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1NC Shell

China-Australia energy trade is key to long term relations

Reuters 6/13/11 (“US coal may oust Australian in Asia trade” http://www.steelguru.com/raw_material_news/US_coal_may_oust_Australian_in_Asia_trade_-_Mr_Ron_Beveridge/209518.html ACC 8/7/11)

The growth of Australian energy exports to China (LNG, coal and uranium) is the major pillar of the bilateral economic relationship. It brings issues of energy security and climate change into the bilateral relationship. With Australia holding the largest known reserves of uranium in the world and very well placed to be a regional supplier of first choice for LNG for the foreseeable future, this energy pillar will only grow stronger. Coal is the major source of energy both in Australia and China. Australia and China are already cooperating on climate change issues and there is a strong commitment by both sides to deepen this cooperation. Both are members of the AP6 coalition seeking technological solutions to climate change and Australia sees that China would be a great market and strategic partner in the development of clean coal technology. 
Resolves China-Taiwan conflict

Klintworth 2k (Dr. Gary Klintworth is Strategic Adviser, Defence Intelligence Organisation, Canberra.  Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Group   
7 November 2000  “China and Taiwan-From Flashpoint to Redefining One China”  http://www.aph.gov.au/library/pubs/rp/2000-01/01rp15.htm#australia
China regards the Taiwan issue as its internal affair and in the first instance, Chinese leaders would be inclined to rebuff offers of outside mediation. But judging from remarks made to the author during recent interviews in Beijing and Taipei, both China and Taiwan would be interested in a country like Australia playing a good offices role to help dispel their mutual distrust. As a middle power relatively distant from China, Australia does not threaten China's national interests and, unlike the US and Japan, it carries no strategic or historical baggage on the Taiwan issue. On the contrary, Australian views are respected in Beijing, especially within the senior ranks of the PLA. At the same time, Australia has close security relations with Washington and reasonable standing and credibility in Taipei. Given the importance of the Taiwan issue in Australia's strategic environment, there may be a role for Australia to play in building confidence and understanding in China-Taiwan-US relations. The Australian Government has already declared that its wants to influence the events which shape the country's strategic future and that it has the necessary skills and influence to do so.(188) Furthermore, amongst its key strategic interests in the Asia-Pacific region, the Australian Government has listed the avoidance of destabilising strategic competition between the region's major powers as its first priority.(189) As Foreign Minister Alexander Downer remarked after Chen Shui-bian's election as Taiwan's new President, Australia wants to see reconciliation between Beijing and Taipei.(190)The Opposition Spokesman on Foreign Affairs, Laurie Brereton, said that the Taiwan election was an impressive demonstration of the strength and vitality of the country's democracy and that Australia 'must be forthright in publicly urging China and Taiwan to return to peace and constructive dialogue'.(191) Instead of supporting one side or the other, as we did during the Taiwan crisis of 1995-96, when we expressed support for the US against China, Australia's national interests are better served by offering alternative even handed suggestions that try to find common ground between China and Taiwan. Australia might also be able to help inform US Congressional opinion about China by offering, for example, a critique of the Cox report that did so much unnecessary damage to Sino-US relations. Australia could convene suitable forums that are attended by representatives from Taiwan and China, or from China and the US, in order to promote dialogue and transparency, (as the US government is doing by sponsoring pseudo academic conferences attended by Chinese from Taiwan and the mainland). Within a 'one China' framework, and as an interested neighbour and friend of both China and Taiwan, and as an ally of the US, Australia could offer advice and suggestions to the Chinese Government, especially to the PLA with whom Australia's senior defence officials have developed such close and comfortable ties.(192) For example, Australia could offer alternative ways for China to think about the Taiwan issue, such as the merits of a Chinese federation, a Chinese Community, or a Chinese Commonwealth.(193) At the moment, China is in the process of determining its Taiwan policy and while this paper has argued that war is not a realistic option for Beijing, Australia nonetheless could play an important role that helps steer China and Taiwan towards a peaceful outcome. If Australia could contribute towards reducing the suspicion, misunderstanding and misperception that often bedevils China's Taiwan policy-making process, it has nothing to lose and a lot to gain.

Causes 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.
UQ – Exports

Exports growing now
McLennan 9 (David McLennan is a reporter for the Canberra Times “Australia to be 'global supplier of clean energy” August 20 2009 http://www.canberratimes.com.au/news/national/national/general/australia-to-be-global-supplier-of-clean-energy/1601141.aspx
Australia is on the threshold of an unprecedented expansion of the liquefied national gas industry, Prime Minister Kevin Rudd says. His comments come in the wake of Australia's biggest export deal; a $50 billion 20-year agreement between a Chevron-led joint venture and PetroChina for gas from the Gorgon development off the West Australian coast. Both major parties were claiming credit for the deal yesterday, but the project still requires approval from Environment Minister Peter Garrett by September 8 because it involves development on Barrow Island, home to several endangered species. Finance Minister Lindsay Tanner predicted the project would go ahead ''notwithstanding the remaining hurdles'', prompting Greens senator Rachel Siewart to say Mr Garrett had been reduced ''to the status of a rubber stamp''. ''The message to us seems clear threatened species will not be allowed to get in the way of development under Rudd, and environmental conditions are nothing more than a means of green-washing projects destined to go ahead regardless of their environmental impacts,'' she said. Mr Rudd said the deal brought the Gorgon project to the ''verge of reality''. ''Gorgon would be the largest resources project ever undertaken in Australia. It would create an estimated 6000 jobs during its peak construction and an estimated 3500 jobs during the operational life of the project. It would boost WA gross state product by 4per cent,'' he said.

Exports are growing now – accesses broader trade relations

Ferguson 11 (Hon. Martin Ferguson, Australian Minister for Resources and Energy, 1/20/11, “Energy in the Australia & China Relationship” http://www.australiachina.com.au/business/en/mining-a-energy/energy ACC 8/7/11)
Australia has a strong and growing trade relationship with China, particularly with regard to the export of minerals and increasingly, mining services.

Australia’s exports to China in 2009 were worth more than $42 billion, and iron ore accounted for just over half of that total. Coal was not far behind. In addition to these traditional export commodities, Australia is a growing producer and exporter of liquefied natural gas (LNG) and we have welcomed the signing of a number of significant new agreements in 2010 for LNG supply to China. In my view, Australian LNG will be increasingly important to China’s energy security. As a cleaner burning fuel, LNG also has the potential to play an important role in reducing emissions from energy generation both here in Australia and for our major trading partners, such as China. Chinese investment in Australia is already significant and I am confident Australia will welcome more investment from China, particularly in the resources sector in the years ahead.

UQ-Relations

Australian analysts factor in this stuff now – proves it’s key to relations
Kirkland 10 (Joel Kirkland, writer for Climate Wire, 12/22/10, “Asia's Exploding Economic Growth Churns Australia's Coal Industry” http://www.nytimes.com/cwire/2010/12/22/22climatewire-asias-exploding-economic-growth-churns-austr-57447.html?pagewanted=all ACC 8/7/11)
"We regard growth in imports of high-quality hard coking coal into India and Brazil as a long-duration and irreversible trend," Melbourne-based analysts for Goldman Sachs said in a recent research note. "China's seaborne imports will also continue rising until export availability from Mongolia reaches critical mass of volume and quality -- 2015 at the earliest, in our opinion."
Link

Energy is the basis for co-operation
Xinhua 5/3/11 (“China expects resources relationship with Australia not limited to buyer seller one” http://www.steelguru.com/raw_material_news/China_expects_resources_relationship_with_Australia_not_limited_to_buyer_seller_one/203309.html ACC 8/7/11)
Chinese vice premier Li Keqiang expressed the hope that China-Australia energy and resources relationship should go beyond the buyer-seller one. Mr Li said in a key-note speech at a China-Australia economic and trade forum said that "The two countries should seek a long-term stable and strategic cooperation in energy and resources, rather than maintain a simple buyer-seller relationship.” The forum coincided with Australian Prime Minister Julia Gillard's first visit to China since she took office last year. Mr Li told that "With regard to energy and resources, China and Australia should innovate their ways of cooperation and seek mutual benefit.”

AT Impact Turn

No risk of an impact turn – Australia is still independent
Scissors and Lohman 11 (Dr. Derek Scissors, Research fellow of Asian Studies @ Heritage, and Walter Lohman, Director of The Heritage Foundation's Asian Studies Center, 3/9/11, “Australia–China Economic Relations: A Lesson for the U.S., Not a Threat” http://thf_media.s3.amazonaws.com/2011/pdf/wm3186.pdf ACC 8/7/11)

There is no reason why Australia cannot speak its mind on these issues and others, including human rights, for fear of economic repercussions. China’s economic growth provides no objective reason to lose faith in American leadership. China’s economic rise is an opportunity for Australia, not a threat. Neither is it a threat to the U.S. The China threat is political/military in nature, and it is growing as much from American hesitance as from Chinese action. The U.S. should make the most of its economic relationship with China, even as it pushes back on the political/security side of the relationship.

US-Australia overwhelms militarily
Scissors and Lohman 11 (Dr. Derek Scissors, Research fellow of Asian Studies @ Heritage, and Walter Lohman, Director of The Heritage Foundation's Asian Studies Center, 3/9/11, “Australia–China Economic Relations: A Lesson for the U.S., Not a Threat” http://thf_media.s3.amazonaws.com/2011/pdf/wm3186.pdf ACC 8/7/11)

Nothing to Fear. Australian Prime Minister Julia Gillard, as evidenced by the tributes to the U.S.– Australia alliance that she is paying in Washington this week, seems to understand that there is nothing inconsistent in supporting an American-led order in the Asia–Pacific and close economic relations with China. This is a point that American policymakers should better understand. 

Solves the Case

Sino-Aussie relations solve carbon capture technology and renewable development - proves squo solves warming – the exports are long term
Ferguson 11 (Hon. Martin Ferguson, Australian Minister for Resources and Energy, 1/20/11, “Energy in the Australia & China Relationship” http://www.australiachina.com.au/business/en/mining-a-energy/energy ACC 8/7/11)
The potential for increased trade between our two countries is impressive. Australia has proven itself as a reliable supplier with vast natural resources. At current production rates, Australia has conventional gas resources to last 63 years, coal seam methane and unconventional gas resources to last 100 years, uranium to last 140 years, black coal to last 90 years and brown coal to last a staggering 490 years. But Australia is endowed with more than just natural resources. We offer a skilled workforce, open markets and transparent regulatory frameworks. The Australian government is investing in the infrastructure for our resources sector, as is the private sector. At the same time, I welcome China’s investment in LNG receiving terminals. Three are in operation, four are being built and others are on the way. Australia and China’s relationship in the areas of resources and energy goes beyond the export of commodities to the exchange of ideas and a commitment to work together in key areas of research. In December 2010 we have built on this even further with an agreement reached between our two countries to cooperate on a feasibility study towards a commercial-scale carbon capture and storage (CCS) project in China. Both Australia and China are investing in renewable technologies to deliver a lower emission energy mix for the future, but during this transition period the reliance on fossil fuels for power generation will continue. This is why CCS has the potential to play such an important role in reducing emissions in the electricity generation sector and in industrial processes – a role recognised in 2010 by the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change in its decision to accept CCS as an eligible activity under the Clean Development Mechanism. The commercial-scale deployment of CCS is not without its challenges. The new joint feasibility study between Australia and China allows us to address these issues for the benefit of both our countries.
AT Alt Causes (to relations)

Energy trade overcomes alt causes
Mercer 10 (Phil Mercer, Voa News writer, 3/25/10, “Australia Signs Mammoth Gas Deal With China” http://www.voanews.com/english/news/asia/Australia-Signs-Mammoth-Gas-Deal-With-China-89103332.html ACC 8/7/11)
Australian officials say a $54 billion deal to sell liquefied natural gas to China shows that trade between the two countries remains on track. There had been concerns that tensions over China's arrest of executives of the Australian mining company Rio Tinto could derail relations. Phil Mercer reports from Sydney. Canberra says the liquefied natural gas deal is proof that its economic relationship with China has not been damaged by the trial in Shanghai this week of Australian Rio Tinto executive Stern Hu. Hu and three Chinese colleagues have been charged with briber and commercial spying. Their trial has ended but no verdicts have been handed down. The arrest of the Rio Tinto employees created diplomatic friction between Canberra and Beijing. However, Australian Resources and Energy Minister Martin Ferguson says the new LNG deal with China National Offshore Oil Corporation (CNOOC) shows that business ties have not been harmed. "It's very clear that right through the difficulties over Stern Hu we have maintained a healthy business relationship with China that has been mutually beneficial to both countries. And the contract with CNOOC (China National Offshore Oil Corporation) a major player on the west coast of Australia, is also of significance because it now brings them to the east coast of Australia and it says loud and clear that from an energy and a resource point of view, Australia's very important to China's future economic development," said Ferguson. The agreement is Australia's second major gas deal with the Chinese in six months.  

Free Trade Impact

Relations are key to trade liberalization
Rudd 04 (Kevin Rudd, Australian politician, 7/6/04, “Australia and China: A Strong and Stable Partnership for the 21st Century” http://au.china-embassy.org/eng/zagx/t142076.htm ACC 8/7/11)
Australia has a fundamental interest in working closely with China in the evolution of the multilateral, rules-based order – in relation to global security, the global economic and, of course, the global environment. China is seeking to play a more active role in international affairs. From our perspective, this is a welcome development. We particularly welcome China's engagement with the United States in the War against Terrorism aimed at eliminating al Qaeda, Jeemah Islamiah and other associated terrorist organisations. Terrorism knows no geographical boundaries. Together with China, we also face a common challenge in eliminating international sources of terrorist financing – in particular the resurgence of the opium crop in Afghanistan, which the United Nations estimates is worth US$2.6 billion per year. Australia and China also have an interest in working together in the World Trade Organisation, as both our countries and economies are the beneficiaries of a liberalised multilateral trading system. China's prosperity and Australia's prosperity depend fundamentally on global trade liberalisation. If the world were to break up into protectionist blocs or retreat into national protectionist regimes, the economic and strategic consequences for us all would be disastrous. Australia and China also share an interest in the revitalisation of APEC in order to accelerate regional trade liberalisation and facilitation here in the most dynamic economic region in the world.

Solves war – best evidence

Griswold, 7 (Daniel, director of the Center for Trade Policy Studies, 4/20/2007, Trade, Democracy and Peace, http://www.freetrade.org/node/681"http://www.freetrade.org/node/681)
A little-noticed headline on an Associated Press story a while back reported, "War declining worldwide, studies say." In 2006, a survey by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute found that the number of armed conflicts around the world has been in decline for the past half-century. Since the early 1990s, ongoing conflicts have dropped from 33 to 17, with all of them now civil conflicts within countries. The Institute's latest report found that 2005 marked the second year in a row that no two nations were at war with one another. The death toll from war has also been falling. According to the Associated Press report, "The number killed in battle has fallen to its lowest point in the post-World War II period, dipping below 20,000 a year by one measure." Current estimates of people killed by war are down sharply from annual tolls ranging from 40,000 to 100,000 in the 1990s, and from a peak of 700,000 in 1951 during the Korean War. Many causes lie behind the good news--the end of the Cold War and the spread of democracy, among them--but expanding trade and globalization appear to be playing a major role in promoting world peace. Far from stoking a "World on Fire," as one misguided American author argued in a forgettable book, growing commercial ties between nations have had a dampening effect on armed conflict and war. I would argue that free trade and globalization have promoted peace in three main ways. First, as I argued a moment ago, trade and globalization have reinforced the trend toward democracy, and democracies tend not to pick fights with each other. Thanks in part to globalization, almost two thirds of the world's countries today are democracies--a record high. Some studies have cast doubt on the idea that democracies are less likely to fight wars. While it's true that democracies rarely if ever war with each other, it is not such a rare occurrence for democracies to engage in wars with non-democracies. We can still hope that as more countries turn to democracy, there will be fewer provocations for war by non-democracies. A second and even more potent way that trade has promoted peace is by promoting more economic integration. As national economies become more intertwined with each other, those nations have more to lose should war break out. War in a globalized world not only means human casualties and bigger government, but also ruptured trade and investment ties that impose lasting damage on the economy. In short, globalization has dramatically raised the economic cost of war. The 2005 Economic Freedom of the World Report contains an insightful chapter on "Economic Freedom and Peace" by Dr. Erik Gartzke, a professor of political science at Columbia University. Dr. Gartzke compares the propensity of countries to engage in wars and their level of economic freedom and concludes that economic freedom, including the freedom to trade, significantly decreases the probability that a country will experience a military dispute with another country. Through econometric analysis, he found that, "Making economies freer translates into making countries more peaceful. At the extremes, the least free states are about 14 times as conflict prone as the most free." By the way, Dr. Gartzke's analysis found that economic freedom was a far more important variable in determining a countries propensity to go to war than democracy. A third reason why free trade promotes peace is because it allows nations to acquire wealth through production and exchange rather than conquest of territory and resources.As economies develop, wealth is increasingly measured in terms of intellectual property, financial assets, and human capital. Such assets cannot be easily seized by armies. 
China War Impact Exts

Australia is the only country that can do this

Minyue 5 (Hou Minyue is a Professor and Deputy of the Australian Studies Centre, East China Normal University Focusing on the study of US-Australian defence alliance he was also a Georgetown University Fulbright Scholar from 2007 to 2008. Specialising in international relations, the Australian economy, Australian foreign relations and cultural studies, Professor Minyue is a leading expert on China-Australia relations. He is the author and editor of A History of Sino-Australian Relations (1999), Cultural Pluralism and Civil Society in the Asia-Pacific Region in the Era of Globalisation (2004), and The Impact of China’s Modernisation on Relations with Australia (2005). The Taiwan question and SinoAustralian relations: The context of China's modernization Global Change, Peace & Security, Volume 17, Number 3, October 2005 Routledge http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/14781150500277636
It can be said, then, that of the three parties (China, Australia and Taiwan) in this diplomatic game, Australia had the initiative and was in an advantageous position in balancing its relations with the other two. China found it difﬁcult to take action given the rhetoric used by Australia, which on the one hand verbally continuing to commit itself to one China and to regard Taiwan as a province of China, and on the other substantially strengthening relations with Taiwan regardless of China’s repeated protests. When Taiwan attempted to apply pressure on Canberra by connecting the issue of a direct air link with the upgrading of its ofﬁces in Australia, the Hawke government decided in February 1991 not to sign an aviation agreement with Taiwan. The clear signal to Taiwan was that Australia would not be blackmailed, even though in November of the previous year an ofﬁcial decision had already been made for the upgrading of the Taiwanese ofﬁces. Australia’s refusal brought a measure of comfort to Beijing, which chose to interpret the decision as ‘an embodiment of Australia’s one China policy’. 37 Taiwan, for its part, had no choice but to separate the two matters. One month later, after announcing in February 1991 that relations with China had returned to normal, the Australian government ﬁnalized negotiations for improving relations with Taiwan

Australia is key to moderate US policy

Minyue 5 (Hou Minyue is a Professor and Deputy of the Australian Studies Centre, East China Normal University Focusing on the study of US-Australian defence alliance he was also a Georgetown University Fulbright Scholar from 2007 to 2008. Specialising in international relations, the Australian economy, Australian foreign relations and cultural studies, Professor Minyue is a leading expert on China-Australia relations. He is the author and editor of A History of Sino-Australian Relations (1999), Cultural Pluralism and Civil Society in the Asia-Pacific Region in the Era of Globalisation (2004), and The Impact of China’s Modernisation on Relations with Australia (2005). The Taiwan question and SinoAustralian relations: The context of China's modernization Global Change, Peace & Security, Volume 17, Number 3, October 2005 Routledge http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/14781150500277636
China also preferred to enhance economic complementarity with Australia, given that the former’s modernization programme needed reliable access to energy supplies and other resources of the kind Australia could provide. It was in Beijing’s strategic interest to use greater economic collaboration with Australia to persuade the latter to maintain a balanced position between China and the United States. Accordingly, in addition to a new A$30 billion preliminary gas agreement, the China– Australia Trade and Economic Framework signed during Chinese President Hu Jintao’s visit to Canberra in October 2003 included a bilateral commitment to a detailed study of the feasibility and beneﬁts of a free trade agreement (FTA) between the two countries. After the completion of the feasibility study in April 2005, the negotiations for a proposed FTA were launched by both governments.

Its centrism is crucial

Minyue 5 (Hou Minyue is a Professor and Deputy of the Australian Studies Centre, East China Normal University Focusing on the study of US-Australian defence alliance he was also a Georgetown University Fulbright Scholar from 2007 to 2008. Specialising in international relations, the Australian economy, Australian foreign relations and cultural studies, Professor Minyue is a leading expert on China-Australia relations. He is the author and editor of A History of Sino-Australian Relations (1999), Cultural Pluralism and Civil Society in the Asia-Pacific Region in the Era of Globalisation (2004), and The Impact of China’s Modernisation on Relations with Australia (2005). The Taiwan question and SinoAustralian relations: The context of China's modernization Global Change, Peace & Security, Volume 17, Number 3, October 2005 Routledge http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/14781150500277636
Australia was, of course, concerned to do what it could to prevent war across the Taiwan Strait. Though Klintworth described Australian policy as ‘a two-Chinas policy presented as one China’ 47 and some Chinese analysts described it as ‘an actual state-to-state tie without diplomatic recognition’, 48 the fact remains that Australia’s adherence to the one-China policy succeeded in satisfying China’s bottom line. The clear message to the Taiwanese was that a decision to proceed with independence would not receive international recognition or support. This message, coupled with Australia’s often expressed view that ‘resort to force won’t solve any problem’ 49 and its rejection of any settlement based on the use of force, had to some degree contributed to the maintenance of the status quo in the Taiwan Strait, and, indirectly at least, to the prevailing stability in Asia Paciﬁc as a whole.
Australia provides important incentives for peace

Minyue 5 (Hou Minyue is a Professor and Deputy of the Australian Studies Centre, East China Normal University Focusing on the study of US-Australian defence alliance he was also a Georgetown University Fulbright Scholar from 2007 to 2008. Specialising in international relations, the Australian economy, Australian foreign relations and cultural studies, Professor Minyue is a leading expert on China-Australia relations. He is the author and editor of A History of Sino-Australian Relations (1999), Cultural Pluralism and Civil Society in the Asia-Pacific Region in the Era of Globalisation (2004), and The Impact of China’s Modernisation on Relations with Australia (2005). The Taiwan question and SinoAustralian relations: The context of China's modernization Global Change, Peace & Security, Volume 17, Number 3, October 2005 Routledge http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/14781150500277636
As a consequence, the more ﬁrmly China stuck to the notion of peaceful reuniﬁcation, the more likely that pressure for structural political reform or democratization would increase. Political liberalization was bound to be far more challenging than economic liberalization, and riskier for the Communist Party of China. The widely held view in China is well captured by this observation: ‘the way out lies in the continuity of reform and opening up, and the hope is in the fulﬁlment of modernisation’. 53 While China stressed self-reliance, it simply could not meet these challenges without the economic cooperation of developed countries. In the case of Australia cooperation was doubly attractive. China– Australia trade was mutually proﬁtable and growing rapidly. However, unlike the US, Australia did not threaten Chinese interests; nor did it seek to impose its brand of democracy on China. As a result, China did not see the need to exercise the same degree of political vigilance vis-a´-vis Canberra as it did with respect to Washington. And even when it came to political reform, Australia might be able to play a constructive role, especially in such areas as the legal sector and administrative systems. Programmes developed during the 1990s pointed in this direction 
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