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EXPLANATION:  The story here is that a new form of nationalism is taking hold in China:  pragmatic nationalism.  Pragmatic nationalism is what the Chinese government uses to maintain legitimacy and keep people on board so they can do economic reforms.  However, China has a long history of a different kind of nationalism that feels the need to strike out against slights to their character.  China is especially sensitive to being forced to abide by Western views and to the West invading their perceived sphere of influence.  The link argument says that the plan is both of those things:  the West imposing its ideas of freedom, democracy, capitalism, human rights, etc… on its new favorite continent (Africa).  It is very important that you realize that the link is all based on perception.  The CCP (Chinese Communist Party) will use the plan as a way to stir up nationalist fervor in the people.  When this nationalism reaches a critical mass, moderates and those in power positions have no choice but to go along with the zeitgeist to maintain power.  The CCP is a bad group of individuals who would like to wage a preemptive war on the United States to thrust China into its proper place of glory.

If a tag has “***” in front of it, then that card is/was in the original shell.

There are lots of ways to go with the impacts if you have time, but be sure to read through the file before you read it in round and ask me if you have any questions.

Good luck,

Annaleigh
SHELL

Subpoint A) Uniqueness:  Chinese leaders are able to rein in nationalism and act pragmatically.  The hole in this great wall of pragmatism is when the West tries to push its ideas on China.

Jing Li 2007 Feb 14 Ed.D. candidate at the USC Rossier School of Education and a Holmes Scholar. She is also a research assistant at the Rossier School’s Research Institute. A native of China, prior to studying at USC, she worked in investment banking in Beijing  “Chinese Nationalism and its Foreign Policy Implications” USC US-China Institute, *note:  “Zhao” is US-China scholar at U of Denver, china.usc.edu/(A(j3RHJI7wxwEkAAAAMWJjZmZkZ WEtMmU4My00ZGFmLTljZTItMDA1OTkyMDVjMmM0BxsK9Huc2L-WyFS3GrJSRCq2mxw1)S(ezzw2h45gv2tyh45vhxjxh55))/ShowArticle.aspx?articleID=23 AC
In the 1990s, Chinese intellectuals shared a deep suspicion of the West and feared a Western conspiracy to contain China. There was a resurgence of “Mao Fever” where his writings and other “say no” books became widely read and distributed. The authors of The China That Can Say No – an instant best seller with 2 million copies in 1996 – claimed that after nearly two centuries of humiliation at the hands of western imperialism, “the twenty-first century will be the century for the Chinese to restore its glory.” Mao Zedong was posthumously restored to his former status as protector of Chinese nationalism, and once again heralded as a “great patriot and national hero” for his firm stance against foreign imperialism.

Zhao asserts that contemporary Chinese leaders have been able to rein in this new sense of popular nationalism. They have replaced ethnic and liberal nationalism with a new pragmatic nationalism in order to gain legitimacy and control of the Communist party. Deng XiaoPing and his successors, Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao have suppressed ethnic nationalism in Tibet, Xinjiang, and Inner Mongolia and have taken affirmative action to assimilate minority groups across the country. The patriotic education campaign of the early 1990s focused on national unity against ethnic separatist movements. Chinese leaders have cautiously encouraged liberal nationalism so long as Chinese citizens to not question the Party’s authority. The patriotic campaign held that China was not ready for liberal democracy, and the one-party rule would maintain political stability, a prerequisite for rapid economic development.

This pragmatic nationalism has been dominant in China since the market-oriented economic reforms in the early 1980s. Pragmatism was exemplified best by Deng’s “cat theory”: “A cat, whether it is white or black, is a good one as long as it is able to catch mice.” In other words, the Communist Party would allow certain economic reforms and a loosening of communist ideology in order to preserve the stability of the state.

Pragmatic Nationalism’s implications to foreign policies

Professor Zhao believes China’s pragmatic nationalism is fundamentally interest-driven, reactive and flexible. China will adopt any foreign policy strategy that ensures peaceful development and peaceful coexistence. The failure of the Soviet Union caused pragmatists to shift from a policy of uni-polarity to multi-polarity. Chinese leaders recognize that China’s economic advancement depends heavily on integration with the Western Countries. China has entered the World Trade Organization to accelerate China’s business development, maintained territorial integrity by preventing Taiwan from independence announcement, and won the bid to host the 2008 Olympic Games in Beijing to advertise its stability and success to the international community. Chinese leaders talk tough in foreign relationship affairs, but in reality, they act in a careful and highly calculated manner to avoid confrontation. However, China is often uncompromising and even arrogant when states demand that it adhere to Western views and positions.

Subpoint B) Link Story:  

1.  Africa is China’s test case for its new world order.  China perceives Western intrusion like the plan as interventionist and an affront to their order.

Nazneen Barma, 2007 June 25, PhD in Political Science from the University of California, Berkeley in Fall 2007. Her dissertation is a study of the international role in post-conflict peacebuilding, and she was designated a Peace Scholar by the United States Institute of Peace in 2005-06. At Berkeley she co-leads a research program on the strategic objectives and interconnectedness of rising powers and developing nations in the international system. Naazneen has worked at the World Bank on institution-building and public sector and governance reform in several countries in East and South Asia, and she will join the World Bank’s Young Professionals Program in Fall 2007 “China’s New World Order” tpmcafe.com/blog/bookclub/2007/jun/25/china_s_new_world_order AC
Josh’s excellent book goes a long way toward recognizing this and laying out the mechanics of how Chinese soft power is systematically undermining the ways in which the West has sought to gain strategic advantage overseas and advance liberal practices around the globe. I would emphasize even more China’s increasing aggressiveness about pushing its normative agenda overseas. When you factor in the “ideas” dimension of China’s rise, the real strategic issue for the United States becomes even more clear.

China’s ascendance presents the West, for the first time since the fall of the Berlin Wall, with a formidable ideological challenge to the democratic liberal paradigm. As my co-author, Ely Ratner, and I outlined in Democracy: A Journal of Ideas last fall, China’s illiberal challenge powerfully combines a recipe for domestic governance along with a rulebook for conducting international relations. At home, China’s leaders have, over the last quarter-century, developed a strategy of authoritarian or illiberal capitalism that has achieved astonishing economic growth and poverty reduction without causing significant fissures in authoritarian control. Abroad, Beijing has asserted a view of foreign policy that emphasizes the inviolability of national borders in the face of international intervention.

Several nations have begun to embrace China’s normative framework in a self-reinforcing cycle of illiberalism. China has become an exporter of portable new ideas about governance to developing world elites weary of democratic liberalism—and a financier for those eager to play copycat. And China’s reward for its strategic partnerships is the construction of an alternative international order that is permissive of the very anti-democratic internal practices that accompany its particular path to economic growth.

China’s strategy vis-à-vis the African continent illustrates the manner in which China is altering the rules that govern international politics. The China-Africa Forum held in November last year was a particularly impressive display of what Josh identifies as China’s charm. The soft power dimension is a thin mask for the strategic implications: as co-dependence increases between China and numerous illiberal governments, so too have both support for the norm of non-interference and China’s incentives to maintain the stability of its new allies. It should come as no surprise that since the early ’90s, China has been winning its diplomatic tug-of-war with Taiwan to gain the support of African states, with at least seven switching their allegiance to recognize China over Taiwan.

Slowly but surely, China is spearheading the construction of an international order that privileges national sovereignty, or the right for a government to organize society however it chooses behind its borders. Genocide in Darfur offers a case in point—the Sudanese government stands behind a Chinese shield that proclaims it is not the business of the international community to interfere in domestic politics. Josh’s analysis of the increasing salience of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization is another excellent example. More broadly, China last year urged the new U.N. Human Rights Council to avoid confrontation over political rights and respect countries’ differences, with an emphasis on economic, social, and cultural rights. Illiberal regimes the world over are applauding this redefinition of a cherished liberal norm.
2.  Perceived threats to Chinese national interests trigger a nationalist upswing. 

(Shaoguang, 2003)-Wang, Prof, Gov’t and Public Administration, Chinese University of Hong Kong. “Nationalism and Democracy: Second Thoughts.” May 30, 2003. cuhk.edu.hk/gpa/wang_files/Nationalism&Dem.doc
Nowhere does nationalism develop in isolation. Ever since the middle of the 19th century, the ebb and flow of Chinese nationalist movement has always been related to real or perceived foreign infringement of China’s sovereignty, territorial integrity and vital national interests. It tends to become strong whenever foreign hostility is present. The current phase of nationalism is the latest example. It began in the early 1990s when the Cold War came to an end. This was by no means a coincidence. As soon as the Soviet Union was disintegrated, the West turned its attention to the world’s last communist stronghold—China. The upsurge of nationalism was a reaction to the West that, in Chinese view, was becoming more subversive and threatening. In this sense, Chinese nationalism is not home grown but externally provoked. The reactive nature is also evident in the object of so-called “anti-foreign” sentiment. Perhaps, “anti-America” is a more accurate term here since it is the high-handed United States that has been the main target of Chinese nationalism. This is so because many Chinese are convinced that the America is leading a concerted effort to contain China and keep it down.

Subpoint C) Internal Link:  A surge of nationalism risks war to maintain political survival.

Record 2001 is professor of strategy and international security at the Air War College, Maxwell AFB, Alabama, and senior research fellow at the Center for International Strategy, Technology, and Policy at the Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Georgia. He previously served as a professional staff member on the Senate Armed Services Committee; legislative assistant to Sen. Sam Nunn, Sen. Bob Krueger, and Sen. Lloyd Bentsen; senior fellow at BDM International, Hudson Institute, and Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis; advisor to Sen. William Cohen and Sen. Gary Hart; research associate and Rockefeller Younger Scholar at the Brookings Institution; and assistant province advisor in the Republic of Vietnam. “Thinking about China and War.” Aerospace Power Journal. December 6. Online. airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj01/win01/record.html#record AC)
Hope that China’s participation in a globalizing economy will alter its approach to security issues may be misplaced. David Lampton believes that while “it is easy to assume that globalization will slowly erode Beijing’s dedication to its narrow national interest and practice of realpolitik” and while “there is plenty of evidence of increasing Chinese cooperation and conformity with international norms, there is little evidence that considerations of national interest and realpolitik figure any less prominently in Chinese thinking than they always have.”13
To be sure, by any rational calculation of interest, China—now and for the foreseeable future—would be foolish to risk war with the United States over the future of Taiwan and the South China Sea. Yet, states are motivated by fear and honor as well as by calculations of interest, and China’s hypernationalism could easily become an enemy of strategic prudence. The Chinese are exceptionally touchy about righting real and imagined wrongs visited upon them by Western, Japanese, and Russo-Soviet imperialism during the century stretching from the outbreak of the first Opium War to the consolidation of the Chinese Communist revolution. Betts and Christensen believe “there is little reason to assume that sober economic interest will necessarily override national honor in a crisis.”14 Were a crisis to occur, Beijing’s leaders could lose control of popular nationalist passions and find themselves facing the stark choice of making strategically reckless decisions or risking their own domestic political survival.

Subpoint D) Impact:  The CCP would resort to use of biological or nuclear weapons to ensure its own survival. 

(Renxing, 2005)-San, Staff writer. “The CCP’s Last-ditch Gamble: Biological and Nuclear War.”-Epoch Times. August 8, 2005. http://www.theepochtimes.com/news/5-8-8/30931.html

Since the Party’s life is “above all else,” it would not be surprising if the CCP resorts to the use of biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons in its attempt to extend its life. The CCP, which disregards human life, would not hesitate to kill two hundred million Americans, along with seven or eight hundred million Chinese, to achieve its ends. These speeches let the public see the CCP for what it really is. With evil filling its every cell the CCP intends to wage a war against humankind in its desperate attempt to cling to life. That is the main theme of the speeches. This theme is murderous and utterly evil. In China we have seen beggars who coerced people to give them money by threatening to stab themselves with knives or pierce their throats with long nails. But we have never, until now, seen such a gangster who would use biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons to threaten the world, that all will die together with him. This bloody confession has confirmed the CCP’s nature: that of a monstrous murderer who has killed 80 million Chinese people and who now plans to hold one billion people hostage and gamble with their lives.

UNIQ EXT:  DOLLAR UNIQUENESS

Uniqueness:  Despite recent diversification, China will not initiate a massive sell-off of US assets because nationalism remains low.

Xin Zhiming 2007, June 20 China Daily “US denies sell-off of treasuries” chinadaily.com.cn/bizchina/2007-06/20/content_898088.htm AC

Deputy US Treasury Secretary Robert Kimmitt yesterday said he has not seen evidence that China and other Asian nations are selling off US treasuries.

"I think (China) will have a range of assets in (its) investment portfolio," he said at a press briefing. "I think (China) and other sovereigns will continue to hold (US) treasury securities," he said.

Kimmitt is on a tour of China and Russia to reassure investors that the United States remains open to foreign investments.

China sold more US treasury securities in April than at any other time in at least seven years, according to the US Treasury Department website.

China sold a net $5.8 billion of treasuries, the first drop in its holdings since October 2005, according to statistics on the website. The country held a total of $414 billion, according to the US Treasury Department.

The Chinese Ministry of Finance was not available for comment.
Analysts said China's recent cutbacks in its holdings do not indicate it will lead to a drastic sell-off of US treasuries, although it's part of its preset strategy to diversify its foreign exchange reserve investment portfolio.

Zhao Xijun, finance professor of the Renmin University of China, said: "It's not surprising that China is selling that amount of US treasuries."

The US treasuries market may influence the US benchmark prices and China, as an important holder of US treasuries, may send a signal to other investors and markets by selling a part of its holdings, Zhao said.

However, China won't sell US treasuries in a large scale, because it's a fairly good choice for investors. "Its security and liquidity are better than many other investment options."

But the market is ever-changing and it's normal for investors to fine-tune their strategies, he said. The weak dollar since last year has accelerated such investment diversification, he added.

Though China may reduce some of its holdings of US treasuries, Zhao said the money may not flow out of US soil. "It may be shifted to other fields, such as corporate bonds and the stock market."
China decided in January that a part of its $1.2 trillion foreign exchange reserves may be diverted to commercial investments with higher yields.
Kimmitt told reporters it is important to open up to foreign investors and that he has not seen signs of rising nationalism in China toward foreign investors. "I haven't seen any indication of increasing nationalism."

On the financial spat with the Democratic People's Republic of Korea over the frozen funds at a Macao bank, Kimmitt said he is working toward returning the money and efforts are "in progress".

UNIQ EXT:  NTLSM UNDER CONTROL

Uniqueness/IL: Nationalism is currently under control, but rapid expansion could destabilize the CCP. 

(Zhao, 2006)-Suisheng, Director of the Center for China-US Cooperation/Prof @ Graduate school of International Studies, Univ. of Denver. “China’s Pragmatic Nationalism: Is It Manageable?” The Washington Quarterly. Winter 2005-2006. twq.com/06winter/docs/06winter_zhao.pdf

Beijing has practiced a pragmatic nationalism tempered by diplomatic prudence. State-led and largely reactive, pragmatic nationalism is not fixed, objectified, and defined for all time; nor is it driven by any ideology, religious beliefs, or other abstract ideas. Rather, pragmatic nationalism is an instrument that the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) uses to bolster the population’s faith in a troubled political system and to hold the country together during its period of rapid and turbulent transformation into a post-Communist society. These leaders have set peace and development as China’s primary international goals and have tried to avoid confrontations with the United States and other Western powers that hold the key to China’s modernization. They have made use of nationalism to rally public support, but they realize that, if allowed to persist unrestrained, nationalist sentiments could jeopardize the overarching objectives of political stability and economic modernization on which the CCP’s legitimacy is ultimately based. The question remains, can Beijing keep this nationalism reined in, or will it begin to accelerate out of control?

UNIQ EXT:  ECON DEV NOT LEAD TO NTLSM

Claims of economic development leading to nationalism are overstated and based on false assumptions.

Zhu Ping, 2007 July 26 “Nationalism comments 'baseless'” China Daily, chinadaily.com.cn/china/2007-07/26/content_5443512.htm AC

Chinese researchers yesterday brushed aside a Japanese official's remarks that the country's rapid economic growth would lead to increased nationalism.

Deputy Press Secretary at the Japanese Foreign Ministry, Tomohiko Taniguchi, said on Tuesday: "the more rapid the growth is, the more dangerous I think it is going to be for nationalism to play a role or change the course of the ... nation.

"I would call on the Beijing government to well manage the equilibrium of the Chinese psyche, because the Chinese people are experiencing the most rapid ... change in their 2,000-year history," he said at a regional cultural conference in Hong Kong.

However, Jiang Lifeng, director of Institute of Japanese Studies of Chinese Academy of Social Sciences said it was a "baseless" assumption.

"In history, the Western countries had expanded as their economies grew," Jiang said.

"However, it doesn't necessarily mean that Chinese economy rapid growth will lead to nationalism. The assumption is an old way of thinking."

Huang Dahui, director of East Asia Research Center of Renmin University of China, said that such an assumption may be based on Japan's own experience of rising nationalism during 1960s and 1970s when its economy was developing rapidly.

"It is very inappropriate for a Japanese governmental official to make such remarks when Sino-Japan relationship is warming up," Huang said, referring to Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe's "ice-breaking" visit to China late last year and Premier Wen Jiabao's "ice-melting" journey to Japan this April.

Taniguchi also said at the conference that Japan's relationship with China is "better than ever" and both countries are working to ensure ties remained stable.

"We are optimistic that the bilateral relationship is going to be stabilized at least for the time being," he said.

Huang added: "With the economy developing, the Chinese people indeed are more and more self-confident.
"We can't deny that a very small portion of people behaved nationalistically. However, the number of those people is so small that it can't represent the general attitude of Chinese people toward Japan." Both Jiang and Huang said Japan should keep an eye more on its own right-wing nationalists.

"Responding to some Japanese right-wing politicians' denial of history and visits to Yasukuni Shrine, a small number of Chinese took vehement action," Huang said, criticizing Japanese former prime minister Junichiro Koizumi's six visits to Yasukuni Shrine, which honors 14 Class-A World War II war criminals.

UNIQ EXT:  PRAGMATIC NTLSM T/O

***Uniqueness/Brink:  Chinese leaders are able to rein in nationalism and act pragmatically.  The hole in this great wall of pragmatism is when the West tries to push its ideas on China.

Jing Li 2007 Feb 14 Ed.D. candidate at the USC Rossier School of Education and a Holmes Scholar. She is also a research assistant at the Rossier School’s Research Institute. A native of China, prior to studying at USC, she worked in investment banking in Beijing  “Chinese Nationalism and its Foreign Policy Implications” USC US-China Institute, *note:  “Zhao” is US-China scholar at U of Denver, china.usc.edu/(A(j3RHJI7wxwEkAAAAMWJjZmZkZ WEtMmU4My00ZGFmLTljZTItMDA1OTkyMDVjMmM0BxsK9Huc2L-WyFS3GrJSRCq2mxw1)S(ezzw2h45gv2tyh45vhxjxh55))/ShowArticle.aspx?articleID=23 AC
In the 1990s, Chinese intellectuals shared a deep suspicion of the West and feared a Western conspiracy to contain China. There was a resurgence of “Mao Fever” where his writings and other “say no” books became widely read and distributed. The authors of The China That Can Say No – an instant best seller with 2 million copies in 1996 – claimed that after nearly two centuries of humiliation at the hands of western imperialism, “the twenty-first century will be the century for the Chinese to restore its glory.” Mao Zedong was posthumously restored to his former status as protector of Chinese nationalism, and once again heralded as a “great patriot and national hero” for his firm stance against foreign imperialism.

Zhao asserts that contemporary Chinese leaders have been able to rein in this new sense of popular nationalism. They have replaced ethnic and liberal nationalism with a new pragmatic nationalism in order to gain legitimacy and control of the Communist party. Deng XiaoPing and his successors, Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao have suppressed ethnic nationalism in Tibet, Xinjiang, and Inner Mongolia and have taken affirmative action to assimilate minority groups across the country. The patriotic education campaign of the early 1990s focused on national unity against ethnic separatist movements. Chinese leaders have cautiously encouraged liberal nationalism so long as Chinese citizens to not question the Party’s authority. The patriotic campaign held that China was not ready for liberal democracy, and the one-party rule would maintain political stability, a prerequisite for rapid economic development.

This pragmatic nationalism has been dominant in China since the market-oriented economic reforms in the early 1980s. Pragmatism was exemplified best by Deng’s “cat theory”: “A cat, whether it is white or black, is a good one as long as it is able to catch mice.” In other words, the Communist Party would allow certain economic reforms and a loosening of communist ideology in order to preserve the stability of the state.

Pragmatic Nationalism’s implications to foreign policies

Professor Zhao believes China’s pragmatic nationalism is fundamentally interest-driven, reactive and flexible. China will adopt any foreign policy strategy that ensures peaceful development and peaceful coexistence. The failure of the Soviet Union caused pragmatists to shift from a policy of uni-polarity to multi-polarity. Chinese leaders recognize that China’s economic advancement depends heavily on integration with the Western Countries. China has entered the World Trade Organization to accelerate China’s business development, maintained territorial integrity by preventing Taiwan from independence announcement, and won the bid to host the 2008 Olympic Games in Beijing to advertise its stability and success to the international community. Chinese leaders talk tough in foreign relationship affairs, but in reality, they act in a careful and highly calculated manner to avoid confrontation. However, China is often uncompromising and even arrogant when states demand that it adhere to Western views and positions.

LINK EXT:  PERCEPTION

Link:  Nationalism can flair over perceived insults from the outside.

Wu 2005 Xu Ph.D. student in the College of Journalism & Communications, University of 

Florida “American Patriotism and Chinese Nationalism” Perspectives vol 6 march 31 oycf.org/perspectives/28_03312005/4_WuXu_Patriotism.pdf AC

However, “defensive” does not imply “passivity” or “impotence.”  Chinese nationalism tends to become intense and sometimes over-reactive toward perceived insults or humiliations from outside.  As observed by Richard Bernstein and Ross Munro (1997), “China is quick to take offense and to view disagreements that other countries might take more easily in stride as assaults on national dignity, requiring uncompromising response.” (p. 42) This kind of Chinese sensitivity over national security and territorial integrity issues was misinterpreted by some Western scholars as evidence of China’s “Chauvinist” tendency (Friedman, 1997), or as so-called “Face Nationalism.” (Gries, 1999)  In fact, it is hard to portray China as a Chauvinist country, if we consider the undeniable facts that China unilaterally and quickly withdrew from three foreign territories after military operations in Korea (1950-53), India (1962), and Vietnam (1979).  On the other hand, what China wants to defend is not  “face,” but mutual respect of geopolitical structure, or fair recognition of history.  Knowing that China has repeatedly been humiliated, uprooted, and exploited in the past century, it is rather hypocritical, if not ill-intended, to attribute China’s self- defense assertion as mere rigidity on social manner. 
Link:  US pressure is perceived as containment – breeds nationalism

Zhang, 2003 (Jian, Lecturer at the Australian Defense Force Academy School of Politics, Asia Pacific Security: Policy Challenges, "Chinese nationalism and its foreign policy implications", pg. 117)

Given these circumstances, the perception that the rising nationalism in China is purely a product of government propaganda misses the important impact of external actions and factors. But while rising nationalism among Chinese intellectuals was driven by a number of dramatic changes in China's external environments, an essential feature of popular nationalism is that it is largely a reaction against US policies on particular issues, not an opposition to the United States as such. The angry responses of the Chinese public to perceived `containing China actions is ironically deeply rooted in their strong desire to be integrated into the international community, reflected in the `love hate feelings held by many Chinese towards the United States.

Link:  US pressure will spark nationalist fervor

Zhang, 2003 (Jian, Lecturer at the Australian Defence Force Academy School of Politics, Asia¬ Pacific Security: Policy Challenges, "Chinese nationalism and its foreign policy implications", pg. 109)

This chapter presents an analysis of the upsurge of anti-US sentiments among ordinary Chinese since the early 1990s and its ramifications for China's foreign policy. Contrary to the aforementioned assumption that Chinese nationalism is state-led and instrumental, the chapter argues first, that the recent rise of popular nationalistic sentiments in China is both domestically driven and externally invoked. In this regard. I join those who argue that popular nationalism in China is more a reaction to external pressure than a product of state propaganda (Zheng 2000; Gries 1999, 2001: Zhang 1997). The rising anti-US feeling of the Chinese people essentially reflects a reactive frustration at the perceived denial of China’s acceptance into international society and anger about the perceived or real US policy of `containing China'. Therefore, rather than a state-crafted, xenophobic `racial nationalism' (Sautman 1997), anti-US sentiment has its roots, however ironically, in a strong desire of the Chinese people to he accepted into international society.

LINK EXT:  PERCEPTION

Link:  National identity is based on a false set of assumptions – no matter what the nature of engagement any US pressure or involvement breeds nationalist resentment

Friedman 2005 (Edward. “Chinese Nationalism and American Policy” Testimonial Before USFG Commission on China. Online. Google.)

Mao’s quest for glory, Chinese analysts inform us, actually undermined Chinese security. But today’s nationalism, still defines China, which in fact has risen again to be a great power, as somehow still a victim of “a century of humiliations,” again placing patriotically shaded eyeglasses on Chinese eyes such that Chinese have a hard time seeing how much they have brought trouble, or can bring trouble, on themselves by policies such as seeking absolute energy security by autarky and amoral realism and by opposing the spread of democracy and human rights. A similar logic of victimization holds today in China as in the Mao era. Chinese can not see into their political system so as to understand the actual origins of China’s militarization of its Taiwan policy. They cannot see how China’s 1995-96 military exercises meant to terrorize Taiwan’s democratic people actually boosted a separate Taiwan identity and led Asian neighbors to seek America as a balancer to China and led America to move toward military cooperation with Taiwan so as to be better able to respond to China’s next armed provocation. Within Chinese nationalism, these defensive responses of others to Chinese offensive actions are understood as American interference meant to obstruct China’s return to glory and keep America hegemonic. Given this nationalistic orientation, Chinese leaders feel a self-induced pressure to respond to imagined American-initiated threats, understood as a US-led effort to strangle a just emerging and still fragile Chinese return to glory. This is a potentially dangerous kind of nationalism. It hides from the Chinese people the actual content and benefits of China’s policy of deep engagement with America.

***Link:  Perceived threats to Chinese sovereignty trigger a nationalist upswing. 

(Shaoguang, 2003)-Wang, Prof, Gov’t and Public Administration, Chinese University of Hong Kong. “Nationalism and Democracy: Second Thoughts.” May 30, 2003. cuhk.edu.hk/gpa/wang_files/Nationalism&Dem.doc
Nowhere does nationalism develop in isolation. Ever since the middle of the 19th century, the ebb and flow of Chinese nationalist movement has always been related to real or perceived foreign infringement of China’s sovereignty, territorial integrity and vital national interests. It tends to become strong whenever foreign hostility is present. The current phase of nationalism is the latest example. It began in the early 1990s when the Cold War came to an end. This was by no means a coincidence. As soon as the Soviet Union was disintegrated, the West turned its attention to the world’s last communist stronghold—China. The upsurge of nationalism was a reaction to the West that, in Chinese view, was becoming more subversive and threatening. In this sense, Chinese nationalism is not home grown but externally provoked. The reactive nature is also evident in the object of so-called “anti-foreign” sentiment. Perhaps, “anti-America” is a more accurate term here since it is the high-handed United States that has been the main target of Chinese nationalism. This is so because many Chinese are convinced that the America is leading a concerted effort to contain China and keep it down.

LINK EXT:  HUMAN RIGHTS

Link:  China sees US international human rights policy as an excuse for US intervention and attempts to undermine the Chinese system.
Zhou Qi, 2005 (Author and Chinese/American professor, “Conflicts over Human Rights between China and the US”. Human Rights Quarterly. Vol. 27, no. 1.) MSB
While the US takes pride in pursuing human rights abroad and strives for self-identity in its foreign policy, many Chinese think that US human rights policy essentially uses the issue of human rights as an excuse for the United States to intervene in other countries' domestic affairs and to advance its own strategic goals. 

In China, US human rights policy is generally called "human rights diplomacy," implying that US promotion of human rights in China has an instrumental motivation, intended to consolidate US power globally. "The human rights issue was taken by the US as a diplomatic tool to realize its national interests," just as the "Ping-Pong diplomacy"26 was used by the Chinese leadership to deal with its relations with the United States in the early 1970s.27 In recent Chinese publications, US human rights policy is condemned, for instance, as "a tool for conducting 'peaceful evolution' in socialist countries . . . to attain its long-range strategic goal: to impose on socialist countries its own values, ideology, political standards, and development model, aimed at changing the nature of the Chinese socialist system."28
Link:  China Nationalism will flare up when pressed on human rights, trade, and unification.

Cottam & Cottam 2001 (Martha L. & Richard. Nationalism and Politics: The Political Behavior of Nation States. P. 242)

How nationalistic will China become in the post-Cold War era? For anyone concerned with estimating the future impact of nationalism on world conflict, probably no question is more important than this one There is a very visible upsurge in nationalistic attitudes in China (Bern​stein and Munro, 1997; Shambaugh, 1997). The communist regime has made clear its intention to engage in a reunification of China with what is, seen as its Taiwanese province as well as with Macao and Hong Kong, the latter having been finalized in 1997. It has also expressed on many occasions is annoyance with US. interference in China's internal affairs, especially with regard to the issues of human rights, trade, and unification Nationalistic behavior thus can be discerned, and increasingly so, in official Chinese rhetoric and policies. It is even more apparent among the in​telligentsia and the highly attentive public. The sense within this popula​tion of the exceptional quality of the Chinese culture and the extraordinary role played by Chinese leaders historically must be a profoundly important: element in any examination of Chinese nationalism. Will the same con​sciousness of a historical and cultural preeminence that pervades the in​telligentsia come to characterize the mass population?
LINK EXT:  WESTERN INTERVENTION

Link:  Western interventions may create instability and push Nationalism up.

Bin 1996  Yu, assistant professor, Department of Political Science, at Wittenberg University in Ohio, and a faculty associate in the East Asian Security Program at the Mershon Center at Ohio State University. From 1994 to 1995 he was a visiting fellow at the East-West Center. He has served as president, Chinese Scholars of Political Science and International Studies, Inc., (1992-1994) and as a research fellow, Center for International Studies, State Council, China (1982-1985). His PhD in political science is from Stanford University. He is editor of the forthcoming Dynamics and Dilemma: Mainland China, Taiwan and Hong Kong in a Changing World  “The China Syndrome: Rising Nationalism and Conflict With The West.”  Asia Pacific Issues. The East West Center. No. 27. May Online. eastwestcenter.org/stored/pdfs/api027.pdf AC
Not just an intellectual discussion.  The debate between internationalists and nationalists in China is by no means conclusive. And although both schools of thought view globalization, or interdependence, as the current and future trend in the world, they differ strongly on its impact on China. Neither of the schools views China’s and the Soviet Union’s past attempts to create separate systems as alternatives to participating in the existing international system, but they are deeply divided over the question of how China should relate to the outside world. Although these different views represent scholarly opinions, their influence on China’s official policy should not be underestimated: many of these scholars are part of the policy-making community. Indeed, this internationalism-vs.-nationalism polemic is clearly influenced by, as well as influencing, the official policies of the PRC. These issues are not being debated only among a few well-connected scholars. In a broader sense, China’s intellectuals, after a few years of inactivity following the 1989 crackdown, are becoming increasingly concerned about the future of the country and its relations with the outside world, particularly in light of growing pressure from Washington. Perhaps nothing has been so widely and hotly discussed in the past year as a book entitled Looking At China Through A Third Eye. Ostensibly written by one Luo Yi Ning Ge Er,2 it is generally believed to be the work of a group of scholars and bureaucrats. The book presents a highly pessimistic view of a host of current social, political, and economic issues in China from a historical perspective. Although the bulk of the book deals with domestic issues— including boldly articulated assessments of Mao, Deng, and current leaders—it opens and ends with strong warnings to the West not to intervene in China’s internal affairs. According to the writer, such action against China will fail at best, as was the case of the post- 1989 sanctions; at worst, it will amount to a “criminal act,” in that China’s natural course of political and economic development will be set back indefinitely. The author argues that Western interventions, no matter how well intended and how carefully executed, will be futile in a huge country burdened with 800 million poorly educated peasants, historically immature intellectuals, and hopelessly corrupt bureaucrats. Reform in such an environment is not only difficult, but an extremely dangerous experiment, the book asserts. No existing theories and models, be they from the East or the West, can solve China’s problems. Social and political stability, stability, therefore, will be paramount for the country during the current and future transitions.

LINK EXT:  WESTERN INTERVENTION

Link:  Attempts by the west intervene in foreign theatres are perceived as a strategy to expand hegemonic influence, this breeds resentment and nationalist fervor.  Kosovo proves.

White 2000 (Tyrene. China Briefing 2000: The Continuing Transformation. P.21-22)

This "cynical realism" was deeply reflected in Chinese reactions to the war in Kosovo and especially to the tragic bombing of the Chinese embassy in Belgrade. Even before the bombing, there were elaborate scenarios set out to explain how the NATO action in Kosovo reflected U.S. national interests. These generally focused on the shift in NATO's mission statement to reflect an expanded, "out-of-area" role and explained the conflict in Kosovo as simply a first step in the U.S. plan to dominate the world. Following the bombing incident, the explanations became even more fanciful and far-fetched." Chinese critics were deaf to explanations that suggested that the United States and other nations were in fact concerned with human rights and that the military action with respect to Kosovo largely reflected idealism (whether misguided or not). Not only has the nature of nationalism changed in China in the course of the 1990s, but its base has also widened substantially. The broadening of nationalist appeals is part and parcel of the decline of "elite" culture and the consequent "flattening out" of public discourse. The widening of intellectual discourse started in the 1980s, but it is the commercialization of culture in the 1990s that has reshaped the public arena. The market for Wang Shuo's anti-establishment "hooligan" literature reflected a new populist culture and a new social mood. Wang, who is not college educated, flouted the conventions of Chinese literature and showed no deference to his better-educated colleagues. Another turning point was the popularity of Yearnings (Kewang),'x a soap opera featuring stock characters but written in part by respected writers Zheng Wanlong and Wang Shuo (who were quickly accused of selling out). The show attracted a huge audience and marked a turning point in the commercialization of culture. As Li Xiaoming, the chief scriptwriter put it, "If you're a television writer, and you know that the majority of your Chinese audience had to save up for years to buy a TV set, and then you'd better come to terms with them."
LINK EXT:  CONCESSIONS TO US

Link:  Concessions to the U.S. make leadership look soft which causes a rise in nationalism

Zhao, 2003(Suisheng, Executive Director of the Center for China-US Cooperation and Associate Professor at Graduate School of International Studies, University of Denver, "Chinese Nationalism and Its Foreign Policy Ramifications", US-ChinaRelations in the Twenty-First Century: Policies, Prospects and Possibilities, pg. 70)

The relationship with the United States is the most crucial and important one in China's foreign relations. It is also the most frustrating foreign policy challenge for China's leaders. While China's pragmatic leaders have hoped to establish and maintain it "friendly and cooperative relationship" with the United States, the unwieldy superpower holding the key to China's future of economic modernization, they are also concerned that rising nationalism would evolve into a criticism of Chinese foreign policy, especially its seemingly "soft" stance toward the United States. In this case, pragmatic leaders have tried to avoid the danger of falling victim to the nationalism that they themselves have cultivated in order to ensure that Chinese foreign policy is not dictated by the emotional voice of' university students and liberal nationalist intellectuals. It is not at all surprising that pragmatic Chinese leaders have described nationalism as a force that must be "channeled" in its expressions, including restraining or even banning students from holding anti-American demonstrations.

LINK EXT:  CHINA LOVES AFRICA

Link:  China hates the plan---they see it as a western neo-imperialism working against the African-Chinese coalition to resist western corruption 

Carmody & Owusu 06 (Pádraig Carmody Department of Geography St. Patrick’s College Dublin City University Francis Owusu Department of Community & Regional Planning Iowa State University Ames, IA Competing Hegemons? Chinese versus American Geo-Economic Strategies in Africa Earlier versions of this paper was presented at the Annual Meetings of the Association ofAmerican Geographers, Chicago, March, 2006 and at “Linking the Local and the Global: Education for Development in a Globalizing World”, Irish Aid, Development Education Conference, Dublin City University, March 2006.) JO
China’s desire to become a global economic powerhouse and a counterweight to U.S hegemony in the international system is no longer a secret. The expansion of the Chinese economy currently accounts for 25 percent of all global economic growth (Ellis, 2005) and by some estimates, at purchasing power parity, the Chinese economy will be as big as the US in 2015 (The Economist, 2006a). This phenomenal economic growth has increased the country’s demand for resources, especially oil. In 2003, China surpassed Japan as the world’s second-largest oil consumer, and it now accounts for 40 percent of total global growth in oil demand (The US Energy Information Administration, cited in Pan, 2006). China’s demand for oil increases by 1% for every percentage increase in its gross domestic product, versus 0.4% for the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) countries, whose economies are heavily biased towards services (Dumas and Choyleva, 2006). The search for resources to fuel the country’s phenomenal economic growth and the need to find markets for its products requires a global geopolitical strategy and the formation of new alliances. Whereas the U.S. can, to some extent, rely on its market power, combined with securitisation of the market (Obi, 2005) as an aspirant hegemon, China must use other strategies. While China can outbid India in aid-for-oil deals in Africa, it has identified the United States as “a major threat to its energy security” (Erica Strecker Downs, quoted in Beri, 2005:387). How does Africa rank in the Chinese state’s geopolitical code through which it assesses the importance of external places and entities (Kraxberger, 2005)? What types of policies are the Chinese pursuing in Africa? [continues…] The Beijing Programme for China-Africa Cooperation in Economic and Social Development noted that globalisation currently presents more challenges and risks than opportunities to the vast number of developing countries and therefore express their determination to strengthen the existing co-operation between China and African countries in all fields” (South African Department of Foreign Affairs, 2000). It also talks about the “unjust and inequitable world order” implying that China and Africa should position themselves towards the “establishment of the new world order which will advance their needs and interests” (Muekalia, 2004). Chinese and African leaders at a 2003 trade summit agreed to build political and economic ties to counter western dominance and improve the position of poor countries (Efande, 2003). This is seen to be a way of deflecting U.S. “hegemonism.” Moreover, China’s own experience of dependence makes it possible for them to make reference to things like structural imbalances in trade relations. This represents a revival of the philosophy of Third Worldism, with China playing the lead role; but this time with the material resources to back it up. A Chinese official in Africa argued that “economic rights” are the main priority of developing nations and take precedence over personal, individual rights as conceptualised in the West (cited in Taylor, 1998). Indeed, the view among some senior Chinese officials is that “multi-party politics fuels social turmoil, ethnic conflicts and civil wars” (Beijing Review, quoted in Taylor, 1998:453). China also sees the human rights discourse as a tool of Western neo-imperialism (Taylor, 2004). This is a particularly attractive philosophy for incumbent African political élites, and is helped by its plausibility. The idealist wing of the neoconservative movement in the US, believes that democracy can be spread by force. Paul Wolfowitz, currently head of the World Bank, who is associated with this belief has argued that democracy promotion and U.S. interests coincide (Kiely, 2005).4 A U.S. State Department official put it more bluntly in relation to democracy promotion: the U.S. has a need to “clothe … security concerns in moralistic language … The democracy agenda, in short, is a kind of legitimacy cover for our more basic strategic objectives” (quoted in Hearn, 2000: 817)

LINK EXT:  CHINA LOVES AFRICA

Link:  Increasing Chinese interest in African development sets the stage for a us-china showdown on African turf. 

McLeary 07 (Paul McLeary is a staff writer for the Columbia Journalism Review and has contributed to The Christian Science Monitor, The Guardian and The San Francisco Chronicle.A Different Kind of Great Game</SPAN> By Paul McLeary March 2007 [image: image1.png]


Are China and the United States heading for a showdown over Africa?STR/AFP/Getty ImagesRed carpet treatment: Not everyone was so welcoming on the Hu Jintao’s Africa trip.) JO
In a trip that went almost totally unnoticed in the United States, Chinese President Hu Jintao took an eight-country jaunt across the African continent in early February, signing trade and investment agreements at every stop along the way, while forgiving debts and offering interest-free loans worth hundreds of millions more. Within a week’s time, President Bush announced that a new combatant command for Africa, AFRICOM, would begin operations in September 2008. The new command will fill a gaping hole the United States has long left in its strategic concerns in Africa. The move to consolidate the U.S. military’s responsibilities toward the continent reflects the United States’ worry about the dangers that could rise from Africa’s weaknesses, such as its failing states and its increasing Islamic militancy. The fact that Hu’s visit and the announcement of AFRICOM coincided was most likely a coincidence. The Pentagon has been planning AFRICOM for years, and China’s involvement in Africa is hardly new. That said, it’s obvious that both powers are sinking more assets into the continent at a time of growing instability and greater competition for resources. Although they may be ultimately drawn to Africa for different reasons, the United States and China could be headed for a collision in the most unlikely of places. China’s interests in Africa are overwhelmingly economic. Gone are the days when China’s main interest in African countries was to ensure that they didn’t establish diplomatic relations with Taiwan. For the resource-hungry Chinese, Africa’s oil and mineral deposits are enticing, and the continent has provided a growing market for cheap Chinese textile goods. China’s trade with Africa rose from $10.6 billion in 2000 to about $55 billion in 2006, and Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao says China intends to increase trade with the continent to $100 billion by 2010. A good chunk of this trade has to do with African oil. China has accounted for a full 40 percent of the total growth in global demand for oil over the last four years, and has shot past Japan as the world’s second-largest consumer of oil behind the United States. Just this past January, the Chinese energy company CNOOC Ltd. announced plans to purchase a 45 percent stake in an offshore Nigerian oil field for $2.27 billion. For the United States, the calculus for getting more involved in Africa is vastly different. While the world’s attention has been riveted on Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan for the past six years, countries in the Horn and northern Africa have seen an alarming increase in interstate conflict. There is also the resurgent Salafist Group for Preaching and Combat, a terrorist group in Algeria that has just changed its name to the Al Qaeda Organization in the Islamic Maghreb. AFRICOM’s portfolio will be to monitor these conflicts and groups, train indigenous militaries to confront terrorist threats, and to respond militarily, as in Somalia this past winter, when the situation arises. All that comes on top of the continued humanitarian missions regularly conducted by the Pentagon in various African countries such as Liberia. Washington now believes that the potential threats emanating from Africa are significant enough to warrant a single, coherent command structure devoted to the continent, as opposed to the past system of several combatant commands sharing responsibility and potentially working at cross purposes. But these motivations—a pursuit of energy resources and desire to quell the most dangerous forms of instability—will probably not lead to any direct conflicts between the United States and China any time soon, if ever. Rather, if these two powers are going to come to blows in the near term, it will most likely be in the diplomatic and development arena. Although a geostrategic competition over oil supplies in Africa remains unlikely, a greater concern, according to Alex de Waal, a fellow at the Global Equity Initiative at Harvard University, is the way in which “the peace and security and democracy agenda … has been jeopardized by the Chinese weighing in with large scale uncritical support of Sudan, of Zimbabwe, and Angola.” For years, China has been offering loans, building critical infrastructure, and providing engineering and military advice and hardware to African regimes without extracting any promises that the regimes clean up their human rights records—something Western countries insist upon before aid is shipped. This uncritical support of its African partners has allowed China to make diplomatic inroads on the continent, since it provides aid without strings attached, as opposed to the Western approach of basing aid on human rights and good governance benchmarks that many African regimes are unwilling, or slow, to make. Put simply, an African farmer would rather have a Chinese road built from his village to the market today, rather than wait for an American or World Bank road to be built only after the government makes the required reforms. Thus, it’s on human rights and governance, not oil or strict security matters, that the interests of the United States and China will likely collide. In such a fight, China’s unfettered aid would seem to have the upper hand. But that may not necessarily be so. “In places like South Africa and Nigeria, the flood of textiles has displaced a lot of people in the textile industry,” says Jennifer Cooke, co-director of the Center for Strategic and International Studies’ Africa Program. “And as they get more engaged, they’re going to be pushed to take up issues like worker conditions and employment quotas and corporate social responsibility issues that U.S. companies were pushed to do over the 1970s and 1980s.” Already, there is evidence of demands for more responsibility. Hu’s planned visit to Zambia was marred by the threat of protests. Unsafe working conditions at Chinese-run copper mines and the low wages paid to local workers at Chinese businesses emerged as campaign issues in last fall’s Zambian presidential election. And in late 2006, Gabon forced a Chinese energy company to stop drilling for oil due to environmentally unsafe practices, and South African textile trade unions are loudly pressing their government to curb Chinese apparel and textiles imports. Given their competing approaches to the continent—the humanitarian and military approach favored by the United States, and the purely economic policy favored by China—it’s clear that Africa will be the scene of some major disagreements between the two powers. The United States’ uneven track record in the war on terror doesn’t inspire much confidence, but the fact that Africa will no longer be split among several military commands is cause for some hope. It remains to be seen, however, if African regimes prefer the quick investment that China is willing to provide, or the less tangible, longer-term health and stability that the United States is promising. 

LINK EXT:  CHINA LOVES AFRICA

Link:  China has identified Africa as a place of economic and strategic interest

Brookes 2006 (Peter, Director of the Asian Studies Center, and Ji Hye Shin is a Research Assistant in the Asian Studies Center, at The Heritage Foundation, CHINA’S INFLUENCE IN AFRICA: IMPLICATIONS FOR THE UNITED STATES, February 22, 2006, http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg1916.cfm) JO
In recent years, Beijing has identified the African continent as an area of significant economic and stra​tegic interest. America and its allies and friends are finding that their vision of a prosperous Africa gov​erned by democracies that respect human rights and the rule of law and that embrace free markets is being challenged by the escalating Chinese influence in Africa. 

LINK EXT:  CHINA GIVES FOREIGN AID

Link:  China thinks it can use development assistance to increase its influence
Kurlantzick 2006 (Joshua, visiting scholar in the Carnegie Endowment’s China Program, BEIJING’S SAFARI, November 2006, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/files/kurlantzick_outlook_africa2.pdf) JO

In the past five years, however, Beijing has begun to develop a more proactive foreign policy, one centered on China’s rapidly growing economic influence, rather than on military power. China’s new global activism has focused first on developing nations in Africa, Central Asia, Latin America, and Southeast Asia. As interviews with Chinese officials suggest, Beijing believes these nations, many of which desire Chinese aid, trade, and recognition, are relatively susceptible to Chinese influence. And since China is still a developing nation itself, it can play upon the idea that it will be a better friend of developing countries than Western powers. On trips to Africa, Chinese leaders promise to take developing countries’ side in international forums and trade talks, while vowing not to challenge other countries’ sovereignty.

Link:  China uses aid to boost its image in Africa
Kurlantzick 2006 (Joshua, visiting scholar in the Carnegie Endowment’s China Program, BEIJING’S SAFARI, November 2006, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/files/kurlantzick_outlook_africa2.pdf) JO

Aid is the most important of China’s tools. China is dramatically boosting its aid to Africa— aid it can provide with few strings. This aid is primarily tied to China’s political and strategic goals on the continent, rather than humanitarian reasons. In 1998, according to an analysis of China’s assistance culled from published Chinese media reports and commercial documents, China provided just $107 million in aid to Africa. But by 2004, China had boosted its aid to Africa to $2.7 billion, most of which would be classified as aid even under the Development Assistance Committee definition of aid. 

INT LINK EXT:  AFRICA K2 CHINA RISE

***Internal Link:  Africa is China’s test case for its new world order.  China perceives Western intrusion as interventionist and an affront to their order.

Nazneen Barma, 2007 June 25, PhD in Political Science from the University of California, Berkeley in Fall 2007. Her dissertation is a study of the international role in post-conflict peacebuilding, and she was designated a Peace Scholar by the United States Institute of Peace in 2005-06. At Berkeley she co-leads a research program on the strategic objectives and interconnectedness of rising powers and developing nations in the international system. Naazneen has worked at the World Bank on institution-building and public sector and governance reform in several countries in East and South Asia, and she will join the World Bank’s Young Professionals Program in Fall 2007 “China’s New World Order” tpmcafe.com/blog/bookclub/2007/jun/25/china_s_new_world_order AC
Josh’s excellent book goes a long way toward recognizing this and laying out the mechanics of how Chinese soft power is systematically undermining the ways in which the West has sought to gain strategic advantage overseas and advance liberal practices around the globe. I would emphasize even more China’s increasing aggressiveness about pushing its normative agenda overseas. When you factor in the “ideas” dimension of China’s rise, the real strategic issue for the United States becomes even more clear.

China’s ascendance presents the West, for the first time since the fall of the Berlin Wall, with a formidable ideological challenge to the democratic liberal paradigm. As my co-author, Ely Ratner, and I outlined in Democracy: A Journal of Ideas last fall, China’s illiberal challenge powerfully combines a recipe for domestic governance along with a rulebook for conducting international relations. At home, China’s leaders have, over the last quarter-century, developed a strategy of authoritarian or illiberal capitalism that has achieved astonishing economic growth and poverty reduction without causing significant fissures in authoritarian control. Abroad, Beijing has asserted a view of foreign policy that emphasizes the inviolability of national borders in the face of international intervention.

Several nations have begun to embrace China’s normative framework in a self-reinforcing cycle of illiberalism. China has become an exporter of portable new ideas about governance to developing world elites weary of democratic liberalism—and a financier for those eager to play copycat. And China’s reward for its strategic partnerships is the construction of an alternative international order that is permissive of the very anti-democratic internal practices that accompany its particular path to economic growth.

China’s strategy vis-à-vis the African continent illustrates the manner in which China is altering the rules that govern international politics. The China-Africa Forum held in November last year was a particularly impressive display of what Josh identifies as China’s charm. The soft power dimension is a thin mask for the strategic implications: as co-dependence increases between China and numerous illiberal governments, so too have both support for the norm of non-interference and China’s incentives to maintain the stability of its new allies. It should come as no surprise that since the early ’90s, China has been winning its diplomatic tug-of-war with Taiwan to gain the support of African states, with at least seven switching their allegiance to recognize China over Taiwan.

Slowly but surely, China is spearheading the construction of an international order that privileges national sovereignty, or the right for a government to organize society however it chooses behind its borders. Genocide in Darfur offers a case in point—the Sudanese government stands behind a Chinese shield that proclaims it is not the business of the international community to interfere in domestic politics. Josh’s analysis of the increasing salience of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization is another excellent example. More broadly, China last year urged the new U.N. Human Rights Council to avoid confrontation over political rights and respect countries’ differences, with an emphasis on economic, social, and cultural rights. Illiberal regimes the world over are applauding this redefinition of a cherished liberal norm.

INT LINK EXT:  NTLSM RISKS CONFLICT

***Internal Link:  A surge of nationalism risks war to maintain political survival.

Record 2001 is professor of strategy and international security at the Air War College, Maxwell AFB, Alabama, and senior research fellow at the Center for International Strategy, Technology, and Policy at the Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Georgia. He previously served as a professional staff member on the Senate Armed Services Committee; legislative assistant to Sen. Sam Nunn, Sen. Bob Krueger, and Sen. Lloyd Bentsen; senior fellow at BDM International, Hudson Institute, and Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis; advisor to Sen. William Cohen and Sen. Gary Hart; research associate and Rockefeller Younger Scholar at the Brookings Institution; and assistant province advisor in the Republic of Vietnam. “Thinking about China and War.” Aerospace Power Journal. December 6. Online. airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj01/win01/record.html#record AC)

Hope that China’s participation in a globalizing economy will alter its approach to security issues may be misplaced. David Lampton believes that while “it is easy to assume that globalization will slowly erode Beijing’s dedication to its narrow national interest and practice of realpolitik” and while “there is plenty of evidence of increasing Chinese cooperation and conformity with international norms, there is little evidence that considerations of national interest and realpolitik figure any less prominently in Chinese thinking than they always have.”13
To be sure, by any rational calculation of interest, China—now and for the foreseeable future—would be foolish to risk war with the United States over the future of Taiwan and the South China Sea. Yet, states are motivated by fear and honor as well as by calculations of interest, and China’s hypernationalism could easily become an enemy of strategic prudence. The Chinese are exceptionally touchy about righting real and imagined wrongs visited upon them by Western, Japanese, and Russo-Soviet imperialism during the century stretching from the outbreak of the first Opium War to the consolidation of the Chinese Communist revolution. Betts and Christensen believe “there is little reason to assume that sober economic interest will necessarily override national honor in a crisis.”14 Were a crisis to occur, Beijing’s leaders could lose control of popular nationalist passions and find themselves facing the stark choice of making strategically reckless decisions or risking their own domestic political survival.

INT LINK EXT:  NTLSM UNDERMINE GOV’T

Internal Link: An upshot in nationalism would undermine the Chinese government. 
(Mallet, 2005)- Victor, chief Asia correspondent for the Financial Times. “A stir in Asia.” Financial Times, July 19, 2005. yaleglobal.yale.edu/display.article?id=6029
"Ideally, the Chinese government would use patriotism to inspire people to work harder and on track towards the direction the government wants," says the Shanghai professor, who wants to remain anonymous because of the political sensitivity of his comments. "But nationalism is double-edged. Uncontrollable nationalism would do more harm than good. "The Chinese government is worried that once you have this nationalism in the street, it will have a boomerang effect. The first three days they will shout against Japan, and on the fourth day it will be against corruption and about the Chinese government." 

INT LINK EXT:  NTLSM RADICALIZE MODERATES

A rise in nationalism in response to US foreign policy could force moderate leaders to get behind radical nationalism.

Zhao, 2003 (Suisheng, Executive Director of the Center for China-US Cooperation and Associate Professor at Graduate School of International Studies, University of Denver, "Chinese Nationalism and Its Foreign Policy Ramifications", US-China Relations in the Twenty-First Century: Policies, Prospects and Possibilities, pg. 71-72)

Indeed, encouraging or even simply tolerating popular expression of nationalism could be dangerous in China. Whether or not brainwashed by the state, the Chinese people had a strong sense of being victimized by Western powers. Such an emotion could boil over easily, particularly among students and intellectuals who were prone to turn to nationalism when they fell China was being bullied by foreign powers. If there were an explosion of nationalist sentiment among the public. Chinese leaders Could be forced to take a confrontational position against the United States, although it was not to the advantage of China's economic modernization and pragmatic efforts to adapt China to the modern world. As Xiao Gongyin observed. "If the Pandora's box of nationalism were opened, it could force even moderate leaders to adopt radical policies and plunge the country into chaos. Moderate policies might be seen as making concessions to the 'imperial West', giving hardliners an opportunity to increase their power:'
IMPACT EXT:  SPRATLY CONFLICT

A. Nationalism Fuels Chinese Effort To Control The Spratly Islands

Johnson 1996  ( Chalmers author and professor emeritus of the University of California, San Diego. He is also president and co-founder of the Japan Policy Research Institute, an organization promoting public education about Japan and Asia. “Nationalism and the Market: China as a superpower.” Japan Policy Research Institute. JPRI Working Paper No. 22: Online.  July  http://www.jpri.org/publications/workingpapers/wp22.html)

Closely related to the Taiwan problem is that of the South China Sea. Through this waterway passes virtually all of the oil from the Middle East for Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan. There are also two sets of about a thousand islands, reefs, and rocks in the South China Sea, the Spratlys (Nansha in Chinese) and the Paracels (Xisha), that are claimed in part or in whole by seven different governments--those of China, Vietnam, Taiwan, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei, and Indonesia. Most of these places are unoccupied, but as of late 1995, in pursuit of their various claims, China had occupied six reefs, Vietnam twenty-one, the Philippines six, Malaysia three, and Taiwan one. It was only in late 1987 that sovereignty over the Spratlys first became an issue in Chinese foreign policy, probably reflecting the shift to nationalism as the main legitimating principle of the regime. "It is embedded in the Chinese national psyche," writes Chen Jie, "that the Spratly archipelago has been part of the motherland's territory since ancient times." But it has certainly not been embedded for much longer than a decade, and this is not a helpful claim for those seeking a solution. However, China's assertion of sovereignty over all of the territory is now a fact of life; and Chinese nationalism makes it harder for China to back down or to compromise
B. Conflict In The Spratly Islands Would Cause Sino-U.S. War and Would Collapse The Global Economy

Cossa 1998 (Ralph. president of the Pacific Forum CSIS in Honolulu. He is also senior editor of the Forum’s quarterly electronic journal, Comparative Connections. Mr. Cossa is a board member of the Council on U.S.-Korean Security Studies and the National Committee on U.S.-China Relations (N.Y.) and a member of the International Institute for Strategic Studies (London). He is a member of the ASEAN Regional Forum Experts and Eminent Persons Group. Mr. Cossa is a founding member of the Steering Committee of the multinational Council for Security Cooperation in the Asia Pacific (CSCAP). He is a political/military affairs and national security specialist with more than 30 years of experience in formulating, articulating, and implementing U.S. security policy in the Asia-Pacific and Near East–South Asia regions. He writes a regular column for the Japan Times and Korea Times and is a frequent contributor to the International Herald Tribune and other regional newspapers and periodicals. Mr. Cossa served in the U.S. Air Force from 1966 to 1993, achieving the rank of colonel and last serving as special assistant to the commander in chief, U.S. Pacific Command. April. “Security Implications of Conflict in the South China Sea: Exploring Potential Triggers of Conflict” wilsoncenter.org/topics/pubs/us-china-asean.pdf AC
When one is asked to identify Southeast Asia's potential hot spots, the South China Sea invariably ranks at or near the top of the list The lingering territorial dispute among Brunei, China, Malaysia, the Philippines, Taiwan, and Vietnam over parts or all of the Spratly Islands in the South China Sea does not appear ripe for any near-term solution. And, while all claimants have expressed a desire to settle the dispute peacefully, military force has been used before both to enforce and expand national claims and could be employed again, possibly with far-reaching disastrous consequences. While the core problem is a regional one, global issues and concerns are raised that could have far reaching consequences. Today, all parties have a vested interest in a peaceful resolution of the dispute. As a result, the prospects for conflict seem low in the near tenn. However, the potential for conflict remains and could grow, especially if potential triggers of conflict are not clearly understood and avoided. This report attempts to more adequately understand the potential triggers of conflict in order to further reduce the prospects of hostility. It also briefly reviews several potential conflict scenarios in order to better understand the consequences of conflict in this politically-sensitive area. Finally, it identifies potential regional confidence building measures and makes other recommendations aimed at building trust and confidence while further reducing the prospects for conflict. IMPLICATIONS OF CONFLICT A failure to peacefully resolve the dispute, especially if it leads to renewed military actions by any one or more of the claimants, would have much broader regional, if not global economic as well as politicaI/security consequences. Regardless of how conflict starts or who the combatants are, the consequences could be far-reaching. The region's economy, already hard-hit by the on-going Asian financial crisis, would be sure to suffer another, perhaps fatal, blow. Should the sea lanes be threatened, the conflict would rapidly become internationalized. The use of force by the PRC in the contested territories would have a particularly far-reaching  destabilizing affect. The impact would be greatest on the prospects for cordial relations between China and its Southeast Asian neighbors. The steadily-improving relationship between the PRC and both the United States and Japa.'1 would also be severely disrupted. Economic Consequences. Given the integrated nature of the world's economy, and the increasingly important position the economies of Asia play in the overall global picture, a disruption of the currently stable Asian security environment could have serious impact on the economic interests of nations far removed from the actual scene of conflict. Countries like Japan, which rely heavily on seaborne trade and the import of natural resources--and which have significant direct financial investment in China and in Southeast Asian economies --would be most severely affected. China would suffer most if it initiated hostilities, especially if one assumes that an aggressive PRC military action would, at a minimum, result in punitive economic sanctions. China's economic development would be set back and the credibility of its leadership would likely , suffer as a consequence. Freedom of Navigation. The proximity of the Spratlys , to South China Sea shipping lanes adds an important strategic element to the dispute. A threat to freedom of passage through the South China Seas would severely disrupt regional economies. If, during any military action in the Spratlys--or, for that matter, in the course of defining its claim over the currently occupied or coveted territory--any nation threatened to inhibit the free flow of maritime traffic along these critical SLOCs, the U.S. would almost certainly become involved since America's economic growth and security depend upon cOIitffilied freedom of navigation for both merchant and military shipping. Other nations heavily dependent on maritime commerce could be expected to at least endorse, if not actively participate in, any U.S.-led enforcement of freedom of navigation along the South China Sea's heavily-traveled sea lanes. 

IMPACT EXT:  SPRATLY EXT:  NTLSM = SPRATLY CONFLICT

A flare up of nationalism risks a move by China to appropriate disputed islands in the South China Sea.

UK Defence Forum, 2003 May “China and the South China Sea: A dormant  conflict?” ukdf.org.uk/regional/RS29C.doc AC

Recent personnel changes in the People’s Republic raise numerous concerns about Beijing’s territorial claims in the South China Sea.   There are fears that the emergence of a fourth generation of leaders in China, further removed from the days of the revolution, could yet signal moves towards a more dynamic form of nationalism as communist ideology becomes increasingly diluted. Modernising nationalism, so the theory goes, could emerge as the new unifying force, legitimising the control of central government.  This would likely lead to a more assertive policy in the South China Sea, with Beijing pushing to appropriate more reefs, sandbanks and shoals. Previous skirmishes between China and the Philippines over disputed islands hint at the scope for such a development. 

Nationalism Will Lead To The Development of A Stronger Blue Water Navy and Power Projection in The Spratly Islands.

Goodman & Segal 1997 (David & Gerald. China Rising: Nationalism and Interdependence. P. 84)
Given the current backward equipment of the PLAN, for a fairly long time to come the Chinese navy's blue water dream will probably remain a dream. It seems that it is too early to ask the question of whether a blue water navy matters: the PLAN has a long way to go first. And in any case China is at a wider crossroads. China's domestic socio-political and economic changes may not even give the PLA the time to fulfil its cherished goals. On the other hand, thinking strategically about China may mean thinking about it in a different way. China's rising nationalism may still drive the national search for a powerful navy. The Chinese new military strategy has increased the onus on the navy to explore new defence frontiers. What is the nature of PLA ambition for a blue water navy? Firstly, it transcends military significance. Naval power is closely linked to promoting national interest. Different countries identify their national interest in different terms. China's slow naval build-up before Liu Huaqing reflected its slow recognition of the importance of sea vs. continental territory, and this reflected fundamentally a value judgement. China's current oceanic initiative indicates that it views its maritime pursuit as a key component of its overall national interest: maritime territorial integrity, economic potentials, control of SLOCs, and so on.
IMPACT EXT:  SPRATLY EXT:  INT LINK EXT

A blockade of the South China Sea will crush the global economy

Noer 96, Writer for the Int’l National Strategic Studies and the NDU, 1996 
(John, “”Southeast Asian Chokepoints Keeping Sea Lines of Communication Open” ndu.edu/inss/strforum/SF_98/forum98.html)

In practice, however, it turns out that blockage of these SLOCs would matter a great deal. Nearly half the world fleet would be required to sail farther, generating a substantial increase in the requirement for vessel capacity. All excess capacity of the world fleet might be absorbed, depending on the number of straits closed and how long they remained closed. The effect would be strongest for crude oil shipments and dry bulk such as iron ore and coal. (See Table 2.) Closure of the Straits of Malacca would immediately raise freight rates. Denial of the SLOCs passing the Spratly Islands to merchant shipping would disrupt world shipping markets even more severely generating shortages. Freight rates around the world would be affected, thus adding costs to American imports and exports. All trading nations have a vested interest in preserving stability on the SE Asian SLOCs. The experience with the closure of the Suez Canal seems to indicate that such a disruption might increase freight rates by as much as 500 percent. Note that military or physical SLOC closure is not required. Suppose war-related uncertainty over the Spratlys caused maritime insurers to either increase rates or deny coverage in the region. Shippers might be motivated to reroute shipping via safer sea lanes. The factor that converts a localized maritime concern (SLOC blockage) to a global economic event (freight rate crisis cum capacity shortfall) is the huge volume of shipping involved in the South China Sea.

China could seize the entire South China Sea, choking of all sea lanes

Rowan 05, Fellow in Strategic Studies @ SMS, 2005 p. Proquest

(Josh, “The US-Japan Security Alliance..” in Asian Survey Vol. 45 #3)

Skeptics of U.S. involvement in East Asia—specifically in the South China Sea dispute—have traditionally asked an important question: Why should the United States care about a dispute among Asian countries in a region so far from the United States when there are far more pressing U.S. foreign policy considerations? This question is insightful and worth addressing. Valencia outlines two major reasons for U.S. involvement. First, the PRC treats the nine-dashed line as a de jure claim to the entire sea region. If this claim were accepted, freedom of navigation there would virtually vanish, crippling seafaring transportation in Southeast Asia. Second, concomitantly, after ratifying the 1992 ASEAN Declaration on the South China Sea, Beijing drew territorial lines around the Paracel Islands and then suggested that it might take similar action on the Spratlys. If this notion were accepted, the PRC could demand that vessels entering and leaving the South China Sea obtain China’s permission to do so, further restricting international sea lanes. As Harvey Feldman, a former U.S. ambassador in Asia noted, this action would turn the South China Sea into a “Chinese lake.”47

IMPACT EXT:  COUNTERBALANCING BAD

A. Nationalism Leads To Counterbalancing

Terrill 2003 (Ross, The New Chinese Empire: And What It Means For The United States. P. 265)
In the mid-1960s, Schwartz could not see as clearly as we may see today that China can be both nationalistic and, when strength permits, a great international center (in its own eyes). In the 1990s, even as Marxist faith sagged, Beijing began to call its post-Soviet system "socialism with Chinese characteristics." Here was a hint of an updated "Chinese perception of world order." The overseas front is but an extension of the home front.  The anti-imperialism of the days of international communism has been transmuted from a global ideology into an expression of China's own nationalism. The primary agenda has become domestic: preservation of the CCP's power and building up the nation's economy. As we saw in Chapter 7, "Chinese world order" may better be called "Chinese political order."
The aim of securing China's "wealth and power," an update of a late nineteenth-century aspiration, has large future foreign policy implications. As early as the Twelfth Party Congress in 1982, the CCP altered its priorities to put modernization ahead of anti-hegemonism. Of course, only a modernized China will be able to grasp the baton of chief hegemon from the (presumed) weakening hand of America. For the moment, China still has a Third World economy married to a Superpower ego. The four priorities of Beijing's foreign policy, in descending order, are: control of the regime's own people; economic development; managing security issues around China's borders; unfolding plans for China's rise to replace the United States as the dominant power in Asia. 

B. A rival to the US would risk a nuclear war.

Khalilzad, 1995 (Washington Quarterly, lexis)

Under the third option, the United States would seek to retain global leadership and to preclude the rise of a global rival or a return to multipolarity for the indefinite future. On balance, this is the best long-term guiding principle and vision. Such a vision is desirable not as an end in itself, but because a world in which the United States exercises leadership would have tremendous advantages. First, the global environment would be more open and more receptive to American values -- democracy, free markets, and the rule of law. Second, such a world would have a better chance of dealing cooperatively with the world's major problems, such as nuclear proliferation, threats of regional hegemony by renegade states, and low-level conflicts. Finally, U.S. leadership would help preclude the rise of another hostile global rival, enabling the United States and the world to avoid another global cold or hot war and all the attendant dangers, including a global nuclear exchange.

IMPACT EXT:  COUNTERBAL EXT:  NTLSM = CB

Nationalism Leads To Regional Power Projection

Goodman & Segal 1997 (David & Gerald. China Rising: Nationalism and Interdependence. P. 21)

What gives these conflictual elements in Chinese regionalism a particularly sharp edge is the re-emergence of Chinese nationalism as a major political force within China at a time of relatively weak leadership that is consumed with the problems of political succession. In Allen Whiting's terms, the conditions in China exist for assertive rather than confident nationalism and a danger exists of the emergence of aggressive nationalism. The Chinese use of military exercises to intimidate Taiwan may also be seen as a warning to the region and to the international community that Beijing will use force on this issue of sovereignty, even at the risk of disruptions to the region that could jeopardise its own economic well-being and political stability. In other words, no reliance can be put on rational calculations of self-interest to prevail when an issue deemed to be of such high national value confronts the weak leadership in Beijing. Such an atmosphere bodes ill for Hong Kong even though it is in the evident interest of Beijing to ensure a smooth transition of sovereignty for both economic and political reasons and to facilitate China's deeper economic integration in the region, especially when the consequences of a bad transition are taken into account.39 In sum, this suggests that no reliance can be put on Chinese interdependence in itself as a guarantor of peaceable cooperative relations

IMPACT EXT:  DOLLAR SCENARIO => WAR

Impact:  If China were looking to hurt America, it would dump its dollar assets; this would cause a collapse of the global economy and nuclear war.

Hans Sennholz, 2005 prof of economics, Advisor, Central Fund of Canada May 27 “Does the future belong to China?” sennholz.com/China.html AC

Many Americans are quick to lay the blame on the doorsteps of China; the Chinese naturally find fault with American money managers. They may point out that the American trade deficits, which have flooded the world with American dollars, are the inevitable consequence of Federal Reserve monetary policy. To lower interest rates far below market rates is to increase the demand for money. While such a policy would devastate a national currency, it merely floods the world with the primary world currency, the U.S. dollar. Adjustments to global imbalances are rather slow, but they are bound to come. Asian central banks in particular are inundated with American IOUs, holding some 60 percent of all international dollar reserves. If they should decide to unload their reserves and move into euros or any other currency, the dollar would crash, that is, suddenly lose a large share of its international value. It would inflict instant losses on all dollar holders, upset all bond and stock markets, and depress the world economy. The two biggest dollar holders and creditors, Japan and China, would be the biggest losers, which undoubtedly makes them fearful and reluctant to initiate any unloading and dumping of their dollars. A Japanese or Chinese government that means to strike the United States for any reason could easily trigger the dumping. The crash would be heard around the globe and the effects be felt worldwide.

     Economic wars tend to prevent capital from finding productive employment; they may even consume it, causing labor productivity and levels of living to stagnate or even decline. Such wars harbor a danger far greater yet than simple retaliation and economic depression. They may trigger bloody wars between the retaliating parties. Surely, most Western countries are rather hesitant and slow in striking at their neighbors; it takes a majority of political representatives to declare and wage war. But China is no democracy; it is led by a handful of party autocrats who command the largest army in the world. They possess an armory of atomic weapons since 1967 and know how to send intercontinental missiles on their way since 1970. To aggrieve them with painful trade restrictions and sudden withdrawals of business capital may have ominous consequences. Moreover, they harbor an old grievance in the form of the U.S. military alliance with a secessionist part of China, the island of Taiwan. This old hurt together with new economic injuries inflicted by American trade restrictions could strain and ultimately exhaust the patience of the autocrats. In reaction they may shape the history of the 21st century.

IMPACT EXT:  DOLLAR EXT:  FIN COLLAPSE => WAR

Impact: U.S. financial market collapse would trigger global depression and a nuclear US-China war

(Mead, 2004) Walter, Kissinger senior fellow in U.S. foreign policy at the Council on Foreign Relations, Foreign Policy, March 1, 2004, SECTION: No. 141; Pg. 46; ISSN: 0015-7228 AC

Similarly, in the last 60 years, as foreigners have acquired a greater value in the United States--government and private bonds, direct and portfolio private investments--more and more of them have acquired an interest in maintaining the strength of the U.S.-led system. A collapse of the U.S. economy and the ruin of the dollar would do more than dent the prosperity of the United States. Without their best customer, countries including China and Japan would fall into depressions. The financial strength of every country would be severely shaken should the United States collapse. Under those circumstances, debt becomes a strength, not a weakness, and other countries fear to break with the United States because they need its market and own its securities. Of course, pressed too far, a large national debt can turn from a source of strength to a crippling liability, and the United States must continue to justify other countries' faith by maintaining its long-term record of meeting its financial obligations. But, like Samson in the temple of the Philistines, a collapsing U.S. economy would inflict enormous, unacceptable damage on the rest of the world. That is sticky power with a vengeance.
THE SUM OF ALL POWERS?

The United States' global economic might is therefore not simply, to use Nye's formulations, hard power that compels others or soft power that attracts the rest of the world. Certainly, the U.S. economic system provides the United States with the prosperity needed to underwrite its security strategy, but it also encourages other countries to accept U.S. leadership. U.S. economic might is sticky power.
How will sticky power help the United States address today's challenges? One pressing need is to ensure that Iraq's economic reconstruction integrates the nation more firmly in the global economy. Countries with open economies develop powerful trade-oriented businesses; the leaders of these businesses can promote economic policies that respect property rights, democracy, and the rule of law. Such leaders also lobby governments to avoid the isolation that characterized Iraq and Libya under economic sanctions. And looking beyond Iraq, the allure of access to Western capital and global markets is one of the few forces protecting the rule of law from even further erosion in Russia.

China's rise to global prominence will offer a key test case for sticky power. As China develops economically, it should gain wealth that could support a military rivaling that of the United States; China is also gaining political influence in the world. Some analysts in both China and the United States believe that the laws of history mean that Chinese power will someday clash with the reigning U.S. power.

Sticky power offers a way out. China benefits from participating in the U.S. economic system and integrating itself into the global economy. Between 1970 and 2003, China's gross domestic product grew from an estimated $106 billion to more than $1.3 trillion. By 2003, an estimated $450 billion of foreign money had flowed into the Chinese economy. Moreover, China is becoming increasingly dependent on both imports and exports to keep its economy (and its military machine) going. Hostilities between the United States and China would cripple China's industry, and cut off supplies of oil and other key commodities.
  Sticky power works both ways, though. If China cannot afford war with the United States, the United States will have an increasingly hard time breaking off commercial relations with China. In an era of weapons of mass destruction, this mutual dependence is probably good for both sides. Sticky power did not prevent World War I, but economic interdependence runs deeper now; as a result, the "inevitable" U.S.-Chinese conflict is less likely to occur.
Sticky power, then, is important to U.S. hegemony for two reasons: It helps prevent war; and, if war comes, it helps the United States win. But to exercise power in the real world, the pieces must go back together. Sharp, sticky, and soft power work together to sustain U.S. hegemony. Today, even as the United States' sharp and sticky power reach unprecedented levels, the rise of anti-Americanism reflects a crisis in U.S. soft power that challenges fundamental assumptions and relationships in the U.S. system. Resolving the tension so that the different forms of power reinforce one another is one of the principal challenges facing U.S. foreign policy in 2004 and beyond.

IMPACT EXT:  REGIONAL WAR

Impact:  Internal unrest would spark a crackdown by the CCP, disrupted trade, and regional wars.

(Kane and Serewicz, 2001)-Thomas (Prof of security studies) and Lawrence (PhD in politics). “China’s Hunger: the Consequence of a Rising Demand for Food Energy.” Parameters, Autumn 2001. http://www.carlisle.army.mil/usawc/parameters/01autumn/Kane.htm
If faced with internal strife, supporters of China's existing regime may return to a more overt form of communist dictatorship. The PRC has, after all, oscillated between experimentation and orthodoxy continually throughout its existence. Spectacular examples include Mao's Hundred Flowers campaign and the return to conventional Marxism-Leninism after the leftist experiments of the Cultural Revolution, but the process continued throughout the 1980s, when the Chinese referred to it as the "fang-shou cycle." (Fang means to loosen one's grip; shou means to tighten it.)[51] 

If order broke down, the Chinese would not be the only people to suffer. Civil unrest in the PRC would disrupt trade relationships, send refugees flowing across borders, and force outside powers to consider intervention. If different countries chose to intervene on different sides, China's struggle could lead to major war. In a less apocalyptic but still grim scenario, China's government might try to ward off its demise by attacking adjacent countries. 

IMPACT EXT:  CCP BAD

The CCP won’t hesitate to kill us all in the name of rampant nationalism.

Chi Haotian 2005 Aug 8, Minster of Defense and vice-chairman of China’s Central Military Commission “War Is Not Far from Us and Is the Midwife of the Chinese Century” Epoch Times en.epochtimes.com/news/5-8-8/31055.html AC

It is indeed brutal to kill one or two hundred million Americans. But that is the only path that will secure a Chinese century, a century in which the CCP leads the world. We, as revolutionary humanitarians, do not want deaths. But if history confronts us with a choice between deaths of Chinese and those of Americans, we’d have to pick the latter, as, for us, it is more important to safeguard the lives of the Chinese people and the life of our Party. That is because, after all, we are Chinese and members of the CCP. Since the day we joined the CCP, the Party’s life has always been above all else! History will prove that we made the right choice.
IMPACT EXT:  LAUNDRY LIST

Impact:  Cooperative Sino-US relations are critical to maintaining stability and order.

Dr. Michael D. Swaine, 2004 (expert in U.S.-China military and security policy, China, Taiwan, and East Asia, PhD from Harvard  “Trouble in Taiwan” Foreign Affairs, March 2004 - April 2004) AC
Moreover, the maintenance of cooperative, if not necessarily amicable, relations with the Chinese government is critical to U.S. regional and global objectives. These objectives include preserving a stable, peaceful, and prosperous Asia; resolving the North Korean nuclear weapons crisis; maintaining peace between India and Pakistan; advancing the United States' ever-burgeoning economic interests in China; strengthening enforcement of international nonproliferation regimes; and prosecuting the war on terrorism.

IMPACT EXT:  WARLORDISM

A. Nationalism Causes Factionalism

Finkelstein and Kivlehan 2003 (David M. (Dr. Finkelstein is member of the CNA Corporation’s Center for Strategic Studies. As the Deputy Director of "Project Asia" he specializes in Asian security issues)and Maryanne (Asia Security Analyst with the CNA Corporation). China’s Leadership In The 21st Century: The Rise of the Fourth Generation. P. 16)

At the same time. Lam predicts that one of the greatest foreign policy challenges Fifth Generation leaders will face likely will be relations with the United States. Although these individuals will have had a good deal of exposure to the United States (and other Western nations), Lam believes they will be subject to the twin pressures of nationalism and anti-Americanism from within the Party and among the general populace. Resisting these forces may prove to be extremely difficult regardless of the personal views Fifth Generation elite may have of America. Indeed, Lam predicts that during the tenure of the Fifth Generation, leftism and nationalism will serve as focal points for cohort or group formation alongside other factional groupings such as the Communist Youth League, the Shanghai Faction, the Zhu Rongji Faction, and the "Gang of Princelings"-holdovers from the eras of Deng Xiaoping and especially of Jiang Zemin. 

B. Fragmentation Creates Nuclear Warlords

The Economist, 1995 “A long, hard road” March 18 L/N AC
Fragmentation along military lines might produce responsible generals in some areas and warlords in others.  The weapons factories and nuclear arsenals deep in the western provinces would be disputed prizes.  Any sort of break-up would increase the chances of local conflicts along volatile borders, particularly in  places with rich energy reserves -- for example, off the South China coast, where China is one of six countries claiming ownership of the Spratly Islands and the oil-fields that may surround them; in the north-east, where China's main onshore oil fields are located and where Russia is at its most unruly; and the Tarim basin of Xinjiang, which has a Muslim minority and Muslim neighbors. 

C. Nuclear Warlordism Guarantees Accidental Launch and Nuclear Terror

Menon 2003 (Rajan. Monroe J. Rathbone Professor of International Relations at Lehigh University. He was an Academic Fellow and Senior Advisor at the Carnegie Corporation of New York for two years, where he played a key role in developing the Corporation’s Russia Initiative. Dr. Menon was also a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations and as Director for Eurasia Policy Studies at the Seattle-based National Bureau for Asian Research “Shakier Fingers on the Nuclear Buttons” Los Angeles Times. 6/15)

Now, however, we face a totally different problem, and it can't be solved with the old standbys of deterrence and nonproliferation. This new situation could be called "nuclear fragmentation" -- the sudden breakup because of civil war or revolution of countries possessing nuclear weapons. The specter of lots of nuclear weapons that are unaccounted for, that are poorly protected and that could therefore be stolen by nasty groups or that could be fired accidentally or willfully because anarchy destroys chains of command was the stuff of sci-fi thrillers. But sometimes life imitates art, and unfortunately that has become true of nuclear weapons. What was once imagined is now real.

IMPACT EXT:  WARLORD EXT:  FRAGMENTATION => WAR

Impact: Political unrest in China would lead to a massive refugee crisis, civil war, and nuclear weapons in the hands of provincial leaders, which poses a threat to the world.

(Yee and Storey, 2002)- Herbert and Ian, Foreign policy experts. “China Threat: Perception, Myths and Reality.” June 2002. Pg 134

The fourth factor contributing to the perception of a China threat is the fear of political and economic collapse in the PRC, resulting in territorial fragmentation, civil war and waves of refugees pouring into neighboring countries. Naturally, any or all of the scenarios would have a profoundly negative impact on regional stability. Today the Chinese leadership faces a raft of internal problems, including the increasing political demands of its citizens, a growing population, a shortage of natural resources and a deterioration in the natural environment caused by rapid industrialization and pollution. These problems are putting a strain on the central government’s ability to govern effectively. Political disintegration or a Chinese civil war might result in millions of Chinese refugees seeking asylum in neighboring countries. Such an unprecedented exodus of refugees from a collapsed PRC would no doubt put a severe strain on the limited resources of China’s neighbors. A fragmented China could also result in another nightmare scenario- nuclear weapons falling into the hands of irresponsible local provincial leaders or warlords. From this perspective, a disintegrating China would also pose a threat to its neighbors and the world.
IMPACT EXT:  CCP USE NUKES

***Impact:  The CCP would resort to use of biological or nuclear weapons to ensure its own survival. 

(Renxing, 2005)-San, Staff writer. “The CCP’s Last-ditch Gamble: Biological and Nuclear War.”-Epoch Times. August 8, 2005. http://www.theepochtimes.com/news/5-8-8/30931.html

Since the Party’s life is “above all else,” it would not be surprising if the CCP resorts to the use of biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons in its attempt to extend its life. The CCP, which disregards human life, would not hesitate to kill two hundred million Americans, along with seven or eight hundred million Chinese, to achieve its ends. These speeches let the public see the CCP for what it really is. With evil filling its every cell the CCP intends to wage a war against humankind in its desperate attempt to cling to life. That is the main theme of the speeches. This theme is murderous and utterly evil. In China we have seen beggars who coerced people to give them money by threatening to stab themselves with knives or pierce their throats with long nails. But we have never, until now, seen such a gangster who would use biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons to threaten the world, that all will die together with him. This bloody confession has confirmed the CCP’s nature: that of a monstrous murderer who has killed 80 million Chinese people and who now plans to hold one billion people hostage and gamble with their lives.

IMPACT EXT:  GLOBAL WAR

Impact:  Violent Nationalism could ignite a global catastrophe – pre-Nazi Germany proves.

 

Hyde 2005 (Henry J January 24 2005 The Heritage Foundation, “Hong Kong, China, and the World” /// http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/hl862.cfm

 

Nationalism in the form of patriotism and love of country is certainly not a bad thing. But in its virulent form, it can be wielded by a regime determined to hold onto power to mobilize a population toward breathtakingly destructive ends.

The instructive parallel is with Hohenzollern Germany in the early 20th century, where an increasingly developed, rich, and even democratic country was led into destruction by a leadership mesmerized by an aggressive nationalism. That government knowingly upended the long European peace in pursuit of its "place in the sun." The result was a carnage that engulfed the continent, slaughtered millions, and destroyed the European order, never to be restored.

A Hohenzollern China would dramatically magnify the scale of potential disaster. Even in its present incarnation, the government in Beijing is pursuing many policies which are inimical to the security of the world and to its own people. Driven by the overheated ambitions of an intoxicating nationalism, China's growing power would bestow upon it a capacity to ignite a global catastrophe.

IMPACT EXT:  NTLSM KILLS RELATIONS

Nationalism Kills Relations

Gries 2004 (Peter Hays. Assistant Professor of Political Science at the University of Colorado, Boulder, Codirector of the Sino-American Security Dialogue China’s New Nationalism: Pride, Politics, and Diplomacy. P. 10-11)

These developments do not bode well for twenty-first-century Sino-American relations. Words have consequences. Anti-American and anti-Chinese polemics are pernicious: they can easily spiral into mutual dehumanization and demonization, laying the foundation for violent conflict. Chinese and Americans who paint rosy pictures of the bilateral relationship irresponsible; we should squarely confront the dangers inherent in a relationship devoid of mutual trust. But it is Chinese America bashers and American China bashers who are the most dangerous. This book therefore, seeks to present a balanced view of China’s new nationalism—one that both acknowledges its legitimate grievances and recognizes its potential dangers.

IMPACT EXT:  NTLSM = FASCISM

Nationalism Causes Fascism

Terrill 2003 (Ross, The New Chinese Empire: And What It Means For The United States. P. 311)

One must also note Beijing's vulnerabilities. Communism has outlived its world historical role. Economic growth and crude nationalism are insufficient supports for long-term continuance of a regime. No cultural tissue connects government and people. A hovering army of unemployed grows. The party-state's condescension to the Chinese people is unlikely to be accepted indefinitely. The same nationalism that comforts could also hurl China into fascism.
A/T:  NATIONALISTS NOT IN POWER

1.  Uhhh, yeah, that’s the uniqueness story.  They aren’t in power NOW, plan gives them an issue around which to rally the people and the government will have to follow.  Think of late Weimar Germany as nationalism took hold and Hitler was appointed Chancellor after having lost elections a year prior.

2.  It really doesn’t matter whether nationalists are in power now or not.  If need be, everyone will fall into line behind the government in an ideological battle against the West.

Hans Sennholz, 2005 prof of economics, Advisor, Central Fund of Canada May 27 “Does the future belong to China?” sennholz.com/China.html AC

Marxism-Leninism is alive and well not only in China but also in North Korea, Vietnam, Laos, some African countries, Cuba, and in the minds of many South and Central American politicians and revolutionaries. It pollutes the minds of many European and American academics, intellectuals, and politicians. Its terminology may differ from language to language and may change over time, but its arguments about “class struggle” turn up again and again in many political and economic discussions. In China, the Communist Party with some 50 million members presently seems to be divided about its calling and direction. Some Party leaders favor the new direction toward rapid improvement in productivity and accumulation of national wealth while others are actively promoting old policies designed to achieve fair distribution of all income and wealth. Some seek to maintain a good relationship with the United States and its Asian neighbors; others emphasize the importance of national power and military might. They all are faithful students of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, always ready to follow the party line. When provoked, they may seize the foreign capital that found its way to China in recent years. Closing ranks again, they may want to lead the proletariat of the world to sweep away capitalism and point the way to “the dictatorship of the proletariat.” Indeed, they may become the greatest threat ever faced by the West.

A/T:  ECONOMIC TIES CHECK

Nationalism is only further entrenched by close economic ties.
(Mallet, 2005)- Victor, chief Asia correspondent for the Financial Times. “A stir in Asia.” Financial Times, July 19, 2005. yaleglobal.yale.edu/display.article?id=6029

One of the puzzling aspects of the nationalist trend in politics is that it comes at a time of exceptionally close economic ties. Japanese and South Korean exporters, for example, have never been as dependent as they are today on the Chinese market, while Chinese factories rely heavily on investment and high-technology components from Japan and South Korea. 

Ironically, says Ms Hama, integration may lead to intolerance. The Japanese are waking up to the threat of low-cost competition from China, just as French voters who rejected the European constitution developed a fear of Polish plumbers stealing their jobs following Poland's accession to the European Union.

A/T:  FRAGMENTATION BAD

Fragmentation is nothing compared to the alternative:  a strong, motivated nationalism.  A strong, nationalistic China would attack its neighbors.

The Economist, 1995 “A long, hard road” March 18 L/N AC
Even a messy fragmentation, however, would be more comfortable for China's neighbours than a China united behind a strong leadership of the kind that now haunts the shadows of Russia's future -- one proclaiming the virtues of aggressive, army-backed, right-wing nationalism. A Chinese neo-nationalist agenda might include attacks on Taiwan and Vietnam, hardline repression in Hong Kong, and border disputes with Kazakhstan and Russia. Were Russia to be pursuing an extreme nationalist agenda at the same time, the result would be an Asian nightmare.

BRINK

Anti-U.S. Relations Breed Conflict 

Gries 2004 (Peter Hays Assistant Professor of Political Science at the University of Colorado, Boulder, Codirector of the Sino-American Security Dialogue. China’s New Nationalism: Pride, Politics, and Diplomacy. P. 142-143)

After the May 1999 American bombing of the Chinese embassy in grade and the April 2001 plane collision over the South China Sea, a conflictual view of Sino-Amcrican relations seems to have gained even greater currency in China. America, in this emerging Chinese view, is not just arrogant but actively seeks to prevent China from prospering and gain​ing its rightful place at the top of the world system. As Deng Yon has ar​gued in two recent articles, Chinese strategists are increasingly attributing a "highly coherent global strategy bent on power expansion" to American foreign policy. If such views continue to spread, an anti-Western revi​sionism will become a legitimate foreign policy option for many Chinese. This trend has only continued following the American invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, with the People's Daily arguing that American ex​pansionism has entered its "fourth stage" of seeking "global empire."

N/U:  TRADE WAR OVER FOOD

US and China are heading for a trade war, which non-uniques your war scenarios.  But even if war is not the result, tensions have dramatically increased nationalism, which directly answers your uniqueness claim.

Paul Maidment, 2007 editor of Forbes.com, Forbes July 24 “Food Fight” forbes.com/home/opinions/2007/07/24/china-washington-protectionism-oped-cx_pm_0724notes.html AC

Might food safety trigger a trade war between the U.S. and China that yuan revaluation and the bilateral trade balance couldn't? Yes, if both countries aren't careful.

Neither side wants a trade war. It would be devastating. But as poisoned pet food, toxic toys and toothpaste containing antifreeze move the China issue from the cool business pages of The Wall Street Journal to the charged glare of the nightly news, it risks taking on a political life of its own.
The European Union's consumer protection commissioner is in China this week, and American officials will follow her next. Beijing, for its part, shuttered three companies at the center of the tainted food row, and executed its food minister for bribery amid worldwide media coverage. The message was unmistakable: We're serious about this.

Another unmistakable message was delivered with China's banning earlier this month of chicken and pork imports from such U.S. companies as Tyson Foods (nyse: TSN - news - people ), Sanderson Farms (nasdaq: SAFM - news - people ), Cargill, AJC and Triumph Foods on the grounds that salmonella and growth hormones had been found in their products. The move followed U.S. restrictions on Chinese seafood and came just a day after the U.S. commerce secretary called for China to step up its oversight of product and food exports.
Expect a protectionist Congress to ignore the warning. Anti-China spirits are stirred. It's election season in America, and Dobbsian arguments that the U.S. lost manufacturing jobs because of Chinese currency manipulation to favor exporters are gaining ground, although China is probably taking more jobs from Mexico these days than from the U.S.
An equally nationalistic bent is to be found in China, if among an equally small but noisy minority. Trade with the U.S. has played a huge role in making coastal China prosperous, but as the anti-Japanese demonstrations in 2005 remind us, xenophobic sentiments can be turned on at the flick of a switch.

China and the U.S. have divergent perspectives. Beijing sees its problem of unsafe food and other exports as part of the costs of rapid economic growth, and which plays on concerns about public health, environmental pollution and tsocial unrest---a proxy for the legitimacy of the Communist Party's rule, which is being questioned by the emerging urban middle class.

That makes it a domestic political issue to be dealt with through new regulation and rules and the exemplary application of existing ones., though not beyond a point where it will slow economic growth, especially in the politically sensitive countryside where a web of sub-sub-contractors toil away making China's low-cost exports.

In America, the issue is seen through the prism oft the trade imbalance, currency valuation and neo-mercantilist trade policy. There is a national interest to be defended. That makes it an international issue that will be dealt with by government-to-government actions, targeting Chinese imports.

Neither side will be satisfied with the results. Hard-liners will moutht hawkish positions--stoking the flames of trade war. China will see dealing with hazardous exports as a concession deserving of a reward--say, less grief over yuan revaluation. In the U.S., any success will only encourage China-basherss to redouble their attempts to browbeat China intto reform on a wide range of issues--and especially ahead of next year's Beijing's Olympic Games, which are seen as an Achilles' heel.

And that will just play into the hands of China's hard-liners. Nationalism is a potent force. China doesn't like to be told what to do any more than America does.

N/U:  ECON GROWTH = INC NTLSM

As China’s economy grows, nationalism will become more dangerous.

Associated Press, 2007 July 24 “Japanese official urges China to keep nationalism in check amid rapid economic growth” iht.com/articles/ap/2007/07/24/asia/AS-GEN-China-Japan.php AC

HONG KONG: A Japanese official on Tuesday urged China to keep its nationalism in check as its economic power swells.

"The more rapid the growth is, the more dangerous I think it is going to be for nationalism to play a role or change the course of the ... nation," said Tomohiko Taniguchi, deputy press secretary of the Japanese foreign ministry.

"I would call on the Beijing government to well manage the equilibrium of the Chinese psyche, because the Chinese people are experiencing the most rapid ... change in their 2,000-year history," he said at a press conference in Hong Kong, where he was attending a cultural cooperation conference.

N/U:  NTLSM HIGH

Nationalism has come back in a big way in China.

Kang Jun-young, 2007 April 2 professor of Chinese political economy at the Graduate School of International Area Studies of Hankuk University of Foreign Studies “China's nationalism casts shadow over region” Korea Herald, L/N AC

Northeast Asia is again faced with the prospect of nationalism. China's age-long Sinocentrism seems to have recently resurfaced in the form of the "Northeast Project" (dongbei gongcheng) and its attendant distortion of Goguryeo history (35 B.C.-A.D. 668). For its part, Japan has yet to address its past wrongdoings, but officially denied the forceful mobilization of wartime slaves, the euphemistically named "comfort women." A train of recent events in the regions raises a fateful question: Can we ever live peacefully in Northeast Asia? 

Setting aside the now-familiar Japanese imperial past, China's newest nationalistic fervor casts a long, dark shadow over the region, which is known for a complex web of emotional, perceptual and historical entanglements. Be that the "rise of China," "China's imperial impulse" or just "China's hegemonic ambitions," China is now throwing its new-found power and wealth in the region and beyond - all based upon its continuous economic growth over a quarter century. It goes without saying that given China's "century of humiliation" at the hands of Western and Japanese imperialists, as well as a turbulent 50 years after the founding of the People's Republic in 1949, it is understandable that the goal of "rich country, strong army" (fuguo qiangbing) has once again topped the national agenda.

It is well known that Chinese nationalism is politically motivated in the sense that it buttresses the continued one-party rule in post-reform China, which witnessed the declining role of socialist ideology and the spread of disbelief among the populace. On the diplomatic front, "peace and development" (heping fazhan) serves as a mantra for the realization of its great-power status. In the name of forming a stable external environment conducive to its domestic economic development, China has increased its defense budget over 15 percent annually for the 19 consecutive years since 1989. In particular, Chinese nationalism - often interchangeably called "patriotism" - has been strengthened notably since the advent of the "fourth-generation" of Chinese leaders in 2002.

N/U:  NTLSM HIGH

Nationalism is high amongst the people now and it is based on fleeting economic achievements, not the healthier nationalism based on culture.

Goh Sui Noi, 2007 Senior Correspondent July 8 “China learning to play by international rules” Straits Times L/N AC

While Prof Wang has no doubt that the Chinese government's foreign policy is to engage its neighbours in friendly relations, he is worried about the apparent rise of nationalism among the Chinese people.

When a state is weak or small, others can sympathise with its display of nationalism. But if it is a big power, the impact is different, he said, giving the example of how display of US nationalism after the Sept 11, 2001 attacks aroused anti-American feelings.

He suggested that the Chinese, having been humiliated for more than 100 years, are feeling much pride as their nation is on the rise. Sometimes, they assert their nationalistic feelings too strongly, as young Chinese people did in 2004-05 against the Japanese, going into the streets to demonstrate against them, and destroying Japanese shops and cars.

And sometimes, officials do things without anticipating the consequences these may have on neighbouring small countries, he said.

For example, a Chinese history research project that recently claimed the ancient Korean kingdom of Koguryo to be part of Chinese historical legacy - as part of it now lies within the modern Chinese borders - has angered the Koreans.

The dispute over history is likely to be long-standing trouble between China and its smaller neighbour, said Prof Wang.

He said while Chinese nationalism is part of China's transition, the direction of change should be towards something positive. Its education system should teach positive things such as good behaviour and the virtues of Chinese culture.

As it is now, people look up to China for its tremendous economic achievements of the past few decades and for the opportunities these afford. But there is no genuine respect for its system of government or its cultural values, he noted.

WARLORD TURN

A. Beijing is losing legitimacy now – Only nationalism can prevent China from collapsing into nuclear warlordism.

Record 2001 (Dr. Jeffrey .BA, Occidental College; MA, PhD, Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies) “Thinking about China and War.” Aerospace Power Journal. December 6. Online. airpower.au.af.mil/airchronicles/apj/apj01/win01/record.html#record )

Its long history has been one of cyclical alternation between effective central political control and degeneration into warlordism.7 Though ethnically homogeneous (except along its northern and western peripheries), China has always been difficult to govern, even in the absence of significant social and economic change. Post-Marxist China, however, has invited enormous change; never before has any regime tried to move so many people so quickly into economic modernity, and it is far from certain that Beijing’s rulers can pull it off without revolutionary upheaval, which was the norm for China in the twentieth century. The ongoing crackdown on the seemingly harmless Falun Gong spiritual movement underscores the regime’s insecurity and its preoccupation with preserving its own legitimacy, which in the post-Marxist period has rested heavily on economic progress as well as nationalism. Richard Betts and Thomas Christensen properly caution that “before one laments the rise of Chinese power, one should consider an even more uncertain alternative: Chinese weakness and collapse. Nothing ordains that China’s march to great power status cannot be derailed.

B. Nuclear Warlordism Guarantees Accidental Launch and Nuclear Terror

Menon 2003 (Rajan. Monroe J. Rathbone Professor of International Relations at Lehigh University. He was an Academic Fellow and Senior Advisor at the Carnegie Corporation of New York for two years, where he played a key role in developing the Corporation’s Russia Initiative. Dr. Menon was also a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations and as Director for Eurasia Policy Studies at the Seattle-based National Bureau for Asian Research “Shakier Fingers on the Nuclear Buttons” Los Angeles Times. 6/15)

Now, however, we face a totally different problem, and it can't be solved with the old standbys of deterrence and nonproliferation. This new situation could be called "nuclear fragmentation" -- the sudden breakup because of civil war or revolution of countries possessing nuclear weapons. The specter of lots of nuclear weapons that are unaccounted for, that are poorly protected and that could therefore be stolen by nasty groups or that could be fired accidentally or willfully because anarchy destroys chains of command was the stuff of sci-fi thrillers. But sometimes life imitates art, and unfortunately that has become true of nuclear weapons. What was once imagined is now real.

WARLORD EXT:  NTLSM SOLVES FRAGMENTATION

Nationalism Is Key To Preventing Fragmentation

Faust & Kornberg 2005 (John & Judith. Judith F. Kornberg is Dean of the School of Continuing and Professional Studies at the Fashion Institute of Technology. John R. Faust is Professor Emeritus of Political Science at Eastern Illinois University and research associate at the Eastern Illinois Public Policy Institute China in World Politics. P.21)

Creating pride in the unity of the Chinese nation, along with accompanying policies, can help achieve the overall objective of promoting nationalism. China is more fortunate than most large contemporary states in that its ethnic, racial, and religious minorities are limited to relatively small groups, mostly in peripheral areas. Beijing's current policy of sending large numbers of the Han majority ethnic group to outlying regions, which is likely to continue, will in time make minority groups strangers within their own land. If Beijing wishes to ameliorate outside criticism of human rights conditions in these outlying re​gions, however, it would be logical to combine population migration with pro​tection of personal freedoms, social well-being, and cultural rights of minority groups, so long as these do not lead to challenges to political authority. In ad​dition, virtually no Chinese want to see their country follow the same course as the Soviet Union, where "Balkanization" was the direct result of the col​lapse of communist rule. Promotion of Chinese nationhood is a policy the party can use to rally the people. Appealing to the past grandeur of China's Middle Kingdom strikes a responsive chord among the Chinese people.
COATTAIL TURN

Turn:  China will ride the coat-tails of the plan to align itself with the US in Africa and deflect pressure in a strategic concession.

Antoine Halff, 2007 head of energy research at Fimat, the brokerage subsidiary of Société Générale, and adjunct professor of international and public affairs at Columbia University July/August National Affairs “The Panda Menace” L/N AC

Ironically, the way for China to take cover and deflect the pressure associated with becoming a great power may be to raise its diplomatic profile and align itself more openly with U.S. initiatives. We are already seeing the first signs of this with regard to Iran.1

In Africa, Beijing is slowly showing itself to be more amenable to regional and Western pressures than had been expected. In what appears to be a stunning departure from China's non-interference policy, President Hu presented Sudanese President Omar Hassan Ahmed al-Bashir with a four-point proposal to solve the Darfur crisis that included support for a un peacekeeping mission, despite China's long-time opposition to un peacekeepers in Darfur. Later, China followed up by sending a senior official, Zhai Jun, to tour Darfur refugee camps and keep up the pressure on Khartoum to accept un peacekeepers. In Zambia, Hu seemed to show the extent of Beijing's sensitivity to anti-Chinese sentiment when he announced debt cancellations of $350 million and $800 million in special loans, while emphatically rejecting the view that China was simply replacing the old colonial powers. In South Africa, Hu likewise pledged to address the issue of trade imbalances between China and Africa, a key grievance of local critics, such as COSATU, of China's Africa policy. Intriguingly, China's National Development and Reform Commission, which provides financial incentives to Chinese companies willing to set up shop in resource-rich areas, announced on March 1 that it had dropped the Sudan, Nigeria and Iran from its favored-investment list.

As policymakers agonize over how to make China a more responsible stakeholder in the global economy, China is learning on its own that as an economic powerhouse it must assume weighty political responsibilities. This does not mean that U.S. policymakers and ngos should refrain from pressuring China on human rights and other issues. Indeed, U.S. pressures and concerns are helping Beijing see the need to outgrow its current approach. But nor should policymakers seek to hinder or roll back China's economic expansion: The faster China becomes a full-fledged, first-world power, the sooner its foreign policy will be forced to evolve and mature. For policymakers between containment and engagement, there is no alternative but to simultaneously encourage Chinese economic growth and roll back Chinese mercantilism. Beijing's own success means that it is collecting liabilities as well as leverage and may become more open to closer identification with the West. Western policymakers would benefit from recognizing the increased potential for partnership rather than seeing China strictly as a threat or "strategic competitor."
 DEMOCRACY TURN

A. Nationalism is key to democracy in China.

Gilley 2004 (Bruce. Assistant Professor of Political Studies at Queen's University in Canada. His research interests include democratization, political legitimacy, international relations, international development, and the comparative politics of China and Asia. He is the author of three university-press books on China and several book chapters and journal articles. He is a PhD. Candidate in Politics at Princeton University and holds a Masters degree in economics from the University of Oxford, and a Bachelors degree in international relations from the University of Toronto China’s Democratic Future. P.204)
Third, many countries facing crisis have often drawn on their nationalism-another example of how nationalism helps democracy-to draw to​gether in times of crisis. Hungary and Poland were able to do this, creating consensus on difficult economic and social policies in tough times. China and its belief in national cohesiveness-ningjuli-could do likewise. The honeymoon provided by the breakthrough to democracy could allow the first government to make difficult decisions on reform and growth policies. Such rapid reforms" can increase the efficacy of die new state, bolstering its legit​imacy. Since we are predicting an elite-led transition with the rise of a communist party, the less fractured polity may make it easier to implement positive changes in the economic and social sphere.

B. Democratic China solves aggression against Taiwan

Wolfowitz 2000 ( Paul, Heritage Foundation Lectures, "Asian Democracy and American Interests", #685, September 29,2000, http://www.heritage.org/Research/ AsiaandthePacificIHL685 .cfm)

Finally, and not insignificantly, a democratic China would have a far better chance of coming to terms peacefully with Taiwan. Until then. Taiwan's own success at democracy will be a disturbing example for Beiiing's rulers. I was even told a few years ago by a Chinese Communist Party member that what terrifies those old men in Beijing "is the demonstration by Taiwan that Chinese can manage democracy successfully."

(CONTINUES ON NEXT PAGE 1/2)

(DEMO TURN 2/2)

C. The impact of a conflict over Taiwan is global nuclear war.

Cheong 2000  (Ching, senior journalist with The Straits Times. He is presently detained by the People's Republic of China for espionage. Straits Times "No one gains in war over Taiwan", June 25, 2000. L/N AC)
THE highintensity scenario postulates a cross-strait war escalating into a full-scale war between the US and China. If Washington were to conclude that splitting China would better serve its national interests, then a full-scale war becomes unavoidable. Conflict on such a scale would embroil other countries far and near and -horror of horrors -raise the possibility of a nuclear war. Beijing has already told the US and Japan privately that it considers any country providing bases and logistics support to any US forces attacking China as belligerent parties open to its retaliation. In the region, this means South Korea, Japan, the Philippines and, to a lesser extent, Singapore. If China were to retaliate, east Asia will be set on fire. And the conflagration may not end there as opportunistic powers elsewhere may try to overturn the existing world order. With the US distracted, Russia may seek to redefine Europe's political landscape. The balance of power in the Middle East may be similarly upset by the likes of Iraq. In south Asia, hostilities between India and Pakistan, each armed with its own nuclear arsenal, could enter a new and dangerous phase. Will a full-scale Sino-US war lead to a nuclear war? According to General Matthew Ridgeway, commander of the US Eighth Army which fought against the Chinese in the Korean War, the US had at the time thought of using nuclear weapons against China to save the US from military defeat. In his book The Korean War, a personal account of the military and political aspects of the conflict and its implications on future US foreign policy, Gen Ridgeway said that US was confronted with two choices in Korea -truce or a broadened war, which could have led to the use of nuclear weapons. If the US had to resort to nuclear weaponry to defeat China long before the latter acquired a similar capability, there is little hope of winning a war against China 50 years later, short of using nuclear weapons. The US estimates that China possesses about 20 nuclear warheads that can destroy major American cities. Beijing also seems prepared to go for the nuclear option. A Chinese military officer disclosed recently that Beijing was considering a review of its "non first use" principle regarding nuclear weapons. Major-General Pan Zhangqiang, president of the military-funded Institute for Strategic Studies, told a gathering at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington that although the government still abided by that principle, there were stron pressures from the military to drop it. He said military leaders considered the use of nuclear weapons mandatory if the country risked dismemberment as a result of foreign intervention. Gen Ridgeway said that should that come to pass, we would see the destruction of civilisation. There would be no victors in such a war. While the prospect of a nuclear Armaggedon over Taiwan might seem inconceivable, it cannot be ruled out entirely, for China puts sovereignty above everything else.

DEMOC EXT:  NTLSM K2 DEMOC

Nationalism Is Key To Democracy

Gilley 2004 (Bruce. Assistant Professor of Political Studies at Queen's University in Canada. His research interests include democratization, political legitimacy, international relations, international development, and the comparative politics of China and Asia. He is the author of three university-press books on China and several book chapters and journal articles. He is a PhD. Candidate in Politics at Princeton University and holds a Masters degree in economics from the University of Oxford, and a Bachelors degree in international relations from the University of Toronto China’s Democratic Future. P. 13)
Yet perhaps more than any other legacy, China's legacy of modern nation​alism has the potential to support democracy, just as it did in India and 'Tai-wan. Since the May Fourth enlightenment movement of 1919 to the time of Tiananmen in 1989, nationalism inspired pro-democracy movements against corrupt and tyrannical rulers. Before seizing power in China, Mao Zedong appealed to nationalism as the reason for giving self-determination to China's minority peoples, arguing that liberation from tyranny was the benchmark of national greatness. Indeed, this same logic allowed liberals in China to urge the introduction of democratic elections at the village level in the 1980s. Now, as we shall see, there is an emerging thread of nationalism in China that for the first time concedes the right of ethnic groups to self-determination and portrays nationalism in terms consonant with democratic ideals. Nationalism is increasingly linked to personal dignity, international responsibility, and internal freedom. 'This democratic national identity is growing strongly.

Nationalism Key to China Democracy

Gilley 2004 (Bruce. Assistant Professor of Political Studies at Queen's University in Canada. His research interests include democratization, political legitimacy, international relations, international development, and the comparative politics of China and Asia. He is the author of three university-press books on China and several book chapters and journal articles. He is a PhD. Candidate in Politics at Princeton University and holds a Masters degree in economics from the University of Oxford, and a Bachelors degree in international relations from the University of Toronto China’s Democratic Future. P.71)
Of course, the cosmopolitanizing and liberalizing impact of globalization on Chinese society needs to be squared with the apparent emergence in the 1990s of a powerful nativist and illiberal nationalism. As mentioned, nationalism has a long and infamous history of being used by elites to discredit or subvert democracy in China. The CCP's launch of an official patriotism campaign in 1991 and its frequent resort in the 1990s to "nationalism on demand" from angry young males was nothing new in this respect. Yet the mainstream, as opposed to official, nationalism in present-day China may be one of the most potent democratic forces.

Throughout the reform era, students protesting against foreign slights repeatedly turned their attentions to the failures of CCP rule. This transformation is latent in the nature of nationalism. The search for national dignity contains many of the same notions-equality, fairness, justice-that underlie the quest for personal dignity. The great political philosopher John Rawls contended that a people's demand for respect from other nations is rooted in the same moral philosophy that generates the individual's demand to be treated equally and fairly domestically." In the process of seeking their due globally, people begin to seek their due at home as well. Notes one Western scholar: "The politics of individual dignity, far from being antithetical, appears to be parasitical on the idea of national dignity""'
We have seen evidence of this repeatedly. Wei Jingsheng wrote his famous democratic declaration to show that China's people were neither "spineless weaklings" nor "devoid of any desire to improve their lot"-a direct linking of democracy with national dignity. When Beijing won the Olympics in July 2001, the streets of the city were suddenly packed with celebrants, all of them acting with unaccustomed camaraderie, respect, and civility. "I haven't seen this sort of feeling since Tiananmen," one weeping young woman entrepreneur told me. National dignity and individual dignity are closely linked.

CHINESE ECON TURN

A. China’s New Nationalism Is Key To The Chinese Economy

Johnson 1996 ( Chalmers author and professor emeritus of the University of California, San Diego. He is also president and co-founder of the Japan Policy Research Institute, an organization promoting public education about Japan and Asia. “Nationalism and the Market: China as a superpower.” Japan Policy Research Institute. JPRI Working Paper No. 22: Online.  July  http://www.jpri.org/publications/workingpapers/wp22.html)
By the end of the 1980s, China began seriously to accept and incorporate the lessons of high-speed economic growth from the rest of Asia. It also tacitly abandoned communism in favor of nationalism, since communism was in any case no longer viable after its collapse in Europe. And on the basis of this new nationalism, it began to reach out and accept investment and other forms of assistance from the 55 million overseas Chinese. This strategy held the promise of delivering on the second goal of the Chinese revolution--namely, China's achievement of levels of per capita income on a par with the other major powers on earth. 

B. Chinese economic downturn risks global crash

Roge, 2004 (Editor of Foreign Affairs, August 2004. A Global Power Shift in the Making Foreign Affairs. http://www.foreignaffairs. or0/2004070 1facomment8340 1!iames- f-hoge- ir!a-global-pewer -shift-in-the-making.html)

Even if temporary. such a massive bust would have dire consequences. China is now such a large player in the global economy that its health is inextricably linked to that of the system at large. China has become the engine driving the recovery of other Asian economies from the setbacks of the 1990s. Japan. for example. has become the largest beneficiary of China's economic growth. and its leading economic indicators. including consumer spending. have improved as a result. The latest official figures indicate that Japan's real GDP rose at the annual rate of6.4 percent in the last quarter of2003. the highest growth of any quarter since 1990. Thanks to China. Japan may finally be emerging from a decade of economic malaise. But that trend might not continue if China crashes.
C. A global crash risks nuclear war.

Mead 92 (Walter Russell, fellow, Council on Foreign Relations, New perspectives quarterly, summer pp. 28)

But what if it can't? What if the global economy stagnates - or even shrinks? In that case, we will face a new period of international conflict: South against North, rich against poor. Russia, China, India - these countries with their billions of people and their nuclear weapons will pose a much greater danger to world order than Germany and Japan did in the '30s.

A/T:  TAIWAN SCENARIOS

China won’t freak out about Taiwan anymore, they’ve wised up.

Goh Sui Noi, 2007 Senior Correspondent July 8 “China learning to play by international rules” Straits Times L/N AC

CHINA learnt the hard way that it is better to work within the international system than out of it.

It made a bad mistake in 1996 in firing missiles over Taiwan, which gave it a bad image internationally, said Professor Wang Gungwu.

'But they learnt, and now they don't do it any more,' he said, when asked whether Beijing would be content to work within the international system as it grew in power. 

'They are learning that the international system can work for them if they understand it, and they are beginning to understand it,' he added.

Prof Wang, 76, was speaking to The Straits Times late last month as he prepared to step down as director of the East Asian Institute, the only think-tank in South-east Asia that studies contemporary China.

His successor is Professor Yang Dali, 43, who was head of the political science department at the University of Chicago.

Beijing conducted military exercises and missile tests in the Taiwan Strait in March 1996, when the island was preparing for its first direct presidential election. China, which regards Taiwan as a breakaway province, was warning the Taiwanese against electing the incumbent president Lee Teng-hui, whom it viewed as pro-independence.

Its action drew international condemnation and escalated tension in the strait as the United States sent two aircraft carriers to the region. Mr Lee won by a wider margin than expected. The episode also streng-thened military ties between Japan and the US.

China's mistake then was to pretend that the Taiwan issue was an internal one when it had become an international issue, said Prof Wang.

But soon after, it recognised that Taiwan was a Sino-American problem, 'a question of Sino-American relations', and began to work with the Americans on this issue.

Now the Chinese no longer get upset with the independence-leaning Taiwanese President Chen Shui-bian and his political games, as they know the Taiwanese would not declare independence because the Americans do not want them to, he said.

The result of the Chinese dealing with the Taiwan issue internationally - principally with the Americans - is that the situation in the Taiwan Strait is calmer now, he noted.

He added that the Chinese now have a vested interest in the international system as a whole - the United Nations and its organisations as well as other international agencies - and are committed to it.

As to whether the Chinese would want to change the system when they became all powerful, he thought that this would never happen as the Chinese would find it impossible to catch up with the Americans, the sole superpower today.
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