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1. Uniqueness - China and America Competing

Chinese and American influence are in direct competition in Africa with the center point being aid 

The Seattle Times 2/7/07 (Robyn Dixon, staff writer, “U.S. Wary of Chinese Influence in Africa,” http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/nationworld/2003560323_hutrip07.html)

Countering the rising influence of China was not a direct reason for creation of the new Africa Command, said a Pentagon official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because he was not authorized to discuss the new command publicly. But "there is a recognition ... that [China] has a rising influence," the official said. "There needs to be an understanding of what the U.S. role is and what the Chinese role is."

In addition to military planning, the Bush administration has sharply increased aid to Africa over the past several years, particularly to combat AIDS. So far, however, the Chinese approach, focusing on economic cooperation, appears to be gaining ground.

Bush has not visited Africa since his first term. By contrast, top Chinese officials have relayed across the continent every few months, winning points with no-strings-attached promises of economic support.

	


"China's charm offensive in Africa is second to none," said Philip Alves, an economist with the South African Institute of International Affairs.

"They do a lot of stuff in Africa. They don't see Africa as a burden. They see it as an opportunity. They don't see African leaders as hopeless and corrupt. They see them as equals worthy of respect. They've tried very hard, and I think that's why they're winning friends in Africa."

By contrast, U.S. Ambassador Eric Bost has complained about the difficulty he has had in arranging meetings with South African officials.

Many African leaders and politicians resent the way U.S. and European leaders try to tie loans and aid to human rights, democracy and governance issues.

2. LINK

Their plan gives US more power in Africa at the expense of China
Africa is a battlefield for influence between the U.S. and competing powers

International Herald Tribune 12/31/06 (Jeffrey Gettleman, staff writer, http://www.iht.com/cgi-bin/search.cgi?query=Jeffrey%20Gettleman&sort=publicationdate&submit=Search)

"The actual ability of the U.S. to influence circumstances on the ground in Africa has declined dramatically," said Michael Clough, a former director of the Africa program of the Council on Foreign Relations. "But the symbolic significance of the United States is still there. So we become the perfect target."

Chester Crocker, who was an assistant secretary of state for Africa under President Ronald Reagan, says the drop in U.S. influence began when the Cold War ended. He argues that despite all the complaints about fickle Cold War Africa policy, which critics say propped up one corrupt dictator after another under the rationale of containing communism, the United States was at least paying attention to Africa, and its efforts may have saved millions of lives.
It was in the decade immediately after the Cold War, Crocker said, when the United States disengaged from much of the continent, that Africa fell apart. Cataclysmic wars swept through Somalia, Rwanda, Algeria, Sierra Leone, Liberia and Congo. More Africans were slaughtered in the 1990s than in any other recent decade.

Now, as the United States resumes its interest in Africa, it faces a new, more pixilated landscape. "Africa is in play again," Crocker said. "It is a more competitive playing field which gives greater influence to African leaders as well as to potential competitors or 'balancers' of U.S. diplomatic leverage. It is not just China; it is Brazil, the Europeans, Malaysia, Korea, Russia, India."

"Inevitably," he concluded, "this dilutes somewhat U.S. ability to call the shots, define the agenda and mobilize coherent international action."

3. Internal Link: Aid programs are critical to China’s soft power 

Boston Globe 6/3/07 (Joshua Kurlantzik, fellow at the USC School of Public Diplomacy and the Pacific Council on International Policy, “Into Africa,” http://www.boston.com/news/globe/ideas/articles/2007/06/03/into_africa?mode=PF) 

China's aid programs have been critical to its charm offensive in Africa. From almost nothing a decade ago, the country has emerged as probably one of the five biggest donors on the continent, and at a summit last month, Chinese leaders announced they would offer Africa $20 billion in new financing. Unlike some Western donors, Beijing does not insist on economic or political reforms in exchange for aid. China's new, more savvy diplomats -- one 2005 report said half of China's foreign service were 35 years old or younger -- take pains to advertise Beijing's largesse.

Some of China's aid explicitly goes to programs to soften its image. While the United States has created fortress-like embassies and retreated from public diplomacy, Beijing promotes Chinese culture and language across the African continent. It has done so by creating Confucius Institutes in places like Nairobi, and Chinese-language programs at leading local universities. As the United States once did with the Peace Corps, China has begun to emphasize people-to-people contacts, for example launching a program to bring idealistic young Chinese to developing nations for volunteer projects.

"If one nation-state is able to make its power appear reasonable in the eyes of another people, then its desires will encounter less resistance," mused Wang Huning of the Central Committee's Policy Research Office.

D. Impact

Chinese hard power bad

Chinese hard power would be used to initiate conflict over ideological differences 

Fred Stakelbeck - Senior Asia Fellow for the Center for Security Policy - 4/20/06 (“China: The New Red Superpower,” http://www.frontpagemag.com/Articles/ReadArticle.asp?ID=22115)
China has used military force several times since the Korean War, including operations in the Spratley Islands and Vietnam. These actions were not taken to defend freedom or to address social injustice; rather, they were taken to settle differences with the country’s regional neighbors. Those who believe that an empowered communist China with global military and economic dominance would choose not use that dominance against its ideological enemies are trading long-term security for short-term peace of mind. Although the U.S. welcomes the opportunity to work with competitive world powers, it cannot blindly ignore a competitor’s preparedness for armed conflict and the creation of hostile, anti-West global alliances. In the case of China, both are being actively pursued. Beijing has no interest in joining the current global security structure led by Washington and the UN – That much has been made very clear recently. China’s global actions should be carefully monitored and a proactive plan of action formulated to address an emerging adversary, not a potential friend and partner. Diplomatic visits aside, America must be prepared for what will come in the future – an increasingly capable China with military, economic, political and cultural influence and power. Michael Green, former director of Asian affairs at the U.S. National Security Council noted recently, “China is trying to expand its influence in the world at the expense of the U.S., which is not something we are going to give them a pass on.” As concerned American citizens, we can only hope that Mr. Green’s candid opinion concerning U.S. vigilance in the face of China’s unprecedented global expansion is heard by Washington very soon.

