capabilities to intercept other communications,'' the report said.

***Affirmative***

No Spillover

Cooperation on a specific issue won’t spillover – empirically proven

Oberg 06 (James Oberg, a full-time free-lance consultant, 6/27/06, “The U.S. and China: What ‘Common Ground’ in Outer Space?” http://www.jamesoberg.com/policyoutlook2006.pdf ACC 7/31/11)

But John Logsdon put this concept in historical perspective in a report almost twenty years ago, when he wrote: “Those that advocate space cooperation as a means of making significant changes in superpower political and military relationships are fighting against most examples provided by history.” 14 Logsdon continued: “For most of the twentieth century, a school of international political thought called ‘functionalism’ has argued for ‘peace by pieces’—creating a network of cooperative relationships in specific areas of human activity that would weave a web of interdependence to place constraints on conflicts so they did not erupt into armed hostility.” Many international relations strategies in the years immediately after both World Wars were “motivated by this perspective,” he wrote, but “most students of international politics are skeptical of the ‘spillover’ argument—that habits of cooperation developed in narrow areas of activity will have impacts in other areas of nation-state relationships.”
Consultation Bad – Heg

Cooperation with China guts US heg

Cheng 09 (Dean Cheng, Research Fellow, Asian Studies Center @ Heritage Foundation, 10/30/09 “U.S.-China Space Cooperation: More Costs Than Benefits” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2009/10/US-China-Space-Cooperation-More-Costs-Than-Benefits ACC 7/30/11)

Beyond the technical issues, however, there are more fundamental political concerns that must be addressed. The U.S. military depends on space as a strategic high ground. Space technology is also dual-use in nature: Almost any technology or information that is exchanged in a cooperative venture is likely to have military utility. Sharing such information with China, therefore, would undercut American tactical and technological military advantages. Moreover, Beijing is likely to extract a price in exchange for such cooperation. The Chinese leadership has placed a consistent emphasis on developing its space capabilities indigenously. Not only does this ensure that China's space capabilities are not held hostage to foreign pressure, but it also fosters domestic economic development -- thereby promoting innovation within China's scientific and technological communities -- and underscores the political legitimacy of the Chinese Communist Party. Consequently, the PRC will require that any cooperation with the U.S. provides it with substantial benefits that would balance opportunity costs in these areas.

Hegemony solves great power war – declines means conflict

Khalilzad 11 (Zalmay Khalilzad, Former US ambassador, former Professor @ Columbia, 2/8/11, “The Economy and National Security” http://www.nationalreview.com/articles/259024/economy-and-national-security-zalmay-khalilzad ACC 6/22/11)
We face this domestic challenge while other major powers are experiencing rapid economic growth. Even though countries such as China, India, and Brazil have profound political, social, demographic, and economic problems, their economies are growing faster than ours, and this could alter the global distribution of power. These trends could in the long term produce a multi-polar world. If U.S. policymakers fail to act and other powers continue to grow, it is not a question of whether but when a new international order will emerge. The closing of the gap between the United States and its rivals could intensify geopolitical competition among major powers, increase incentives for local powers to play major powers against one another, and undercut our will to preclude or respond to international crises because of the higher risk of escalation.  The stakes are high. In modern history, the longest period of peace among the great powers has been the era of U.S. leadership. By contrast, multi-polar systems have been unstable, with their competitive dynamics resulting in frequent crises and major wars among the great powers. Failures of multi-polar international systems produced both world wars. American retrenchment could have devastating consequences. Without an American security blanket, regional powers could rearm in an attempt to balance against emerging threats. Under this scenario, there would be a heightened possibility of arms races, miscalculation, or other crises spiraling into all-out conflict. Alternatively, in seeking to accommodate the stronger powers, weaker powers may shift their geopolitical posture away from the United States. Either way, hostile states would be emboldened to make aggressive moves in their regions.
PAGE  
1
Last printed 9/4/09 7:00 PM





