MGW 2010
                                                                                                                       Consult China CP

FT-RV
                                                                                                                                        CPL
  

Consult China CP

1Consult China CP


21NC Shell (1/2)


41NC Shell (2/2)


5CP Solvency – China says “yes” (Generic)


6CP Solvency – China says “yes” (NFU’s)


7CP Solvency – Generic (1/2)


8CP Solvency – Generic (2/2)


9CP Solvency – NK Proliferation (1/2)


10CP Solvency – NK Proliferation (2/2)


11Uniqueness – Consultation in squo (1/2)


12Uniqueness – Consultation in Squo (2/2)


13AT: CP = Only 1 Consultation


14AT: Perm – Do Both


15AT: “Lie” Permutation (1/2)


16AT: “Lie” Permutation (2/2)


17US-China Relations High – Economy


18US-China Relations Low (1/2)


19US-China Relations Low (2/2)


20US-China Relations Good – East Asian Stability


21US-China Relations Good – Economy


22US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (1/3)


23US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (2/3)


24US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (3/3)


25US-China Relations Good – Korean War (1/2)


26US-China Relations Good – Korean War (2/2)


27US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (China)


28US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (Iran) (1/2)


28US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (Iran) (1/2)


29US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (Iran) (2/2)


30US-China Relations Good – Terrorism


31US-China Relations Good – US-Sino War


32US-China Relations Bad – NK Proliferation


33Aff: Consultation Doesn’t Solve


34Aff: “Lie” Permutation


35Aff: Perm – Plan and Consult on Other Things


36Aff: AT – Korean War


37Aff: AT – Proliferation (China)


39Aff: AT – Proliferation (Iran) (1/2)


40Aff: AT – Proliferation (Iran) (2/2)


41Aff: AT – Terrorism


42Aff: AT – US-Sino War



 1NC Shell (1/2)

Counterplan Text: The United States Federal Government should enter into binding consultation with China and propose that it should:

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

United States Federal Government should abide by the results of consultation. We’ll clarify.

Contention 1: The counterplan is theoretically legitimate – 

It’s not topical – the counterplan tests the word “resolved” which means “to make a firm decision about,” it also test the word “should” which is “used to imply obligation or duty” – counterplans that test the resolution are key to predictable negative ground.

[American Heritage Dictionary at dictionary.com]

Consultation counterplans are legitimate – conditioning the plan is the only way to preserve the option of solving the case which checks unpredictable 2ac add-ons and plan clarifications. This risk is compounded by the aff monopoly on pre-round prep and structural advantages in late developing debates.

Contention 2 is Solvency – 

China and the US should collaborate on key issues.

Garthoff, 97 (Raymond L, “Relations With the Great Powers: Russia, Japan, China”, The Brookings Review, Spring, Vol. 15 No. 2, pg 8-11)

Lasting improvement in Sino-American relations will require that the two countries manage these problems before new issues arise. How might this be done?  Agreement on the terms for China’s accession to the World Trade Organization would be the single biggest step the two countries could take to consolidate their new relationship. For Beijing, admission to the WTO would burnish China’s standing as a major international power and would significantly enhance its prospects for receiving permanent unconditional most-favored-nation status from the United States. For Washington, Chinese membership in the WTO would win Beijing’s commitment to reforms that would ultimately provide greater international access to the Chinese market. China’s membership in the WTO would also make possible Taiwan's accession to the same organization as a separate customs territory–a major breakthrough in Taiwan's quest for enhanced international status. China and the United States should also agree to collaborate on issues where their national interests coincide. Cooperative measures to promote peace on the Korean peninsula, security in the Middle East, environmental protection, and legal reforms in China are example of such an approach.
1NC Shell (2/2)

Contention 3 is U.S.-China relations –  

Continued consultation is key to maintaining healthy relations with China.  

Wenfeng, 07 (Wang, Research with China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations, 6/20 “China-US dialogue best way to deal with issues”, China Daily, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2007-06/20/content_898065.htm)   

It is fair to say steady and healthy development of Sino-US relations significantly benefits both countries, while any problems in their bilateral ties are likely to threaten their interests. Many people believe China-US ties are this century’s most important bilateral relationship. Currently the two countries are making progress in mutual understanding over these issues thanks to candid exchanges during strategic dialogues. Holding a dialogue over emerging issues helps both sides better grasp each other’s priorities, better understand each other’s other thinking, operation and policymaking process.   

US-China cooperation is critical to prevent extinction.  

Ratliff, 95 (William, Senior research fellow at The Hoover Institution, 7/31, “Long-term U.S.-China interests”, The Washington Times, p. A21, Lexis-Nexis)

Much of the growth and prosperity of the Pacific Rim countries in general – ranging from Japan and China through Southeast Asia to the United States and the Pacific Coast of South America – depends on peace and stability in East Asia. The United States and China must lead other nations in fostering this peace and stability. Today, this means cooperating on such varied issues as the potential nuclear threat of North Korea, the resolution of the China-Taiwan controversy and the exploration of – and safety of sea lanes through – the South China Sea, the superhighway of the Southeast Asian economic miracle. These matters will recur, and other problems unforeseen today will turn up, in the years ahead. So the world spins. To be sure, cooperation often will not be easy, for fear as to Chinese intentions pervades Washington and suspicions of U.S. motives remain widespread here in China. Americans, for example, are particularly concerned at the size of the Chinese military budget and what Beijing intends to do with its modernized and expanded military capacity. Thus as Mr. Perry noted, increasing contacts between the militaries of the two countries, and each nation's clearer understanding of the defense policies and strategic intentions of the other, are essential. This was the particular importance of Mr. Perry's visit to the PLA gathering, a type of exchange both sides must foster in the future for everyone's good. Short-term issues are not necessarily unimportant because they are short-term, but they must be worked out by each side having consistent policies the other can understand that look beyond short-term problems to longer-term interests. The high probability is that the United States and China will be the two superpowers of the early 21st century and our living together in peace will be essential to the prosperity if not the survival of the world.

CP Solvency – China says “yes” (Generic)

China supports bilateral defense cooperation.

Embassy of the People’s Republic of China, 06 (6/23, “China ‘open’ to military exchanges with US(06/23/06)”, http://www.china-embassy.org/eng/zmgx/zmgx/Military%20Relationship/t259595.htm)
China is "open" to military exchanges with the United States, and is willing to promote bilateral defense and security cooperation, said Chinese State Councilor Tang Jiaxuan in Beijing on June 23. Tang made the remarks when meeting with a delegation of the American Foreign Policy Council led by Richard Myers, former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the U.S. armed forces. Tang said China, as a peace-loving country, always pursued a national defense policy, which is defensive in nature. The Chinese government was willing to work with the U.S. side to expand exchanges and enhance mutual trust, so as to help maintain the peace, stability and prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region and the world as a whole. 

CP Solvency – China says “yes” (NFU’s)

China wants the US to adopt “no first use”.

Embassy of the People’s Republic of China, 09 (5/20/09 was the last date of modification, “China, U.S. Should Sign No-first-use Pact”, http://www.china-embassy.org/eng/zmgx/zmgx/Military%20Relationship/t35739.htm)

China and the United States should first sign an agreement on no-first-use of nuclear weapons ahead of detargeting missiles to each other, said Zhu Bangzao, spokesman of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, at the press conference on June 18.  Zhu made the remark in response to a question on whether China will sign an agreement with the United States on missile detargeting during President Bill Clinton's coming China visit. Zhu said that the purpose for China to develop nuclear weapons is for self-defence, adding that China from the first day of owning nuclear weapons has undertaken not to use such weapons first.  "We believe that it is more important for China and the United States to first sign the no-first-use pact," he noted.

China would say yes to a “no first use” policy.

Zhang, 4/2010 (Hui, Leading researcher on China’s nuclear policies for Harvard University’s Project on Managing the Atom in the Kennedy School of Government & Specialist in nuclear arms control and Chinese nuclear policy issues, April, The Washington Quarterly, “China’s Perspective on a Nuclear-Free World”, http://www.twq.com/10april/docs/10apr_Zhang.pdf
To move toward disarmament, Beijing believes that all nuclear states should adopt a no-first-use-policy and use it to essentially redefine the role of nuclear weapons in their national and international security doctrines. Furthermore, Beijing hopes to see concrete steps be taken to ratify the CTBT, so that it may come into force, and negotiate an FMCT. Although China stands ready to support this agenda, it is up to the two countries with the overwhelming number of the world’s warheads to take the lead. As Russian and U.S. nuclear weapons levels decline, Beijing would take concrete steps to move toward disarmament, provided that the United States does not deploy a missile defense system or program to weaponize outer space that would compromise China’s minimum deterrent. Ultimately, the key to accomplishing Obama’s vision of a nuclear-free world is to move toward national security postures based on mutual trust and cooperation. Without that basis, the president’s vision will remain simply a dream.   

CP Solvency – Generic (1/2) 

Consultation is key to solving problems in the Asia-Pacific. 

Wenpu, 91 (Zhang, “The China Challenge: American Policies in East Asia”, Vol. 38 No 2, www.jstor.org/stable/1173890)  

China has never accepted the concept of “card playing.” Yet, since the United States and China are two major powers on opposite sides of the Pacific as well as permanent members of the United Nations Security Council, China has consistently believed that friendly relations between the two countries not only serve the interests of the two peoples but also contribute significantly to promoting world peace. From both the geopolitical and geoeconornic points of view, the common interests of the two countries have not faded as a result of the changing international scene. Recently, both in the Security Council and elsewhere, China has effectively cooperated with other members of the international community, including the United States, on the Cambodia issue. China also did its share to induce Iraq to withdraw from Kuwait and to seek a peaceful resolution to the Persian Gulf crisis. These examples show that in international affairs it is sometimes not feasible to ignore a country with extensive influence like China nor would it be in the interest of the United States to do so. Although the Persian Gull war came to a speedy end, the fallout of the war may be felt for a long time to come, and new regional conflicts could surface. Since the world is very fluid, the importance of international consultation- including that between China and the United States – and of keeping channels of communication open has increased rather than diminished. In the Asia-Pacific region, the two countries’ common interest in maintaining peace and stability is even more obvious. Under the impact of the general easing of relations between the United States and the Soviet Union, some important developments have occurred in the region. The Soviet-American military confrontation has deescalated. The Soviet Union seems to be reducing its military deployment. Following its withdrawal of troops from Afghanistan, the Soviet Union declared that it would cut its forces in Asia by 200,000 soldiers by the end of 1990. It has also reached agreement with concerned countries whereby the Soviet Union will pull its military forces out of Mongolia and Cam Ranh Bay in Vietnam in the next two years. The United States, for its part, has continued to maintain its military presence in the Asia-Pacific region by adhering to its “forward deployment strategy.” Only limited American military cuts have been announced. However, the Purpose seems no longer to be solely confronting the Soviet Union. Adjustments in superpower relations have led to a gradual cooling of the major regional hot spots: Afghanistan, Cambodia, and the Korean peninsula. In particular, the efforts of seeking a political settlement of the Cambodia issue have gained significant results. The premiers of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) and of South Korea have held three rounds of talks. The very fact that such meetings have taken place is a breakthrough in the inter-Korean dialogue. It helps ease the tension on the Korean peninsula and contributes to broader dialogues and contacts between the two sides. In general, the Asia-Pacific region continues to be relatively stable, and its vigorous economy continues to grow at a higher rate than those of other regions. Of late, Vietnam and the Phnom Penh regime have deliberately complicated the Cambodia issue and placed new obstacles' to a final settlement. It is certain that China will join with other countries in striving for a comprehensive, just, and lasting solution of the issue on the basis of the documents adopted by the UN Security Council and within the framework of the Paris Conference. Continued cooperation of the international community, including the cooperation between the United States and China, is necessary to sustain the momentum of the peace process until a final solution is reached. There have been some signs of easing of relations between China and Vietnam. It has been reported that top leaders of both countries met in late 1990. But only a settlement of the Cambodia issue can lead to significant improvement and final normalization of Sino-Vietnamese relations. China wishes to see the situation on the Korean peninsula continue to move toward relaxation and stability. It welcomes the high-level dialogue between the two Koreas and the progress they have attained. 

CP Solvency – Generic (2/2)

<Wenpu 91 cont’d>

China hopes that the concerned parties will take steps to reduce military confrontation in this region, including the withdrawal of foreign troops from the Korean peninsula and the realization of disarmament, In recent years, while maintaining its close and friendly ties with the DPRK, China has also engaged in nongovernmental and unofficial exchanges and trade with South Korea, culminating in the mutual establishment of trade- representative offices in each country. In recent years, the United States has increased its contacts with North Korea, and the preliminary talks for the establishment of diplomatic relations between Japan and North Korea have also started. These are no doubt positive developments.  To secure a peaceful international environment for domestic development is one of China's foremost foreign-policy objectives. China attaches great importance to the development of good relations with its neighbors. This effort has yielded fruitful results in recent years. In Northeast Asia, Sino-Soviet relations were normalized in 1989. The two countries have conducted exchanges and cooperated in many fields. The maintenance of good-neighbor relations between these two major powers will obviously have a long-term positive effect oh regional stability. Sino-Mongolian relations have also been normalized.   With its great economic strength, Japan is striving to play a bigger political role in the international arena. That is an important new development in the Asia-Pacific region. Friendly contacts between China and Japan have a 2,000-year history. The two countries also endured a bitter war and confrontation for more than half a century. Since the restoration of bilateral diplomatic relations in 1972, political leaders of both countries have jointly pledged that the two peoples will carry on their friendship from generation to generation. China will strive to achieve long-term and stable growth in Sino-Japanese relations. The fact that Japan is willing to move ahead of other major Western countries in lifting some of the sanctions against China seems to mark Japan's recognition of the importance of the relationship. Given the complementary nature of their economies, the two close neighbors have broad 'prospects for economic cooperation. It is not accidental that Japan has been China's largest trading partner for years. However, for historical reasons, China-like many other Asian countries-is naturally uneasy about any of Japan's moves in the direction for excessively increasing its military strength. China and Southeast-Asian countries have cooperated not only in the economic and cultural field but in international affairs as well. In 1990, China resumed diplomatic relations with Indonesia and formally established diplomatic ties with Singapore. This makes the mutually beneficial, cooperative relations between China and the ASEAN countries more complete. With a regular exchange of visits between state and government leaders, the mutual trust an understanding between China and Southeast-Asian countries has reached a new level. Among South-Asian countries, China has maintained relations of friendship and cooperation with Pakistan, Bangladesh, Nepal, and Sri Lanka. Sino-Indian relations have also been visibly improved. China's good-neighbor policy has proved to be trustworthy. China is an important force for stability in the Asia-Pacific region. 5 Although international relations in the Asia-Pacific region are generally developing well, unstabilizing factors still exist. While some "hot spots have been cooled, it takes a long time to defuse them completely. And the possibility of a setback still cannot be ruled out. China and the United States, as two great powers in the Asia-Pacific region, have responsibilities for maintaining stability and prosperity. For this task, further consultation is needed. If the situation warrants, the two sides can proceed from their respective positions and make constructive efforts. It is obvious that all this can be possible only when there is at least a normal relationship. 

CP Solvency – NK Proliferation (1/2)

Consulting China is key to North Korea denuclearizing.  

Christensen, 09 (Thomas J, July, Professor of Politics and International Affairs and Director of the Princeton-Harvard China and the World Program at Princeton University, The Washington Quarterly, “Shaping the Choices of a Rising China: Recent Lessons for the Obama Administration”, pg.92-93, Center for Strategic and International Studies, JB and ZB)    

One of the signal changes in the U.S.—China relationship in the past several years has been a move beyond the traditional bilateral issues that dominated previous discussions between the two sides such as trade deficits, relations across the Taiwan Strait, and human rights. These issues remain important in the U.S.—China relationship, but especially in U.S. political and security dialogues, the conversation has increasingly focused on how China and the United States might better coordinate the countries’ approaches to problems in regions around the world including Africa, Central and South Asia, Latin America, the Middle East, and Northeast Asia. As part of the Senior Dialogue, there is a series of regular sub/- dialogues led by U.S. regional assistant secretaries of state and their Chinese counterparts in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Ten years ago, people in these positions in the two countries likely would not have known each others’ names, let alone been involved in extensive discussions about how best to foster stability and growth in various parts of the world. These are real dialogues in which the Chinese bring to the discussion their own robust diplomatic experiences, which often differ from their American counterparts in important ways. For many challenges, such as North Korean denuclearization or stopping the genocide in Darfur, it will be difficult, if not impossible to solve the problems without close coordination and collaboration with China.     

China cooperation is key to successful denuclearization and stability.  

Pritchard, et al., 10 (Charles L. Pritchard, John H. Tilelli Jr., Scott A. Snyder,  President of the Korea Economic Institute (KEI)  & former visiting fellow at the Brookings Institution; Tilelli = degree in economics from Widener University; Snyder = Adjunct Senior Fellow for Korea Studies at Council on Foreign Relations, June 2010, “U.S. Policy Toward the Korean Peninsula,” Independent Task Force Report No. 64, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/22205/us_policy_toward_the_korean_peninsula.html?breadcrumb=/region/478/northeast_asia, Date Accessed: June 25, 2010, CC)   

Chinese cooperation is essential to the success of denuclearization on the Korean peninsula and to ensuring regional stability. Sino-U.S. cooperation to prevent proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) is in the mutual interests of both countries and will be a critical proving ground for the relationship. Failure to make progress toward denuclearization of the Korean peninsula would be a significant setback for efforts to promote a cooperative approach to regional security in Northeast Asia. The level of China’s cooperation and involvement is the main factor that will determine whether it is possible to achieve a strategy that goes beyond containment and management of North Korea’s nuclear and missile aspirations to rollback.        

CP Solvency – NK Proliferation (2/2)

The United States should consult China on North Korean proliferation. 

Xinhua News, 5/25/10 (“China, US should keep up consultation on nuke issues”, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2010sinousdialogue/2010-05/25/content_9889584.htm, accessed 6/26, FT)  

BEIJING - China and the United States should keep up communication and consultation on issues concerning each other's major interests such as the Iran nuclear issue and the Korean nuclear issue. Ma Zhaoxu, spokesman of the Chinese delegation attending the strategic track of the on-going second round of China-US Strategic and Economic Dialogues (S&ED), made the remarks at a press briefing after the first meeting of the strategic track on Monday. "The two countries should also enhance consultation and cooperation on counter-terrorism, non-proliferation and the fight against cross-border crimes," Ma said. On Monday afternoon, officials from China and the United States held two rounds of meetings, during the second half of which they discussed how to strengthen cooperation on major international and regional issues, and cooperation on international system reform and Asia-Pacific regional cooperation mechanism building. "The S&ED, as an important platform, provides the two sides a good channel to discuss and consider cooperation in this regard," Ma said.   

Denuclearization in North Korea needed to stabilize Northeast Asia.

Pritchard, et al. ’10.

(Charles L. Pritchard, John H. Tilelli Jr., Scott A. Snyder,  President of the Korea Economic Institute (KEI)  & former visiting fellow at the Brookings Institution; Tilelli = degree in economics from Widener University; Snyder = Adjunct Senior Fellow for Korea Studies at Council on Foreign Relations, June 2010, “U.S. Policy Toward the Korean Peninsula,” Independent Task Force Report No. 64, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/22205/us_policy_toward_the_korean_peninsula.html?breadcrumb=/region/478/northeast_asia, Date Accessed: June 25, 2010, CC)

The Task Force finds that a nuclear-capable North Korea under its current leadership threatens the credibility of the global nonproliferation regime and undermines Northeast Asia’s stability. An approach that attempts to contain the risks of North Korean proliferation while managing to freeze nuclear and missile capabilities at their current levels is necessary, but the Task Force finds that these steps are not enough to achieve full denuclearization of the Korean peninsula. The Task Force finds that the debate over nonproliferation versus denuclearization is a false choice; the United States and its partners can and must do both by containing proliferation while also pressing for denuclearization.
Uniqueness – Consultation in squo (1/2)

The US and China are consulting in the squo – economic interdependence.

Yuan, 09 (Jing-dong, Director of East Asia Non-proliferation program at the James Martin Center for Non-proliferation Studies & Associate professor of International Policy Studies at the Monterey Institute of International Studies, 12/24, “Beijing in a high-level balancing act”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China/KL24Ad01.html, FT)  

China in February while her counterpart Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi went to the US in March. Ministerial exchanges filled the diplomatic calendar, bringing enhanced consultation and dialogue on such issues as the global financial crisis, energy, environment, and climate change. The US secretaries of commerce and energy visited China and the first US-China Strategic and Economic Dialogue took place in Washington. In October, vice chairman of the Central Military Commission General Xu Caihou visited the United States. The unprecedented frequency of high-level bilateral consultation generated heightened expectations - and anxiety for some - that China and the United States might join hands in managing many of the global and regional challenges, forming their own Group of 2. Although Beijing dismissed that notion, recognition is growing that China is capable of - and therefore should be - playing an important role in the changing global economy.   Within the bilateral context, growing consultation and exchanges are indicative of China's arrival as a global power as well as the increasing economic interdependence of the two countries. The United States is a major destination for exports and a critical source of investment and technology transfer for China. Annual trade between the two nations is more than $400 billion. China holds $800 billion of the US debt and its $2.3 trillion in foreign exchange reserves are dominated predominantly in US dollars. 

Uniqueness – Consultation in Squo (2/2)
The United States and China are committed to consultation. 

Real Clear Politics, 5/25/10 (“Joint Statements at the U.S.-China Dialogue”, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/05/25/joint_statements_at_the_us-china_dialogue_105716.html)

Competent departments of the two countries held a consultation in bilateral meetings on issues including energy, security, climate change, and UN peacekeeping operations. We have signed a number of agreements, and the dialogues produced many results. Although we haven't agreed on each and every of the major issues, the dialogues, I believe, are conducive to the further advancement of the positive, cooperative, and comprehensive relations in 21st century. We both recognize that the world has entered a post-financial crisis era. The circumstances we're in and the responsibilities on our shoulders decide that only by exchanging ideas closely we can expand our mutual trust. Only by advancing cooperation can we achieve and win results. And only by strengthening coordination we can meet the challenges. And only by helping each other out as passengers in this gigantic ship of China-U.S. relationship will (inaudible) forward, braving winds and waves. We believe that the China-U.S. relationship is critical to both countries and the whole world. The two sides also believe that, to cultivate and deepen China-U.S. strategic mutual trust is important to the advancement of China-U.S. relationship in the new century. The two sides emphasized that it is impossible for China and the United States to agree on all issues. And the two sides will have disagreements and differences. What is important is to observe the spirit and principles enshrined in the three Sino-U.S. communication, China-U.S. joint statement: respect and accommodate each other's core interests and major concerns; properly handle all defensive and sensitive issues, including Taiwan and Tibet-related issues; and consolidate the basics of mutual trust. As long as we keep to this right direction, we will be able to remove disruptions and obstacles and further advance our relations. The two sides re-emphasize that we will respect each other's core interests and major concerns. We will continue to properly handle the defensive and sensitive issues in the relations, according to the principle of mutual respect and equal discussions, so that our relations will steadily and soundly move forward. The two sides stated that we will stay committed to increase the stability in the relationship. We agreed to advance communication, consultation, coordination, and cooperation on bilateral, regional, and global issues. During the dialogues, the two sides exchanged views on the current situation on the Korean Peninsula. The two sides believe that ensuring peace and stability in northeast Asia and the Korean Peninsula is critical. And under current circumstances, relevant parties should proceed from the -- safeguarding the overall interests of peace and stability in the region, calmly and appropriately handle the issue, and avoid escalation of the situation. In the dialogues we further discussed the building of the positive, cooperative, and comprehensive relationship in the 21st century. We believe that it is a relationship of -- between cooperative partners, instead of between rivalries and enemies. It is the cooperation of peaceful coexistence, instead of being on guard against each other, or (inaudible) each other. It is a mutually beneficial win-win relationship, instead of one that is seeking one's own benefits at the expense of the others. It is a relationship equal -- equality, instead of yielding ​-- one side yielding to the other side. It is a relationship in which we exchange ideas frankly, trust each other, and have a reasonable and objective perspective of each other's strategic intentions, and respect each other's core interests and major concerns. And it is a relationship out of a strong sense of responsibility to the two peoples, and the people of the rest of the world. It is not a relationship of alignment, or targeted against any third party.   

AT: CP = Only 1 Consultation

Consulting once will lead to cooperation over a wider range of issues.

Garrett, 01 (Banning, Senior associate, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Arms Control Today, March, p. 14) 

Overcoming unwarranted strategic suspicions and averting trends toward seeing each other as enemies in US bilateral relations with key countries, especially China and Russia, will thus require conscious efforts by political leaders and government officials to foster mutual reassurance of strategic intentions. For policy-makers, strategic reassurance of other nations will require a comprehensive policy perspective that includes efforts--to understand the strategic perspective and concerns of other powers;--to design and implement specific SRMs to address those concerns and ameliorate suspicions, which may require concrete policy steps as well as verbal assurances;--to harmonize the range of bilateral economic, political, military and security policies with the aim of strategic reassurance; and--to avoid inadvertent policy steps in other areas that might undermine bilateral steps aimed at strategic reassurance. Successfully pursuing such a comprehensive policy aimed at strategic reassurance will no doubt face daunting obstacles, especially domestic politics in the United States. But even limited steps in this direction-especially government-to​government strategic dialogue-may help ease suspicions in critical relationships, establishing the basis for increased cooperation on a wide range of issues of mutual concern.  

AT: Perm – Do Both

China is willing to cooperate with the US, but US policy-makers need to enter into genuine, binding consultation with China on international issues. 

Wu Xinbo, February 11, 2006 (deputy principal of the International Relations and Public Affairs College of Fudan University, How to face internationalized Sino-US relations, Global Times, english.people.com.cn/200602/11/eng20060211_241858.html) AC

To achieve effective cooperation, the US should contact China with the spirit of partnership. It means that the US should consult with China on an equal footing on international affairs, and not be arrogant and impose its ideas on others. Since the US expects China to shoulder more responsibilities and obligations, it should respect China's say in the international affairs, too. Although the Sino-US relations are more and more internationalized, it still needs mutual support to develop such a relationship and the depth of bilateral cooperation is decided by such relationship. Since the US hopes China to play a partnership role, it should treat China with a spirit of partnership and not challenge China on its core national interest. The Sino-US relations are facing important opportunities in expanding and deepening international cooperation, promoting world peace and prosperity. If the triangular relations between former Soviet Union, the US and China were in accordance with the international situation then, now the internationalized Sino-US relations reflect the characteristics of globalization and the fact that China's comprehensive strength is indeed increasing. Facing such a reality, decision-makers from both sides need to have a great vision and resolution.

AT: “Lie” Permutation (1/2)

China will discover the lie – government representation will leak the secret.

Wilson & DiIulio, 98 (James Q., Professor of Political Science at UCLA, and John J., Professor of Political Science at Princeton, American Government: Institutions and Policies, p. 291)

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. 
AT: “Lie” Permutation (2/2)

China has spies in the US that are adept at collecting secret info.
Zakaria, 2k (Tabassum, Reuters, “U.S. intelligence report sees Chinese spy threat” 11-16-00 http://www.gertzfile.com/gertzfile/wires.html)
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.

US-China Relations High – Economy

U.S.-China cooperation is high now – economic interdependence.  

Sutter, 09 (Robert, Visiting Professor of Asian Studies at the School of Foreign Service at Georgetown University, “The Obama Administration and US Policy in Asia”, Contemporary Southeast Asia, Vol. 31, No. 2, pg. 201, FT, RV)    

US-China relations during the first decade of the twenty-first century evolved towards a positive equilibrium that appears likely to continue into the near future. Both the US and Chinese administrations have become preoccupied with other issues and appear reluctant to exacerbate tensions with one another. Growing economic interdependence and cooperation over key issues in Asian and world affairs reinforce each government’s tendency to emphasize the positive and pursue constructive relations with one another. The positive stasis provides a basis for greater cooperation over economic and security interests and issues.       

U.S. China relations high now – Both countries are willing to overlook 10 months of tensions to improve relations

Reutuers 5/23/10 (Staffwriter, “U.S. and China open talks to help steady economic ties”, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE64M09Q20100523, Date accessed: 6/28, JH)
Any feuding over Chinese exchange rate policies, however, appeared likely to be kept out of the limelight. The two countries are holding a Strategic and Economic Dialogue (S&ED) in Beijing, and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said they would cover many of the commercial and foreign policy issues that have sometimes created rifts between the world's biggest and third biggest economies. She and some 200 U.S. officials attending the two days of talks, however, appeared eager to play down the tensions that unsettled relations in the first months of 2010, when Beijing denounced U.S. criticism of its Internet censorship, Washington's arms sales to Taiwan, and President Barack Obama's meeting with the Dalai Lama, Tibet's exiled leader. 

US-China Relations Low (1/2)

Tensions high now – Laundry list of disagreements prove

McLaughlin 2/1/10 (Kathleen E., Staffwriter for the Global Post, “Analysis: China’s Tougher than before”, http://www.globalpost.com/dispatch/china-and-its-neighbors/100201/us-arms-sale-taiwan, Date accessed: 6/28, JH)
Beyond industry-specific questions, the U.S. move and Chinese reaction signal increased trouble ahead in the already fraught relationship. Over the past three months, the two sides have engaged in an escalating series of highly publicized spats, beginning with President Barack Obama’s first trip to China in November and building through the failed Copenhagen climate change talks in December. Tensions inched even higher this month, when internet giant Google announced it might quit China over censorship and hacking. U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton followed up with a speech decrying internet censorship, drawing China’s ire. On the side are a series of trade spats that escalated in part with the global financial meltdown.

US China relations low – Arms deal to Taiwan proves

McLaughlin 2/1/10 (Kathleen E., Staffwriter for the Global Post, “Analysis: China’s Tougher than before”, http://www.globalpost.com/dispatch/china-and-its-neighbors/100201/us-arms-sale-taiwan, Date accessed: 6/28, JH)

China’s irate reaction to the Obama administration’s approval of a $6.4 billion arms sale to Taiwan comes at a delicate time amid already growing tensions between the two global heavyweights. The United States appears to be taking tougher stance on China than last year and Beijing is pushing back with confidence. In their latest quarrel, China lashed out at news of U.S. arms sales to Taiwan with a swift and strident reaction, raising red flags about the emerging power’s increasingly tense relationship with the United States. (In Taiwan, most back the deal.) On Saturday, the Chinese Foreign Ministry summoned U.S. Ambassador Jon Huntsman in Beijing to express its “strong indignation” over the weapons sale, according to a ministry statement. Vice Foreign Minister He Yafei said the sale “will certainly damage China-U.S. relations, exert a very negative impact on bilateral exchanges and cooperation in many important areas and lead to consequences that neither side wishes to see.” Policy analysts said the heightening tension is worrisome. “China’s strong reaction to the U.S. announcement of plans to sell weapons to Taiwan is part of a tougher, more assertive tone coming out of Beijing,” said Stephanie T. Kleine-Ahlbrandt, north east Asia project director for the International Crisis Group. “The real tragedy would be if a downturn in U.S.-China relations damages international efforts — particularly through the U.N. — to cooperate on threats to international peace and security.” At the heart of the latest spat is the Obama administration’s decision to proceed with a 2008 Bush administration plan to sell $6.4 billion in mainly defensive weapons to Taiwan (notably deferring a decision on F-16 fighter jets). Congress now has 30 days to approve the deal. U.S. weapons sales are not new. What is new is China’s self-assurance, and a brazen attitude that has emerged several times in recent months and may be contributing to tougher talk in Washington than was seen in 2008. Though China has responded to arms sales before with tough rhetoric, this time it upped the stakes. Beijing said it would suspend military ties with the United States and threatened sanctions against American businesses. It revealed no details, but the reaction called into question the future in China for American aerospace companies like Boeing.

US-China Relations Low (2/2)

US China relations low – Copenhagen proves

Bloomberg 09 (Staffwriter, Dec. 16, “Trade Discord Fuels U.S.-China Tensions in Copenhagen (Update1)”, http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=newsarchive&sid=awpljgdZYqJw, Date accessed: 6/28, JH)
China is demanding that a global agreement to reduce greenhouse gases prohibit nations from imposing trade sanctions, further pitting the world’s No. 1 emitter against U.S. lawmakers.  The draft accord from a meeting in Copenhagen to forge a climate treaty bars rich nations from adopting trade actions tied to global warming. China said such language will avert “trade wars.” The U.S. Chamber of Commerce sides with China.  “We will always oppose any practice of establishing trade barriers under the guise of protecting the global environment,” Yu Qingtai, China’s climate change ambassador, said in an interview.  A proposed U.S. law would impose tariffs by 2020 on imports of certain goods from nations such as China seen as not doing enough to cut emissions. American politicians and labor groups say pending legislation to cut heat-trapping gases must include tariffs on such nations because they gain competitive advantage.  The dispute between China and the U.S., which had record $268 billion surplus last year in China’s favor, illustrates how trade is emerging as a central issue dividing developed and developing countries at the United Nations gathering in the Danish capital.  
US-China Relations Good – East Asian Stability

Chinese cooperation key – China is becoming a regional hegemon and cooperation is key to using leadership for good use rather than bad.

Bandow 2010 (Doug, May 25, Senior fellow at the Cato institute, “Engaging China to Maintain Peace in East Asia”, http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11845, date accessed: 6/23, JH)

How to maintain the peace in East Asia Washington must engage the PRC on both issues. America's relationship with Beijing will have a critical impact on the development of the 21st century. Disagreements are inevitable; conflict is not. China is determined to take an increasingly important international role. It is entitled to do so. However, it should equally commit to acting responsibly. As the PRC grows economically, expands its military, and gains diplomatic influence, it will be able to greatly influence international events, especially in East Asia. If it does so for good rather than ill, its neighbors will be less likely to fear the emerging superpower. Most important, responsible Chinese policy will diminish the potential for military confrontation between Beijing and Asian states as well as the U.S. In return, Washington should welcome China into the global leadership circle if its rise remains peaceful and responsible. American analysts have expressed concern about a Chinese military build-up intended to prevent U.S. intervention along the PRC's border. But the U.S. cannot expect other states to accept American dominance forever. Any American attempt to contain Beijing is likely to spark — predictably — a hostile response from China. Instead, Washington policymakers should prepare for a world in which reciprocity replaces diktat. The U.S. could encourage Chinese responsibility by adopting policies that highlight the importance of the PRC's role in promoting regional peace and stability. Such an approach is most needed to deal with the Korean peninsula and Taiwan. For instance, Beijing could play a critical role in restraining and ultimately transforming the North. So far the PRC has declined to apply significant pressure on its long-time ally. In fact, North Korea's Kim Jong-il recently visited China, presumably in pursuit of additional economic aid and investment. His quid pro quo might have been a professed willingness to return to the Six-Party nuclear talks. But few analysts believe there is much chance of a nuclear deal whether or not these negotiations proceed — and almost certainly no chance unless the PRC is prepared to get tough with the North, including threatening to cut off generous food and energy shipments. To encourage Beijing, Washington should suggest that China would share the nightmare if an unstable North Korea expands its nuclear arsenal. The North's nuclear program would yield concern even in the best of cases. But the so-called Democratic People's Republic of Korea is no best case.?
US-China Relations Good – Economy 

Chinese relations are critical to the global economy.

US Department of State, 05 (9/16, “Treasury’s Adams Says US-China Relations Shape Global Growth”, http://usinfo.state.gov/eap/Archive/2005/Sep/16-200238.html DA: 6/25/10 sob)

The United States and China have a mutual interest in China's development as a prosperous and secure society that fully is integrated in the global economy and able to meet its international obligations, says Under Secretary of the Treasury for International Affairs Timothy Adams.  In a September 15 address to the U.S.-China Business Council, a private organization of U.S. corporations doing business in China, Adams said the development of a constructive economic relationship between the United States and China is "vitally important" and will guide the shape and pace of global economic growth "for years to come." "Indeed, the United States and China have been the engines of the global economy, accounting for half of global growth in the last few years," he said.   Because the two countries wield such influence over the international economy, he added, their economic relationship is a "key lever in addressing global economic imbalances."
US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (1/3) 

US-Sino relations solve multiple scenarios for nuclear war and environmental destruction. 

Desperes, 01 (John, Fellow at the RAND Corporation, “China, the United States, and the Global Economy.” p. 227-8)  

Indeed, U.S.-Chinese relations have been consistently driven by strong common interests in preventing mutually damaging wars in Asia that could involve nuclear weapons; in ensuring that Taiwan's relations with the mainland remain peaceful; in sustaining the growth of the U.S., China, and other Asian-Pacific economies; and, in preserving natural environments that sustain healthy and productive lives. What happens in China matters to Americans. It affects America's prosperity. China's growing economy is a valuable market to many workers, farmers, and businesses across America, not just to large multinational firms like Boeing, Microsoft, and Motorola, and it could become much more valuable by opening its markets further. China also affects America's security. It could either help to stabilize or destabilize currently peaceful but sometimes tense and dangerous situations in Korea, where U.S. troops are on the front line; in the Taiwan Straits, where U.S. democratic values and strategic credibility may be at stake; and in nuclear-armed South Asia, where renewed warfare could lead to terrible consequences. It also affects America's environment. Indeed, how China meets its rising energy needs and protects its dwindling habitats will affect the global atmosphere and currently endangered species.    

US-Sino cooperation solves proliferation, environmental destruction, and disease. 

American Assembly, 98 (“China - U.S. Relations in the Twenty-First Century - After Two Summits, Goals for the 21st Century: Phase III”, http://www.americanassembly.org/programs.dir/prog_display_ind_pg.php?this_filename_prefix=china_us_3&this_ind_prog_pg_filename=report)   
China and the United States will be cooperating to resolve the serious global problems that increasingly threaten our planet, such as environmental degradation, inefficient energy use, spread of communicable diseases, and proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Still many difficulties must be overcome to achieve this vision. It will require constant and regular high-level dialogue, the gradual accumulation of trust between Beijing and Washington through greater transparency and frank discussion of differences, and enhanced sensitivity to each other's concerns. Cooperation on such diverse contemporary issues as Korea, nuclear proliferation, the Asian economic recession, U.S.-China trade imbalances, and environmental protection should be seen as building blocks in the formation of the larger objective. Addressing such issues together nurtures the requisite habits of cooperation.   

US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (2/3) 

US-Sino relations solve terrorism, proliferation, disease, war, and the economy. 

Wenzhong, 04 (Zhou, PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2-7, “Vigorously Pushing Forward the Constructive and Cooperative Relationship Between China and the United States”, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China, http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/wjdt/zyjh/t64286.htm)  

China's development needs a peaceful international environment, particularly in its periphery. We will continue to play a constructive role in global and regional affairs and sincerely look forward to amicable coexistence and friendly cooperation with all other countries, the United States included. We will continue to push for good-neighborliness, friendship and partnership and dedicate ourselves to peace, stability and prosperity in the region. Thus China's development will also mean stronger prospect of peace in the Asia-Pacific region and the world at large. China and the US should, and can, work together for peace, stability and prosperity in the region.  Given the highly complementary nature of the two economies, China's reform, opening up and rising economic size have opened broad horizon for sustained China-US trade and economic cooperation. By deepening our commercial partnership, which has already delivered tangible benefits to the two peoples, we can do still more and also make greater contribution to global economic stability and prosperity.  Terrorism, cross-boundary crime, proliferation of advanced weapons, and spread of deadly diseases pose a common threat to mankind. China and the US have extensive shared stake and common responsibility for meeting these challenges, maintaining world peace and security and addressing other major issues bearing on human survival and development. China is ready to keep up its coordination and cooperation in these areas with the US and the rest of the international community.   

U.S.-China relationship produces more good than harm – 3 warrants.

Sutter, 09 (Robert, Visiting Professor of Asian Studies at the School of Foreign Service at Georgetown University, “The Obama Administration and US Policy in Asia”, Contemporary Southeast Asia, Vol. 31, No. 2, pg. 202, FT, RV)  

The positive features of the relationship tend to outweigh the negatives for three reasons. First, both governments gain from cooperative engagement — the gains include beneficial economic ties, as well as cooperation over North Korea, terrorism, Pakistan and even Taiwan. It also includes smaller progress on Iran and even less on Sudan and Myanmar. Second, Washington and Beijing recognize that, because of ever closer US-China interdependence, focusing on negative aspects in US-China relations would be counter productive to their interests. Third, US and Chinese leaders recognize that, because of other major policy preoccupations they both have, focusing on negative aspects in US-China relations would also be counter productive to their interests. In sum, it seems fair to conclude that the recent US relationship with China rests upon a mutual commitment to avoid conflict, cooperate in areas of common interest and prevent disputes from shaking the overall relationship.33 Against this background, the Obama government seems most likely to advance relations with China in small ways. It probably will show sufficient resolve to avoid conflict with China over trade, currency, environmental security, Taiwan, Tibet human rights and other issues that appear counterproductive for what seem to be more important US interests in preserving a collaborative relationship with China and avoiding frictions with such an important economy at a time when international economic cooperation is of paramount importance.34

US-China Relations Good – Laundry List (3/3)

Chinese cooperation is key to solve global issues.  

Holsag, 09 (Jonathan, July 2009, Jonathan Holslag is a Research Fund Flanders fellow at the Brussels Institute of Contemporary China Studies (BICCS). “Embracing Chinese Global Security Ambitions”, The Washington Quarterly 32:3 pp. 105-118, JH & BH)    

As China’s economic stakes in the world grow, so do its security interests, and the political willingness to protect them. As a consequence, Beijing is gradually shifting a part of its military capabilities in the direction of long-range operations. Nowadays, its Air Force and Navy would both be able to lift a small battalion-size contingent for long-range operations. Without having to overstretch its capacity in the East and South China Sea, the navy is able to deploy two formations of two or three advanced surface combatants accompanied by a replenishment ship for missions in distant waters. In terms of long-distance force projection, China ranks between India and Japan, and it will take at least ten years before it will be able to operate at brigade-level. While the global presence of China’s armed forces will continue to rise, it will only be at a slow pace. This does not pose a threat to the United States. From a realist perspective, China’s military venturing into remote parts of the world remains vulnerable. If in the next decade, the PLA’s military predominance in the Taiwan Strait becomes insurmountable, its relative weakness in distant operations gives the United States a tremendous amount of new leverage, as long as it remains at strategic choke points. Despite China’s global military ambitions, the United States will continue to have sufficient clout to keep this in check. From China’s perspective, it makes cooperation compulsory. And why should China not work with the United States? Both powers have many security interests in common. Maritime piracy is an obvious example. Collaboration on energy security can be explored as well, given shared concerns about violence in areas such as the Gulf of Guinea and eastern Africa. The United States should also seriously consider the added value of working with China in stabilizing Afghanistan/Pakistan. The province of Badakhshan in Afghanistan and the North Western Frontier Province (NWFP) in Pakistan are breeding grounds for terrorist groups that target both U.S. troops and China’s autonomous region of Xinjiang. An escalation of the situation in the region will severely hamper a U.S. exit strategy. In many other failing states, China and the United States can share the burden of transforming unorganized government militias into regular armies. Such synergies would also be relevant as a test of China as a responsible power aiming for cooperation and peace. Peaceful rise in essence requires being cooperative. At the same time, an offer by the United States to work with China and respect national interests on an equal footing strips Beijing of the arguments for refusing cooperation, making it more difficult to confront the United States under the traditional antihegemonic pretext. Confidence could also be improved by getting accustomed to China’s tactical and strategic military thinking, its operational procedures, and military technologies. U.S.—China military cooperation across the world is thus an important litmus test for the emerging power to show its true nature. It is widely recognized that for various economic, diplomatic, and security reasons, the U.S.—China partnership is inevitable. Bringing in the military dimension can make this relationship even more robust and stable. The wider the scope, the more options for trade-offs between different sectors of cooperation. Setbacks in one sector can be mitigated by continuing to move forward in others. China plays an important role in promoting stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. Its unremitting effort to defuse hot spots has been widely recognized. On the Cambodia question, for example, China does not pursue any self-interest; its support to the resistance forces derives solely from its position of opposing foreign aggression. China has consistently advocated a political settlement. Thanks to China’s cooperative effort, the United States, the members of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), and other concerned parties, significant progress was made in 1990. After six rounds of consultation, the permanent members of the UN Security Council reached an agreement on the five framework documents, which the four parties in Cambodia have agreed to accept. The prospects of a final solution to this decade-long regional conflict are now unfolding.     

US-China Relations Good – Korean War (1/2)

US-Sino relations are key to preventing war in Korea.  

Xu, 01 (Xianquan, Senior Research Fellow, Chinese Academy, International Trade and Economic Cooperation, “China, the United States, and the Global Economy”, pg 268)   

In terms of security and stability in Northeast Asia, outstanding is North Korea and its nuclear weapon and ballistic missile capabilities. Moreover, North Korea is heavily armed with over one million troops and has also developed other weapons of mass destruction, such as chemical weapons. North Korea's ideological isolation and economic failure heighten the risk for a military miscalculation. Although dialogue and negotiations with North Korea have increased in recent years, North Korea in general remains one of the most uncertain and explosive regimes in the world. While having much less influence over Pyongyang than most of Kim II Sung's time, China has been critical in averting a second conflict on the Peninsula, China explicitly opposes any military action from the south against the north, and China still holds the most influence over North Korea in any major crisis. Therefore, although the United States has been making the most initiatives on security issues with North Korea, China's support and cooperation remains crucial to any lasting success. Such joint diplomacy should include resolving questions about Pyongyang's nuclear program, persuading North Korea to halt further missile testing, and coordinating humanitarian relief. As members of the Four Party Talks on Korean security, the United States and China should continue their cooperation in dissuading North Korea from obstructing progress or from bolting from the process altogether. The talks remain one of the most important channels to diffuse tensions between North and South Korea—a near-term interest that Washington and Beijing share.                          

US-China Relations Good – Korean War (2/2)

Korean war triggers every impact – it destroys the ozone layer, global agriculture, the economy, and the global nonproliferation regime.

Hayes & Green, 10 (Peter & Michael, Victoria University & Executive Director of the Nautilus Institute, “The Path Not Taken, the Way Still Open: Denuclearizing the Korean Peninsula and Northeast Asia”, 1/5, 

http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/10001HayesHamalGreen.pdf)

The consequences of failing to address the proliferation threat posed by the North Korea developments, and related political and economic issues, are serious, not only for the Northeast Asian region but for the whole international community. At worst, there is the possibility of nuclear attack1, whether by intention, miscalculation, or merely accident, leading to the resumption of Korean War hostilities. On the Korean Peninsula itself, key population centres are well within short or medium range missiles. The whole of Japan is likely to come within North Korean missile range. Pyongyang has a population of over 2 million, Seoul (close to the North Korean border) 11 million, and Tokyo over 20 million. Even a limited nuclear exchange would result in a holocaust of unprecedented proportions. But the catastrophe within the region would not be the only outcome. New research indicates that even a limited nuclear war in the region would rearrange our global climate far more quickly than global warming. Westberg draws attention to new studies modelling the effects of even a limited nuclear exchange involving approximately 100 Hiroshima-sized 15 kt bombs2 (by comparison it should be noted that the United States currently deploys warheads in the range 100 to 477 kt, that is, individual warheads equivalent in yield to a range of 6 to 32 Hiroshimas).The studies indicate that the soot from the fires produced would lead to a decrease in global temperature by 1.25 degrees Celsius for a period of 6-8 years.3 In Westberg’s view: That is not global winter, but the nuclear darkness will cause a deeper drop in temperature than at any time during the last 1000 years. The temperature over the continents would decrease substantially more than the global average. A decrease in rainfall over the continents would also follow...The period of nuclear darkness will cause much greater decrease in grain production than 5% and it will continue for many years...hundreds of millions of people will die from hunger...To make matters even worse, such amounts of smoke injected into the stratosphere would cause a huge reduction in the Earth’s protective ozone.4 These, of course, are not the only consequences. Reactors might also be targeted, causing further mayhem and downwind radiation effects, superimposed on a smoking, radiating ruin left by nuclear next-use. Millions of refugees would flee the affected regions. The direct impacts, and the follow-on impacts on the global economy via ecological and food insecurity, could make the present global financial crisis pale by comparison. How the great powers, especially the nuclear weapons states respond to such a crisis, and in particular, whether nuclear weapons are used in response to nuclear first-use, could make or break the global non proliferation and disarmament regimes. There could be many unanticipated impacts on regional and global security relationships5, with subsequent nuclear breakout and geopolitical turbulence, including possible loss-of-control over fissile material or warheads in the chaos of nuclear war, and aftermath chain-reaction affects involving other potential proliferant states. The Korean nuclear proliferation issue is not just a regional threat but a global one that warrants priority consideration from the international community.

US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (China)

US-Sino relations solve Chinese war and proliferation. 

Friedberg, 05 (Aaron L., Professor of Politics and International Affairs at Princeton University, “The Future of US-China Relations”, International Security 30.2 7-45, Fall 2005, sob) 

The answers to these questions are of enormous importance. If tensions between the two Pacific powers worsen, the whole of Eastern Eurasia could become divided in a new cold war, and the prospects for confrontation and conflict would seem certain to rise. On the other hand, a deepening U.S.-China entente could bring with it increased possibilities for sustained worldwide economic growth, the peaceful resolution of outstanding regional disputes, and the successful management of pressing global problems, including terrorism and the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Whether for good or ill, the most significant bilateral international relationship over the course of the next several decades is likely to be that between the United States and the PRC.  

US-Sino relations prevent proliferation. 

Yuan, 01 (Jing-Dong, Senior Researcher for Center for Nonproliferation Studies, 10/12/01, “Assessing Chinese Nonproliferation”, Monterey Institute, http://www.uscc.gov/textonly/transcriptstx/txtesyua.htm Da: 6/24/2010 sob) 

In sum, US attempts to pressure China into accepting Western arms-transfer guidelines through the use of releasing/withholding advanced technologies have so far produced mixed results. Although one cannot deny that from time to time China has exercised restraint and has made good on its pledges, this is likely a reflection of Beijing's assessment of its national interests after weighing expected rewards (Western technologies) against forsaken commercial opportunities (missile/nuclear transfers). One important factor that may have influenced China's nonproliferation policy is its perception of how progress in this policy area could contribute to the overall bilateral relationship. This may have influenced China's decision to discontinue sales of anti-ship missiles (C-802, C-801) to Iran.[26] It may also provide the rationale for China to issue its key nuclear and dual-use export control regulations in 1997-98: to facilitate the development of a "strategic partnership" between China and the United States, as well as to secure the Clinton administration certification for implementation of the 1985 NCA. This linkage suggests that a serious deterioration in Sino-US relations could cause China to increase its proliferation activities. 

US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (Iran) (1/2)

Relations prevent the nuclearization of Iran.

Tisdall, 05 (Simon, World Briefing Columnist, The Guardian (London), 9/21, http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2005/sep/21/tisdallbriefing.northkorea Da: 6/24/10 sob)

North Korea's unexpected pledge this week to abandon its nuclear weapons appears to be the result of a highly unusual diplomatic pincer movement by the US and China. The manoeuvre has potentially positive implications for resolving the nuclear stalemate with another so-called axis of evil state, Iran. The deal forged at the six-party talks hosted by China in Beijing remains highly fragile, as yesterday's renewed demands from Pyongyang show. But if made to stick, diplomats believe that it may come to be seen as a landmark in Sino-US strategic security cooperation and a paradigm for ending the west's dispute with Tehran.  After two years of fruitless talks, the turning point seems to have come not in Beijing but in New York, at a private meeting last week at the UN between George Bush and the Chinese leader, Hu Jintao. The US president is said to have warned his counterpart that in the absence of progress, the US may step up pressure on North Korea's weak and inherently unstable regime - with unpredictable consequences. "If the talks had failed again, it would have harmed China's credibility," said an Asian diplomat familiar with the Beijing talks. But China had more powerful motives, too. As its economy and international standing have grown, its broader interests in solving the dispute have increasingly fallen into line with Washington's. "China has its own security and economic concerns. It sees North Korea as a destabilising factor in the region. It wants to keep it as a buffer state, to keep the status quo. It doesn't want the Korean peninsula to be nuclearised or destroyed," the diplomat said. Beijing also feared Pyongyang's nuclear arms could lead its regional ri val, Japan, and South Korea to acquire similar weapons while encouraging a heightened US military presence. The US decision to offer security guarantees, aid and technology to North Korea, having long refused to do so, also reflects a more consensual perspective in Washington. That change is attributed in part to Condoleezza Rice's appointment as America's top diplomat and the reassignment to the UN of John Bolton, the former arms control chief whose abrasive style antagonised Pyongyang. But preoccupations with Iraq, growing worries about Iran, plus Japanese and South Korean concerns about escalation have also helped persuade the White House that China's insistence on engagement, rather than confrontation, may best serve its interests. The US eschewed bilateral contacts after the 2002 rupture that led North Korea to quit the nuclear non-proliferation treaty. Now its chief negotiator, Christopher Hill,hailing the deal as a "turning point", may visit Pyongyang. The contradictions between this new US approach and its policy towards Iran may become increasingly difficult to justify internationally. Mohamed ElBaradei, the UN nuclear agency chief, made the comparison this week while warning against American (and Iranian) "brinkmanship". Iranian officials say privately that Washington's refusal to meet bilaterally, indirect threats of military coercion, and economic sanctions all hinder progress on the nuclear issue. Beijing seems to agree. With its UN veto in its pocket, it has opposed punitive measures against Iran, an important oil and gas exporter, while insisting engagement is the best path forward. Ironically, it may be China, Washington's new-found "strategic partner" in the east, which also holds the key to the west's Iranian impasse. 

US-China Relations Good – Proliferation (Iran) (2/2)
Proliferation in Iran leads to arms races and Middle East wars.

Nelson & Saltiel, 02 (Richard & David H., Consultants for the Atlantic Council, January, “Managing Proliferation Issues with Iran, Atlantic Council policy paper, http://www.acus.org/publications/policypapers/internationalsecurity/Managi

ng%20Proliferation%20with%20Iran.pdf Da: 6/24/10 sob)
Because Tehran will be influenced by the costs, including associated risks, of WMD and missile development, U.S. policy also should seek to increase those costs and risks, as well as increasing the benefits of decisions to forego these systems, and to propose better alternative solutions for Iran’s security needs. Among the risks Iran faces is the prospect that Saudi Arabia and perhaps other neighbors will be compelled to develop nuclear weapons should Iran do so. Iranian leaders need to be convinced that proliferation will provoke a costly and dangerous arms race—including possible preemptive strikes. In addition, Iranian pursuit of WMD and missile capabilities risks public exposure of violations of its treaty commitments not to develop nuclear, chemical or biological weapons. However, to be effective such public exposure must provide evidence of specific acts sufficiently threatening to warrant strong international sanctions, including an embargo on oil exports and arms imports. 

US-China Relations Good – Terrorism   

US-Chinese cooperation key to solve piracy and terrorism – The U.S. needs a reliable partner to be a reliable global leader.  

Holsag, 09 (Jonathan, July 2009, Jonathan Holslag is a Research Fund Flanders fellow at the Brussels Institute of Contemporary China Studies (BICCS). “Embracing Chinese Global Security Ambitions”, The Washington Quarterly 32:3 pp. 105-118, JH & BH)    

The United States has sent ambivalent signals about this evolution. In its most recent report to Congress, the Pentagon elaborated extensively on China’s global ‘‘military engagement,’’ but left open the question of whether this shift will allow Beijing ‘‘to contribute cooperatively to the international community’s responsibilities’’ or whether it will ‘‘project power to ensure access to resources or enforce claims to disputed territories.’’1 The United States combines concern with China’s growing military strike capacity, in case of a confrontation over Taiwan, with the expectation that Beijing could soon assume more responsibility against a wide range of non-traditional threats, such as piracy and terrorism. Rather than a threat, Washington should grasp it as an opportunity. From the piracy-prone Indian Ocean to the failed states of Africa to the terror belt of South Asia, common interests are strong enough reasons to invest in cooperation. If the United States wants to be reliable global leader, it needs to have reliable partners.    

US-China Relations Good – US-Sino War

US-Sino relations are key to preventing military conflict  

Roy, 03 (J. Stapleton, Managing Director, Kissinger Associates, “U.S-China Relations in the Twenty-first Century”, pg. 106-7)
At the moment, therefore, relations between the United States and China are relatively smooth. China is now a member of the WTO, which has stimulated enormous interest in our business community in trade and investment opportunities in China. Moreover, China's economy continues to be one of the fastest growing economies in the world. Nevertheless, while there are myriad reasons why we should use this opportunity to try to stabilize our relationship with China, there are lurking problems in the U.S.-China relationship (hat we would be foolish to ignore. First, Americans have widely divergent views of China. It was no accident that during the 2000 presidential campaign advisors to Governor Bush talked about China as a strategic competitor. Even now it is easy to find articles and speakers explaining why a stronger China is going to be more threatening to the United States. On the other hand, one can also find people who think that China has been moving in the right direction over the last twenty years. As some of the contributors to this volume argue in preceding chapters, China today is a more open country, and power is more institutionalized. Additionally, as Minxin Pei discussed, Chinese students are flooding our country. China today has officials at al I levels of government who have been educated in American universities. None of this existed twenty years ago. Not surprisingly, many people see this as a positive evolution. However, if one looks at the way China is sometimes discussed by U.S. government officials, it is often not clear which China it is that they are talking about: the China that has abandoned the rigid ideology of the past, that sees its interests as closely linked to the industrialized countries of the West, and that is successfully implementing market-based economic development; or the China that is growing stronger and potentially more threatening, and that is preparing for military conflict with the United States. The second problem is the challenge posed to America by the modernization of China's military. And finally, there is the very troublesome issue of Taiwan, which is getting worse, not better. It is a problem that, if mishandled, poses a genuine risk of military conflict between the United States and China. Such a conflict would have an enormous impact not only on both countries, but on the world as a whole. In the pages that follow, I will consider each of these issues and hopefully shed some light on the situation as I see it. 

US-China conflict will go nuclear

Kolko, 06 (Gabriel, Historian of modern warfare, “The Age of War: The United States Confronts the World”, pg. 102)

It is neither possible nor in its interests for the United States to remain the dominant power in East Asia, but it will not accept the reality of Chinese influence in the region. China will not disappear, and it defies both geography and facts to treat it as a "peer competitor" and risk conflict with it. China is a nuclear power, and war between it and the United States is likely to be nuclear. Despite occasional statements to the contrary, Washington is in favor of Taiwan's autonomy and is hostile to Chinese interests and ambitions most of the time. Its planned movement of its European bases and troops closer to China is part of an effort to contain it. All this augurs badly for the 'future, unless events intercede and drive the Americans elsewhere. But their global pretensions and ambitions remain, even if their immediate priorities shift—as they often have—to other parts of the world. US interest in maintaining its hegemony in East Asia is a reflection of its worldview—its psychology and dangerous pretension. In an age of nuclear weapons and missiles, it is also consummate folly. 
US-China Relations Bad – NK Proliferation

Turn – Strong U.S.-Chinese relations speed up North Korean proliferation – its strategic value to China disappears if the U.S. and China can cooperate.  

Shen, 09 (Dingli, Professor of International Relations, Executive Dean of the Institute of International Studies at Fudan University in Shanghai, & Director of Center for American Studies at Fudan University, October, “Cooperative Denuclearization toward North Korea”, The Washington Quarterly, Vol. 32 No. 4, pg. 183-4, FT & RV)    

It seems obvious that North Korea’s survival could serve China’s national security interests, especially in light of the Taiwan issue and the security dilemma it poses. Despite the improvement in relations between China and the United States since 1979 and the increasing interaction and cooperation across the Pacific, the issue of Taiwan has remained a sour point. While the mainland claims Taiwan as part of China’s territory, the government in Taiwan continues to view itself as an independent state and the sole representative of its citizens. Though Beijing has garnered more international support than Taiwan, continued U.S. support to Taiwan, especially in terms of arms deals, has angered China on more than one occasion. More significantly, China feels that the United States is using Taiwan to indirectly threaten China and force it to take a military stance toward Taiwan at a time when it is trying to peacefully integrate into the world’s economy. As a result, China has played down the Taiwan issue so long as Taiwan does not seek de jure independence, while making great leaps in economic development that can be translated to comprehensive national and military strength, which will be helpful if Taiwan declares independence. China and the United States, therefore, have a very complicated relationship. While the United States is the main source of China’s economic modernization, both have hedged against uncertainty. They have made significant efforts to forge dialogues and promote communication, while each military is still built to deal with each other professionally in the battlefield. Lately there have been an increasing number of skirmishes between the two navies in the South China Sea. The U.S. armed forces feel more need to understand the development of the Chinese navy (the submarine force in particular) while the Chinese army is increasingly assertive in its claim of Chinese rights in its Special Economic Zone. This simply indicates mutual hedging and asks for a mechanism to avoid naval conflict. But given the growing maturity of U.S.—China relations, North Korea may feel more isolated and pressed to accelerate its nuclear weapons program before it becomes a geostrategic liability to China.14 Also, the declining tension across the Taiwan Strait since the Taiwan election in May 2008 has undercut Pyongyang’s chance to secure China’s economic aid unconditionally. In other words, time is running short for North Korea.       

Aff: Consultation Doesn’t Solve

Consultations and incentives can't solve because major powers don't agree on rules, and it leads to ineffective policy

Haass 99 (Richard N. Haass, Chair in International Security at the Brooking Institutions “What to do with American Primacy?”, American Future, http://americanfuture.net/?page_id=139)

Still, consultations alone--even consultations buttressed by incentives-will not bring about consensus in every area. Persuasion has its limits. The major powers may not agree on senera1 rules; even when they do, they may not agree on how to apply them in a particular situation. In such circumstances, it makes little sense for the United States to work in vain for the emergence of international consensus, guaranteeing only inaction or a lowest common denominator and hence ineffective foreign policy.

Aff: “Lie” Permutation  

Perm: Consult China and do the plan regardless of China’s recommendations.  Non-binding consultation makes for the best foreign policy. 

Krauthammer, 01 (Charles Krauthammer, won the Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary in 1987, “From a No-Wobble Bush”, Washington Post, June 18 2001)

Ask yourself: If you really wanted to reassert American unilateralism, to get rid of the cobwebs of the bipolar era and the myriad Clinton-era treaty strings tying Gulliver down, what would you do? No need for in-your-face arrogance. No need to humiliate. No need to proclaim that you will ignore nattering allies and nervous ex-enemies. Journalists can talk like that because the truth is clarifying. Governments cannot talk like that because the truth is scary. The trick to unilateralism -- doing what you think is right, regardless of what others think --is to pretend you are not acting unilaterally at all. Thus if you really want to junk the ABM Treaty, and the Europeans and Russians and Chinese start screaming bloody murder, the trick is to send Colin Powell to smooth and soothe and schmooze every foreign leader in sight, have Condoleezza Rice talk about how much we value allied input, have President Bush in Europe stress how missile defense will help the security of everybody. And then go ahead and junk the ABM Treaty regardless. Make nice, then carry on. Or, say, you want to kill the Kyoto protocol (which the Senate rejected 95-0 and which not a single EU country has ratified) and the Europeans hypocritically complain. The trick is to have the president go to Europe to stress, both sincerely and correctly, that the United States wants to be in the forefront of using science and technology to attack the problem -- but make absolutely clear that you'll accept no mandatory cuts and tolerate no treaty that penalizes the United States and lets China, India and the Third World off the hook. Be nice, but be undeterred. The best unilateralism is velvet-glove unilateralism. At the end of the day, for all the rhetorical bows to Russian, European and liberal sensibilities, look at how Bush returns from Europe: Kyoto is dead. The ABM Treaty is history. Missile defense is on. NATO expansion is relaunched. And just to italicize the new turn in American foreign policy, the number of those annual, vaporous U.S.-EU summits has been cut from two to one. 

Aff: Perm – Plan and Consult on Other Things

Perm: do the plan and consult on other issues – Solely consulting over military presence fails – frequent dialogue over other major issues is key. 

Wenfeng '07 (Wang, Researcher with China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations. "China-US dialogue best way to deal with issues", China Daily. Jun 20, 2007.

China and the US must maintain regular dialogue to expand consensus and manage differences. As two great countries, China and the US share common interests on such critical international issues as sustaining regional peace and international security, fighting terrorism and extremism, promoting the development of the global economy, securing the global energy supply and dealing with climate change. The two sides need to develop joint action plans to maintain effective cooperation. At the same time, as the two countries differ greatly in ideology, social systems and stages of development, it is natural for them to harbor suspicions and misunderstandings as well as different stands on some issues. China and the US must exchange views regularly and frankly in order to increase mutual trust and minimize differences that could impact on bilateral ties and wreck cooperation on critical international issues.

Extended consultation over several issues is the only way to maintain relations.  

VOA News 3-10-07. "US Not Worried About China's Growing Presence in Africa" http://www.huliq.com/10238/us-not-worried-about-Chinas-growing-presence-in-Africa
"Deepening our cooperation in these areas is going to require extended consultations, and our view is in many cases, the Chinese have been quite reluctant to coordinate their assistance programs and to collaborate with other major donors in trying to arrange for a cohesive approach in various countries in Africa," he said. At the same time, Swan said there are more thorny areas of disagreement that may prove to be more difficult for Washington and Beijing to resolve. "There are also areas where our approaches differ greatly, especially with respect to democracy and to governance issues, human rights issues, transparency issues," noted James Swan. "And in these areas, too, we need to be prepared for a sustained dialogue with the Chinese, since they clearly are viewing their foreign policy objectives over a much longer time horizon."

Aff: AT – Korean War

China and the US can’t cooperate over North Korea – they’re too difficult to deal with 

Pan '06. Ester, English and International Relations from Stanford, "The China-North Korea Relationship", Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/11097/#5
Pyongyang is not an ally Beijing can count on. Kim Jung-Il's foreign policy is, like its leader, highly unpredictable. "North Korea is extremely difficult to deal with, even as an ally," says Daniel Sneider, the associate director for research at Stanford's Asia-Pacific Research Center and a former longtime foreign correspondent specializing in Asia. "This is not a warm and fuzzy relationship," he says. "North Korean officials look for reasons to defy Beijing." Some experts say the missile tests were just one example of North Korea pushing back against China's influence. ""It was certainly a sign of independence [and] a willingness to send a message to China as well as everyone else," Segal says. The Chinese, who favor "quiet diplomacy" with North Korea instead of public statements, took the unusual step of making public the fact that Wen Jiabao, the Chinese premier, warned North Korea not to launch their missiles. The fact that Pyongyang did anyway has hurt China's image, other experts say. What kind of leverage does Beijing have over Pyongyang? Not as much as outsiders think, experts say. Beijing has bullied or bribed Pyongyang officials to get them to the negotiating table at the Six-Party Talks many times. "It's clear that the Chinese have enormous leverage on North Korea in many respects," Sneider says. "But can China actually try to exercise that influence without destabilizing the regime? Probably not." Pinkston says that for all his country's growing economic ties with China, Kim still makes up his own mind: "At the end of the day, China has little influence over the military decisions." What are China’s goals for its engagement with North Korea? "For the Chinese, stability and the avoidance of war are the top priorities," Sneider says. "From that point of view, the North Koreans are a huge problem for them, because Pyongyang could trigger a war on its own." Stability is a huge worry for Beijing because of the specter of hundreds of thousands of North Korean refugees flooding into China. "The Chinese are most concerned about the collapse of North Korea leading to chaos on the border," Segal says.  If North Korea does provoke a war with the United States, China and South Korea would bear the brunt of any military confrontation on the Korean peninsula. Yet both those countries have been hesitant about pushing Pyongyang too hard, for fear of making Kim's regime collapse. "They're willing to live with a degree of ambiguity over North Korea's military capability," Sneider says, as long as Pyongyang doesn't cross the "red line" of nuclear testing. Even then, "the Chinese can live with a nuclear North Korea, because they see the weapon as a deterrent against the United States, not them," agrees Segal. But North Korea's military moves could start an arms race in Northeast Asia and are already strengthening militarism in Japan, which could push for its own nuclear weapons if North Korea officially goes nuclear. How does Washington factor into the relationship? The United States has pushed North Korea to verifiably and irreversibly give up its uranium enrichment activities before Washington will agree to bilateral talks. Experts say Washington and Beijing have very different views on the issue. "Washington believes in using pressure to influence North Korea to change its behavior, while Chinese diplomats and scholars have a much more negative view of sanctions and pressure tactics," Pinkston says. "They tend to see public measures as humiliating and counterproductive." Since U.S. officials have repeatedly refused North Korean invitations to establish bilateral talks, "the Chinese have some sympathy for the North Korean view that the United States is not interested in negotiating," Segal says.  Pinkston says the adversarial Pyongyang-Washington ties will likely not improve. "I don't think the relationship with the Bush administration is reparable," he says. "It's a complete disaster, and someone else has to pick up the pieces. We can only hope it doesn't degenerate more, but that the status quo will be maintained" until a new U.S. administration takes over, he says. In the meantime, U.S. pundits and lawmakers who push China to take what it sees as destabilizing actions in its region—i.e. support punitive actions or sanctions against North Korea—"are living in a different world," Pinkston says.

Aff: AT – Proliferation (China)

China won’t proliferate – they’re making strides towards arms control 

Jones ’07. Rodney W, author of Modern Weapons and Third World Powers, 98. “China's Proliferation Record” Proliferation Brief, Volume 3, Number 21. Carnegie Endowment for International Peace.  http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=367
China made notable strides to join formal arms control regimes in the 1990s—beginning with its accession to the NPT in 1992, its signature in 1993 and ratification in 1997 of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC), and its cessation of nuclear weapon explosive testing and signature of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) in September, 1996. China has supported the multilateral negotiations on a fissile-material production cutoff convention. China also acceded to the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) in 1984. Moreover, China has gradually clarified and upgraded the commitments it makes through export controls to nuclear and missile non-proliferation objectives. These nuclear export control clarifications and practical improvements are worthy of note, as are the areas of continued divergence.

China is committed to non-prolif.

PRC '04. (People’s Republic of China, "China's Non-Proliferation Policy and Measures" Permanent mission of the people's republic of China to the United Nations office at Geneva and other international organizations in Switzerland. 2004-04-16. http://www.China-un.ch/eng/cjjk/cjzfbps/t85404.htm)

While sparing no effort to implement the non-proliferation policy, strengthening and improving the non​proliferation laws and regulations and export control mechanism, the Chinese Government is fully aware that the above efforts should proceed in a systematic way and advance step by step.  The international non-proliferation effort is inseparable from the policies and measures of the countries involved, and the building of the domestic mechanisms in various countries is inseparable from the establishment of international non-proliferation standards. China will continue to take an active part in international non​proliferation endeavors, and exert great efforts to maintain and strengthen the existing non-proliferation international law system within the UN framework. It will constantly increase consultations and exchanges with the multinational non-proliferation mechanisms, including the "Nuclear Suppliers' Group," the MTCR, the "AustraliaGroup" and the "WassenaarArrangement," and continue to take an active part in international discussions related to non-proliferation. The Chinese Government will continue to keep in touch and hold consultations with other countries on non-proliferation issues, and is willing to strengthen its exchange and cooperation with all sides in the fields related to non-proliferation export control to keep improving their respective non-proliferation export control systems.  Confronted with the complicated and changeable international security situation, China stands for the fostering of a new security concept of seeking security through cooperation, dialogue, mutual trust and development. Non-proliferation is an important link in the preservation of international and regional peace and security in the new century. China will join the members of the international community who love peace and stability in making contributions to accelerating the development and improvement of the international non-proliferation mechanism and to promoting world peace, stability and development through unremitting international efforts and cooperation and by persisting in settling the issue of proliferation of WMD and their means of delivery through peaceful means.

Aff: AT – Proliferation (Iran) (1/2)

US-China relations can’t solve Iranian proliferation – Chinese interests in Iran prevent definitive action.

Kessler, 6/9/10 (Glenn, Washington Post Staff Writer, “U.N. vote on Iran sanctions not a clear-cut win for Obama”, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/06/09/AR2010060903742.html)

BOGOTA, COLOMBIA -- The 12 to 2 vote in the U.N. Security Council on Wednesday to impose a modest tightening of sanctions on Iran poses a conundrum: How could an administration that spent months reaching out to Iran and its allies to build international unity end up with a more uncertain result than when George W. Bush was president?  Bush refused to engage with Iran, his administration was perceived as acting unilaterally in international affairs, and his U.N. ambassador was John R. Bolton, who once famously said he wanted to eliminate 10 stories of the U.N. headquarters. But not a single Security Council resolution on Iran that passed on Bush's watch contained a dissenting vote. By contrast, President Obama had argued that engagement from the start would persuade Iran to negotiate seriously and if that did not happen, would demonstrate that Tehran was the problem, not Washington. Yet Turkey, a NATO ally, and Brazil, a major regional power, voted against Wednesday's resolution. Lebanon, a beneficiary of U.S. aid, abstained.  Administration officials say they are pleased with the resolution, noting that it includes such elements as a conventional arms sales ban, a ban on certain nuclear and missile investments abroad and measures that could thwart Iranians' banking and shipping activities and hinder the growing role of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps in proliferation activities. Moreover, officials note, Brazil and Turkey will be required to abide by these sanctions, despite their no votes.  U.S. officials also say that Bush's resolutions failed to halt Iran's drive toward a nuclear weapon, and that this resolution at least holds the potential to put new pressure on Tehran. The administration's diplomatic engagement, they add, leaves open the possibility of talks to resolve the dispute -- while Bush's failure to engage was a dead end. U.S. officials also say it is a significant achievement to win over Russia and China, which had been skeptical of new sanctions when Obama took office.  The administration did have to pay a price to win Russian and Chinese cooperation. U.S. sanctions were ended against Russian firms that had been linked to Iran's nuclear and missile programs, and China's economic interests in Iran were walled off from the sanctions. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton, traveling in Latin America, told reporters here that the administration's efforts at engagement were responsible for the positive vote.  "When we started this effort, there was no appetite in the international community for further pressure in the form of sanctions on Iran," she said. The outreach effort was "politically difficult" but helped to demonstrate that the United States was serious about diplomacy, she said, persuading Russia and China to join the sanctions drive.  Clinton said the new sanctions will make it easier to "slow down and interfere" with Iran's nuclear program in the meantime, since the "ultimate goal" is to prevent Iran from getting a nuclear weapon. She described the administration as "open to effective diplomacy" that could involve adding countries such as Brazil and Turkey to the negotiating table. The administration's critics say the uncertain result in the Security Council vote stems from U.S. weakness in international diplomacy, while its defenders say Obama inherited a weak hand from Bush.  "It is ironic that Bush had a far better record at the U.N. than Obama, as there was a unanimous UNSC vote under Bush, and Obama has lost it," said Elliott Abrams, a deputy national security adviser under Bush. He said the reason is not that the Iranians' behavior has improved, because "the clock keeps ticking, and Iran gets closer and closer to a bomb." The reason, Abrams said, "is simply that American weakness has created a vacuum, and other states are trying to step into it."  Bolton argues that the administration's willingness to operate within the U.N. system left it at a negotiating disadvantage. "Everyone believes the Obama administration is joined at the hip to the council, which is a position of negotiating weakness," he said. "Weakness produces today's result."  But Martin Indyk, vice president for foreign policy studies at the Brookings Institution, said that the no votes were "a product of the shifting templates in international affairs that is in part a result of Bush's policies that 

Aff: AT – Proliferation (Iran) (2/2)

<Kessler 6/9 cont’d>

squandered American influence when it was at its height, allowing for regional powers to emerge with greater ambitions and independence." Indyk said that the fact that Russia and China -- two of the five permanent Security Council members with veto power -- have yet again joined in new sanctions "should serve to underscore the Obama administration's considerable achievement in maintaining P5 consensus in a new era in which the United States can no longer dictate outcomes."  Mark Hibbs, a nuclear expert at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, said that "the sanctions vote serves notice that the process of building a case against Iran in the international community is continuing." He noted that nonaligned nations refused to back Iran at a recent review conference of the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and that Brazil's and Turkey's "no" votes Wednesday were widely anticipated.  "All these developments seem to indicate right now that the NAM group of countries is not a bloc which Iran can count on for support at crucial decision making moments," Hibbs said. "Clearly the world is not unified in opposing Iran's nuclear posture," said Mark Fitzpatrick of the International Institute for Strategic Studies in London. "But it won't hide the fact that Iran's diplomacy with Brazil and Turkey wasn't able to avoid the new Security Council sanctions or to break China and Russia away from the U.S.-led posse."  Nevertheless, it took the administration 16 months to reach this point, during which time Iran added to its stockpile of enriched uranium and even began to enrich at higher levels. In the meantime, Obama wrote two letters to Iran's supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, and tried hard to win Tehran's agreement on a confidence-building measure. The administration also exposed the existence of a secret Iranian facility near the city of Qom, which it said demonstrated anew how Iran was deceiving the world about its nuclear ambitions.  None of that seemed to matter to the dissenters at the council. Turkey and Brazil, in fact, took the administration's confidence-building measure -- a swap of nuclear material for an Iranian medical research reactor -- and revived it last month over U.S. objections. So in this case, one of the administration's efforts at engagement may have backfired. Administration officials, however, say such messy outcomes are sometimes the consequence of diplomatic ingenuity.  The administration might have won the same result -- or even better -- if it had moved for new sanctions last year. Brazil and Lebanon are new members on the council this year. Brazil replaced Costa Rica, which is very amenable to American persuasion. Lebanon replaced Libya, which had actually supported a sanctions resolution on Iran in 2008. Lebanon's government includes members of Hezbollah, which is closely linked to Iran, and might have been expected to also vote "no," though it may have been swayed by a phone call from Clinton to Lebanese President Michel Suleiman on Wednesday morning.  Administration officials insist the U.N. vote represents just the first stage of a widening web of sanctions that will be imposed by the European Union and others. But unless China seriously joins the effort, that could mean that the United States and its allies are just opening up Iran to extensive Chinese investment.

Aff: AT – Terrorism 

China wont support the US with the war on terror – they see it as containment 

Miller, 02 (Alice Lyman, Research fellow at the Hoover Institution and visiting associate professor in the Department of Political Science at Stanford, “Beijing and the American War on Terrorism”, Strategic Insights, Volume 1 Issue 5, 2002)
At the same time, the course of the American war on terrorism has increasingly unsettled Chinese security and foreign affairs analysts, who see Washington using the war to enhance what they see as American predominance-"hegemonism"-in the international system. They also are suspicious that Washington is using the war on terrorism not only to root out al-Qaida and its supporters, but also to extend a decade-long effort to encircle China strategically. Since the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, Beijing has worried about the implications of the resulting "unipolar" world order-one in which the United States remains as the sole superpower, now able to dominate the international system and pursue unilateral policy courses unconstrained by counter-balancing great powers. Since the early 1990s, therefore, Beijing has sought to dilute overarching American power globally in two ways. First, it has tried to play to a presumed interest of other significant centers of power in the international system-Russia, European states like Germany and France, India, and others-in limiting U.S. power. These efforts are usually couched in the rhetoric of promoting "multipolarity" in the international order and are manifested in the "strategic partnerships" Beijing has established with Moscow in 1997, Paris in the same year, Sao Paolo thereafter, and others. 

Aff: AT – US-Sino War

War with China is impossible – globalization  

Garrett '04. Banning, director of Asia programmes at the Atlantic Council of the United States. "Going Global Compels US, China to Cooperate" Straits Times, Feb. 18, 2004

While this strategic straitjacket is evident within the European Union, it also affects the relationships of other countries, including the US and China. There are those in the US who continue to view the world in Realist terms and maintain that a rising power such as China is inherently threatening. They argue that China will pursue military power to match its growing economic power and seek to expand its defence perimeter, sharply reduce US military and political influence in Asia, and redraw international norms and institutions to advance its own narrow national interests. China, in short, is a long-term threat to the US that must be kept weak and contained. Similarly, there are strategists in China who think the US will seek to thwart a rising China and foresee an eventual military clash. However, such views fail to appreciate the changing basis of national power and national interests under conditions of globalisation. Moreover, they fail to account for how Chinese leaders view the country's long-term national interests and strategy. China has no viable alternative to engagement with the US. This strategic straitjacket is likely to tighten, not loosen, even though China's growing economic power seemingly widens its options and enhances its military potential.

Won’t happen – mutual goals. 

Kane ’06. “The Strategic Competition For The Continent Of Africa.” Lieutenant Colonel Gregory C., United States Army. Colonel Patrick O. Carpenter, Project Adviser. U.S. Army War College. 15 MAR 2006 2, USAWC STRATEGY RESEARCH PROJECT, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA449648  

Even though the preceding pages have laid out evidence of competition between the two economic giants, this situation does not need to lead to a confrontation. Like it or not, China and the United States are in a symbiotic relationship and have many common objectives. Both countries need economic growth and prosperity to maintain their current forms of government and maintain their positions in the world order. In order to ensure growth, a stable world energy market is necessary. China’s industrial success is dependent on access to raw materials for manufacturing and a strong consumer market for their exports. And while the United States is 15 not China’s only trading partner, it is a large consumer of Chinese manufactured goods, which in turn generates surplus capitol for further domestic and international investment. An interruption in supply or a precipitous price spike of oil will have a dampening effect on all the western economies. Further, since China’s dependence on imported oil is growing – nearly 50% of domestic consumption is now imported –a supply interruption would have devastating consequences on the Chinese economy. Chinese exports would decline leading to unemployment and political unrest, the very situation the Beijing authorities do not want. And the United States needs a prosperous China to continue to purchase US securities and Treasury bills (or not cash in the nearly $600 billion they currently hold).
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