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1NC AT:  DPJ Good – General

DPJ won’t succeed for other reasons – flip-flop on consumption tax

Kingston 7-9 Jeff, PhD in Asian Studies, Can Anyone Govern Japan?, Foreign Policy, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/07/09/can_anyone_govern_japan

Kan got off to a bad start with the electorate when he proposed raising comsumption taxes -- rarely a smart political move. Yes, polls show that the public is ready for an increase in consumption taxes, and media editorials supported the idea. But when Kan outlined his proposal, calling for a doubling of the consumption tax from 5 to 10 percent, he got nailed. As the prime minister was dragged into a debate about the details of his plan, he backtracked and zigzagged, looking far too much like his aimless predecessor. Hatoyama met his downfall for exactly this sort of flip-flopping, over a plan to relocate the Futenma U.S. military base away from Okinawa -- and just about everything else. Japanese voters are searching for a resolute leader in the mold of Junichiro Koizumi, prime minister from 2001 to 2006. So far, Kan looks like yet another waffler. Japan's leadership crisis couldn't come at a more inopportune time. This election is going to be about bread-and-butter issues such as unstable jobs and declining household income. The ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has drawn attention to the swelling ranks of the precariat -- workers without secure jobs, decent wages, or benefits -- who now make up 34 percent of the workforce. Unemployment, at 5.2 percent, is quite high by Japanese standards, where 2 percent is the usual benchmark. The DPJ argues that the government can best address this issue, channeling tax revenues into expanded social programs. The next two most popular parties, the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), which dominated Japanese politics for more than five decades, and the upstart Your Party want the government to get out of the way -- they argue that deregulation, more flexible labor laws, and lower corporate taxes will generate growth, profits, and better jobs. Even if they are sympathetic to Kan's agenda (and many are), voters have found it hard to ignore his party's short record in power so far -- which is abysmal. Since Hatoyama swept the LDP from power in September 2009, campaign-financing scandals have dogged leading DPJ figures, the U.S. alliance has frayed, and the party has yet to show any policy successes. There was a brief window after Hatoyama resigned in June for Kan to make a fresh start. He was the new face of the party, a social activist from a middle-class family who joked to reporters that he is a good debater thanks to constant bickering with his wife. He is known as Ira Ira Kan, a reference to his fiery temper, and unlike Hatoyama, he is a leader with a record of passion and toughness. And the initial signs were promising: He extended the olive branch to Washington over Okinawa and to the business community in Japan, trying to convince both that they can rely on the DPJ despite its previous stumbles. That's where the good news ends, however. The tax gaffe sent his approval rating plummeting, deep-sixing any hopes that he would rise above the politics of the past. 

DPJ won’t give-and-take in negotiations and don’t have interparty agreement – prevents any success of their agenda

Mikuriya, Professor and Ito, Chief Researcher, 7-17 Takashi and Sayuri, The way forward is for the DPJ to consider alliances on specific policies, http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201007160526.html

Yakushiji: Now that the Upper House is opposition-controlled, I think the government's ability to execute its policies will sharply decline. Would you agree?  Ito: There is little time left for the government to establish a growth strategy that is compatible with a sustainable fiscal strategy. If repeated, earnest suprapartisan discussions can generate a consensus and advance necessary reforms, it can be said that the outcome of the latest Upper House election is a blessing for the public.  Mikuriya: My worry is that the DPJ may not even be capable of fruitful suprapartisan policy collaboration. To negotiate and collaborate on policies with other parties, the DPJ obviously needs to set an order of priority for its policies. There can be no suprapartisan collaboration if the party cannot even discuss its policies thoroughly among its own members.  Party Secretary-General Yukio Edano said during the election campaign, "Wherever there is common ground (with another party on a given policy), a partial alliance can be easily formed." I say he is being naive. Forming a policy-based alliance requires tough bargaining, a lot of give-and-take. I doubt the DPJ is up to that sort of thing. Ozawa is probably the only person who can do it, but given his old style of politics and the problems he's got, I don't think that's going to happen.
Lack of these concessions dooms Kan’s economic reforms

Economist 7-15 Let's twist again, http://www.economist.com/node/16591215?story_id=16591215
Reform-minded upper-house LDP politicians like Mr Hayashi say they would be prepared to support the DPJ on issues such as the consumption tax if it scraps some of its more reckless public-spending proposals, such as universal child allowances. Other parties share its goal of slimming the bureaucracy.  Such voices may well be drowned out by those seeking to force the DPJ to call a new general election—with or without Mr Kan in charge. If it does not try to win them over, however, the electoral arithmetic means it has almost no chance of governing, however long it can cling to power.
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – No Solvency
DPJ can’t solve Afghanistan – constitutional constraints

Tanaka 9
Japan Today, Foreign policy remains DPJ's weak point, http://www.japantoday.com/category/commentary/view/foreign-policy-remains-dpjs-weak-point

‘‘Does a ‘close and equal’ Japan-U.S. relationship mean for Japan to increase its military strength? Will the DPJ dare to spur a national debate on how the SDF should be used under such a policy?’’ Hiwatari said. ‘‘I don’t think the DPJ can win the trust of its ally when it’s either saying nothing or just being vague.’‘  On the refueling mission, she also suggested it would be difficult for Japan to find alternative ways to contribute to the situation in Afghanistan when the refueling mission is considered the most Japan can do under its constitutional restrictions.
Japan won’t influence facts on the ground

Miyahara, Research Fellow, Professor, Intercultural Studies, 9
Nobutaka, Japan’s Change of Government: Little Impact on Afghanistan and Pakistan, Tokyo Foundation
The birth of a new administration in Tokyo led by the Democratic Party of Japan has not made a major impression on the governments or people of Afghanistan and Pakistan. And as a practical matter, it is inconceivable that the foreign policies of the new administration will have a significant impact on the situations in these two countries.  This is obvious if we compare the visits to Kabul by Japan’s Minister for Foreign Affairs Katsuya Okada on October 11 and by US Senator John Kerry on October 19. Okada’s visit was to tour the local scene and get a grasp of the situation and of the types of support required. Kerry’s was to encourage President Hamid Karzai to agree to a runoff presidential election in line with the findings of the Electoral Complaints Commission. In general terms, Foreign Minister Okada’s visit probably served a useful purpose in helping the newDPJ administration consider the shape of Japan’s support for Afghanistan’s reconstruction. But in terms of the course of local developments, it was off key for the foreign minister to visit Afghanistan at this delicate juncture, while the ballots in the first round of voting for president were being recounted and the prospects for a runoff election were up in the air, and to meet with Karzai and his challenger to ask them about their country’s assistance requirements. Furthermore, Okada’s meeting with Karzai could give the impression that Japan has recognized his reelection as president. The fact that this caused no international ripples shows that Japan’s political stance with respect to the issue of Afghanistan is now considered to be of negligible consequence.
The Rogin card never says anything about DPJ intervention being able to solve Afghanistan instability, it just says that Japan is holding talks generally and then mentions that they are in power. 

AT:  Afghanistan Impact – No Solvency

No solvency they don’t get directly involved in Afghanistan 

Kyodo News International LEAD: DPJ mulls aid to Afghan ground troops in place of refueling support. Sep. 27, 2007 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.thefreelibrary.com/LEAD%3A+DPJ+mulls+aid+to+Afghan+ground+troops+in+place+of+refueling...-a0172103385//Donnie 

During a meeting on Aug. 8, DPJ President Ichiro Ozawa told U.S. Ambassador to Japan Thomas Schieffer that his party supports the idea of Japan's active involvement in the ISAF.   But the deteriorating security situation in Afghanistan has made it increasingly difficult for Japan to get ''directly involved'' in antiterrorism operations there, Ozawa's aides said.   On Tuesday, Ozawa indicated that the DPJ could consider introducing a bill to the Diet regarding an alternative plan to the current refueling mission in the Indian Ocean, citing the opposition camp's majority in the upper chamber. 
DPJ can’t solve Afghanistan – constitutional constraints

Tanaka 9
Japan Today, Foreign policy remains DPJ's weak point, http://www.japantoday.com/category/commentary/view/foreign-policy-remains-dpjs-weak-point

‘‘Does a ‘close and equal’ Japan-U.S. relationship mean for Japan to increase its military strength? Will the DPJ dare to spur a national debate on how the SDF should be used under such a policy?’’ Hiwatari said. ‘‘I don’t think the DPJ can win the trust of its ally when it’s either saying nothing or just being vague.’‘  On the refueling mission, she also suggested it would be difficult for Japan to find alternative ways to contribute to the situation in Afghanistan when the refueling mission is considered the most Japan can do under its constitutional restrictions.
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – No Solvency

The DPJ has no effect—they don’t do anything of importance there—that is left to the US Kerry visit proves 

The Tokyo Foundation  Japanese news paper “Japan’s Change of Government: Little Impact on Afghanistan and Pakistan” Oct. 21, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/series/eurasia-information-network/japan2019s-change-of-government-little-impact-on-afghanistan-and-pakistan//Donnie

The birth of a new administration in Tokyo led by the Democratic Party of Japan has not made a major impression on the governments or people of Afghanistan and Pakistan. And as a practical matter, it is inconceivable that the foreign policies of the new administration will have a significant impact on the situations in these two countries. This is obvious if we compare the visits to Kabul by Japan’s Minister for Foreign Affairs Katsuya Okada on October 11 and by US Senator John Kerry on October 19. Okada’s visit was to tour the local scene and get a grasp of the situation and of the types of support required. Kerry’s was to encourage President Hamid Karzai to agree to a runoff presidential election in line with the findings of the Electoral Complaints Commission. In general terms, Foreign Minister Okada’s visit probably served a useful purpose in helping the new DPJ administration consider the shape of Japan’s support for Afghanistan’s reconstruction. But in terms of the course of local developments, it was off key for the foreign minister to visit Afghanistan at this delicate juncture, while the ballots in the first round of voting for president were being recounted and the prospects for a runoff election were up in the air, and to meet with Karzai and his challenger to ask them about their country’s assistance requirements. Furthermore, Okada’s meeting with Karzai could give the impression that Japan has recognized his reelection as president. The fact that this caused no international ripples shows that Japan’s political stance with respect to the issue of Afghanistan is now considered to be of negligible consequence.

AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Alt-Cause
Alt causes--unemployment, poverty, poppy farming, lack of rule of law, foreign intervention
National Center for Policy Research a research and training facility in the fields of Law & Political Science, Economics, and Social Sciences. Bringing together Afghan expertise and international experience, the NCPR provides a forum for discussion of and research into policy-related subjects in these fields. 2007 accessed July 19 2010 http://www.ncpr.af/PoliticalInstability.htmlDonnie
The first hypothesis (political stability is a prerequisite for development of the country) according to statistics obtained has been also confirmed. About 82 percent of the respondents confirmed that political stability is presented in Afghanistan and is a factual problem for development of Afghanistan. Unemployment and low income in our society plays an important economical role in creating mistrust of the people towards the state. About 93 percent of the respondents indicated that the effects of poverty and unemployment are very much and much on political instability that affected on development of Afghanistan.  Therefore, we can claim that the political stability, eradication of poverty and unemployment and reconstruction in Afghanistan could be a number of the factors which hinder development of Afghanistan. The second hypothesis on measurement of threatened of political stability in Afghanistan also has been confirmed: Most of the respondents in relation to scale of threat of political instability believe that, it is much threatened in Afghanistan. Out of the total percentages of the respondents who answered the question regarding this issue in relation to five choices (Very much, much, average, little, much little) 63.8 percent of them have selected very much and 1 percent to very little. The third hypothesis on effects of internal and external causes that originate political instability in Afghanistan and the enlighten findings confirmed this hypothesis as well. Regarding the effects of state achievements on political instability in Afghanistan, 63.8 percent of respondents indicated very much and 21.8 percent much. Regarding the effect of social fragmentation in Afghanistan 53.6 percent of the respondents showed its role very much and 4 percent little, about 24.6 percent of the respondents have indicated their trust very much and 28.4 percent much regarding mutuality of modernism with traditions that may emerge political instability in Afghanistan. About 27.8 percent scaled this mutuality in average and 17.8 percent little and very little.  About 52.4 percent of the respondents indicated that the return of migrants and replacement of internal displaced people are the main causes of political instability in Afghanistan.  About 47.4 percent believed the opposite of it.  The role of in-coordination and dilatory process of DDR has been scaled by 74.8 percent respondents of the very much and much important in emerging political instability in Afghanistan. Regarding poppy cultivation and opium trafficking and its effects on emerging political instability in Afghanistan, 56.8 percent of respondents scale it very much, 18.8 percent much and 12.2 average. Lack of rule of law was also questioned.  About 66.4 percent confirmed its importance very much and 23.4 percent much.  The question of civil society and political parties effects on emerge of political instability was scaled by 30.4 percent very much and 22.8 percent much.  Crisis of trust and its role in political instability in Afghanistan was another question designed to obtain respondents ideas about the government’s legitimacy and its effect on political instability. About 63 percent of the respondents approved its effects and 33.8 percent rejected it. The effect of Islamic fundamentalists and Taliban’s dominance in some areas of Afghanistan was scaled 57.2 percent very much and 22.8 percent much in causing political instability in Afghanistan.  Regarding weakness of justice sector, 54 percent of respondents replied that it is very much and 30.2 percent much important in emerging political instability in Afghanistan.  Low level of education and public awareness question has been scaled by 64 percent very much and by 23 percent much important in emerge of political instability in Afghanistan One of the external causes of political instability is considered great powers game. This question has been scaled by 81.6 percent of total respondents very much and much.  The effects of Intervention of neighboring countries that been indicated as of the more fundamental dimensions of external causes of political instability rated as follow: Pakistan 43.6 percent Iran 26. 2 percent Russia 10.3 percent America 16.41percent Britain 3.36 percent Regarding role of United Nations and international community 36.6 percent of the respondents replied that it is very much important in relations to emerge of political instability in Afghanistan, while 20.2 percent of the people rated this issue much.   

AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Alt-Cause

Rule of law is key to stability—the aff doesn’t do that 

Azerbaijan, Baku staff writer “Peace & stability in Afghanistan is impossible without observing law by all citizens: expert” aug 18, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://en.trend.az/news/world/afghanistan/1524665.html//Donnie

Respect for the law must prevail at all levels and branches of government when building a peaceful and democratic society in Afghanistan, but emblematic figures, such as General Abdul Rashid Dostum, have proven that they are not willing to follow the letter of the law, an American expert believes. "If Afghanistan to become a peaceful and democratic society, rule of law should prevail without exception," Program Officer (Afghanistan) of United States Institute of Peace (USIP) Barmak Pazhwak wrote to Trend News in an email. "Without this pre-condition there won't be a peaceful and stable Afghanistan." However, he believes General Dostum, like many other strongmen who have been involved in the last thirty year of war in the country, have proven time and again that they are not prepared to live as law abiding citizens. The leader of ethnic Uzbeks who disgraced Field General Abdul Rashid Dostum has returned to Afghanistan from Turkey several days before the presidential election. General Dostum lived in exile in Turkey almost for a year, when he was accused of attacking his political opponent, Akbar Bay. A suit was field on the genera and he was removed from the heads of the General Staff under President Karzai. Experts believe that General Abdul Rashid Dostum came to power by violent means in the early 1980's. At the beginning he supported the Communist government in Kabul and then in the early 1990's, participated in the civil war, during which he had entered into alliances with the various warring factions. Moreover, Dostum is considered involved in war crimes and human rights violations. The matter is about a mass execution of the Talib militants in late 2001, who surrendered to Northern Alliance - a coalition of military forces of the U.S. and Afghan warlords, one of which was Dostum. Since 2002, Dostum has been blamed for the death of Talibs who were in his captivity. According to Deutsche Welle, the U.S. government condemned Dostum's return to Afghanistan, because, they believe this step will not improve the situation in the region. Pazhwak also noted this is the greatest danger that they pose to the country's future. However, political analysts believe General Dostum's return to Afghanistan can mean for the current government as strengthening President Hamid Karzai's position in the upcoming August 20 elections, because in early summer, Dustum formally declared his support for Karzai in the elections, which in turn may provide him with votes of ethnic Uzbeks living in northern Afghanistan. In response, Karzai canceled its order, issued in February last year to suspend the powers of General Dostum. 
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Alt-Cause
More alt causes—outside influence, political instability and ethnic tensions all contribute to instability—internal problems outweigh external ones—that proves  the alt causes outweigh 
Ria Novosit Russian News paper “NATO in Afghanistan: neither peace nor war” 2/7/07 accessed July 19, 2010 http://en.rian.ru/analysis/20070702/68162515.html
That is hardly so. I don't think NATO has done less than it could have to bring stability to Afghanistan. Today's developments are inevitable-not so much due to international factors as to domestic. Kabul admits this simple truth. President Hamid Karzai agreed that internal influences on national stability were far stronger than outside forces.  That doesn't mean that Afghanistan's neighbors, mainly Pakistan, are easy to deal with. The Afghans never doubt they cannot fully cope without help from Pakistan. Meanwhile, it creates one problem after another-terrorist bases close to the Afghan border and measures, which every Afghan deems provocative, to build a wall and lay mines along the Durand Line, which Kabul has not recognized to this day.  Iran has been equally difficult. No Afghan has any doubt that it supplies weapons to the intransigent armed opposition in Nimruz, Farah and partly Helmand. Some even find excuses for Tehran-it is doing so only to prevent the United States from making Afghanistan a bridgehead for a war on Iran. But then, why shift one's own burdens on other shoulders?  However, Kabul today seeks the main reason for Afghan instability within the country.  Nur ul-Haq Ulumi, member of parliament and one of the leaders of the recently established National Front movement, formerly one of the most prominent Afghan generals and governor of Kandahar, the most problem-laden of Afghan provinces, offers an interesting analysis of current events. He says Afghanistan is in a bad all-round crisis, which involves the economy, domestic policy, army development, and numerous other factors. What is most dangerous of all is that the crisis involves confidence. The nation remains split into the Taliban and the Northern Alliance, Pashtuns and non-Pashtuns, technocrats and theocrats.  How, then, to escape from the deadlock? Is it necessary to seek an accord between all parties, including the Taliban and Gulbuddin Hekmatyar?  The latter still belongs to the most militant opposition, but many in Kabul think an alliance with him is inevitable. However, the Taliban and the militant opposition in the south and east of Afghanistan are largely one and the same force. Afghans have never treated the Arabs, Uzbeks, Chechens and Pakistanis fighting on the Taliban side as Taliban proper. They remain Arabs, Uzbeks, Chechens, and so on for Afghans, including the Taliban. That was why foreign fighters fled to neighboring Pakistan as soon as the Taliban regime fell.  The Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU) is indicative in this respect. Its unit under the command of Juma Namangani, an ethnic Uzbek and Tajik national in the Soviet years, was prominent among the Taliban fighters. Mullah Muhammad Omar, the Emir of the Taliban, promoted Namangani to front commander. However, IMU fighters-ethnic Uzbeks from Uzbekistan and Tajikistan-remained aliens to the Afghan mind, even though Uzbeks make a sizeable ethnic entity in Afghanistan.  

AT:  Afghanistan Impact – DPJ Not Key
Empirics prove—the LPD will still support the US in Afghanistan 

John Feffer is a staff writer “Tectonic Upheavals Await Ruling LDP” Jap. 20 2008 accessed July 22, 2010 http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=4085//Donnie
Japan’s current prime minister, Yasuo Fukuda, now presides over a fragile party facing a direct challenge from the opposition DPJ. Although he isn’t required to hold general elections until September 2009, Fukuda will likely face increasing pressure from the opposition to call for elections this year.   Personality-wise, Fukuda is more on the "cold pizza" side of the spectrum, as the press once dubbed the similarly unprepossessing former prime minister Keizo Obuchi. On policies, Fukuda continues to push for Japan to restart a naval mission that supports U.S.-led troops in Afghanistan and wants to retain a fuel tax over the objections of the opposition. But Steven Clemons cautions that Fukuda is not simply a status quo leader. "What he articulated in his New Year’s greeting was as anti-Abe and anti-Koizumi as you could get. It reflected Japan’s reverence for multilateralism and international mechanisms. He has moved the LDP closer to the center."   "It is difficult for the LDP to shift to the centre," Junko Kato disagrees. "Some LDP members are really committed to conservative ideology. If the LDP tries strategically to shift to the centre, it will face another internal crisis." 

Aid to Afghanistan from Japan is inevitable despite the DPJ 
The Tokyo Foundation  Japanese news paper “Japan’s Change of Government: Little Impact on Afghanistan and Pakistan” Oct. 21, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/series/eurasia-information-network/japan2019s-change-of-government-little-impact-on-afghanistan-and-pakistan//Donnie

In Afghanistan, meanwhile, Japan has established a track record as a donor over the past eight years, and both the government and the private sector welcome Japan’s aid, which they recognize as coming from a country with no political designs. The areas in which assistance is desired, notably agriculture, energy, infrastructure, and police, will remain the same as before regardless of the change to a DPJ administration in Japan, and if additional emphasis is placed on vocational training (for which Japan has been providing support since 2003), that will be welcomed too.

AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Link Turn

DPJ success means less support in Afghanistan

Klingner, Senior Fellow @ Heritage, 9
Bruce, Senior Fellow @ Heritage, DPJ Victory Poses Challenges for U.S. Alliance, http://www.heritage.org/Research/Commentary/2009/09/DPJ-victory-poses-challenges-for-US-alliance

But it is clear that the DPJ will be less willing to fulfill existing bilateral U.S. force realignment agreements and more resistant to Washington's requests for Japan to expand its overseas security role. A poll of DPJ candidates taken on the eve of the election revealed that only a minority support U.S. security objectives such as dispatching Japanese forces to Afghanistan, continuing refueling operations in the Indian Ocean, and altering Japan's collective self-defense guidelines to allow for a more robust overseas defense role. More DPJ candidates favored shifting Japan's emphasis to Asia over placing a greater focus on the U.S.-Japanese alliance.
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Link Turn 

Refueling Turn – 
A.)DPJ leadership is leading to Japan ending refueling missions to Afghanistan 

Josh Rogin your author  is a  writer at Foreign Policy Magazine  “Can Japan bring peace to Afghanistan?” Nov. 26 2009. Accessed July 19, 2010 http://thecable.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/11/25/can_japan_bring_peace_to_afghanistan Donnie

The Japanese government, now led by the Democratic Party of Japan, has been searching for a new role in Afghanistan after announcing it would end its military refueling mission there but also increase its aid contribution by $5 billion.

B.)Refueling is key to counterterrorism and the alliance with the US—that turns stability and soft power  

Richard Smart is a staff writer at China view, he is pretty smart Japan terminates refueling mission in Indian Ocean as alliance with U.S. changes Jan. 15, 2010 accessed July 10, 2010  http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2010-01/15/content_12814460.htm Donnie 

Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa on Friday ordered the Maritime Self-Defense Forces (MSDF) to end its refueling mission in the Indian Ocean that have been supporting U.S.-led antiterrorism operations in and around Afghanistan.      The move is part of the Democratic Party of Japan's (DPJ) moves to change the way the nation's foreign policy is handled.      In its manifesto, the DPJ said that it would aim to "eradicate terrorism and its breeding grounds, study the implementation of economic assistance, strengthening of government institutions and humanitarian and reconstruction activities ... and contribute to the eradication of poverty and to national reconstruction."      This policy marks a shift from the Liberal Democratic Party's, which saw the then-governing group push laws through parliament amid opposition allowing the Maritime Self-Defense Forces (MSDF) to be involved in an overseas conflict for the first time since World War II.      The law, first passed by the government of Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi in 2001, proved controversial because article 9 in Japan's constitution, drawn up by Japanese and U.S. occupation forces working under Gen. Douglas MacArthur states "Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force as means of settling international disputes."    Despite this, the U.S. has in recent times pushed for more Japanese involvement in international conflicts, so the move to end the Afghan mission is likely to irk Tokyo's ally, but not do lasting damage to the alliance.      As Sarah McDowall, an analyst with IHS global insight points out: "The DPJ has long stressed Japan's pacifist constitution, arguing against Japanese participation in American conflict situations. At the same time, the government needs to reflect Japanese public sentiment on the security issue, as there is less support for involvement in Afghanistan than Washington would like."      Japan's government will, however, still contribute to the effort in the region. "The Japanese comfort level is in human security, which means boots on the ground contributing to development through engineers, doctors, educators. Those sorts of people," Jeff Kingston, a professor at Temple University, said. "If Japan provides this sort of assistance, America will be satisfied."      McDowall agrees that the U.S. is likely to maintain a strong alliance with Japan. "The U.S.-Japan security alliance is likely to remain the cornerstone of Washington's foreign policy in the Asia Pacific region, even though thorny issues such as Japan's decision to halt its refueling mission in the Indian Ocean will place growing strain on the relationship."      The move comes at a time when there are tensions between the United States and Japan over a DPJ decision to reassess a Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) signed by the two parties in 2006 that will allow tens of thousands of American troops to remain in Okinawa.      Progress on resolving the SOFA issue has been slow and at times Washington has expressed its frustration with DPJ's unwillingness to follow through on the agreement, which was signed by the previous LDP government and the U.S. administration of President George W. Bush.      The DPJ was, however, elected after campaigning on a promise to make the alliance with the United States "more equal" and has kept to that promise. The DPJ does, however, seem to value its partner across the Pacific.      "The Japanese-U.S. alliance is key to Japanese diplomacy," Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama recently wrote on his account with microblogging site Twitter, when discussing a recent visit to Hawaii to discuss the SOFA agreement by Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada.   
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Link Turn
Canceling the refueling mission shows a sign of no alliance that is compatible with the US’s agenda—DPJ management of Afghanistan is harming relations 

The Tokyo Foundation  Japanese news paper “Japan’s Change of Government: Little Impact on Afghanistan and Pakistan” Oct. 21, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/series/eurasia-information-network/japan2019s-change-of-government-little-impact-on-afghanistan-and-pakistan//Donnie

Ultimately it is the United States, along with its allies in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, that cares seriously about the policy set forth by Japan’s DPJ administration toward South Asia, particularly Afghanistan and Pakistan. America and its NATO allies are deeply involved in Afghanistan, and this country presents the biggest foreign policy issue for the administration of US President Barack Obama. The war on terror in Afghanistan has been going on for eight years, and as American public opinion begins to see that country as a quagmire that the United States is caught in, a debate is underway concerning whether to carry out a major increase in the number of troops under the new strategy for Afghanistan and Pakistan that was announced in March 2009. At this juncture what the United States is probably concerned about is whether its allies will share its agenda and to what degree they will support the United States in dealing with the issues on this agenda. America’s NATO allies share its goal of making Afghanistan a stable country that will never again serve as a base for terrorists; toward this end they have dispatched military contingents and have also supplied large amounts of civilian assistance. Over the past three years, however, attacks by and the increasing influence of antigovernment forces centering on the Taliban have resulted in substantial casualties among these countries’ forces in Afghanistan, and in almost all of these countries public opinion makes it impossible for their governments to provide additional military support.  In this context, the DPJ administration was quick to inform Washington that Japan would not extend its refueling operations in the Indian Ocean beyond their scheduled expiry in January 2010. The US government accepted this calmly as a matter for Japan to decide, but we should assume that the United States is hoping that Japan, as an ally, will come out with some new sort of measure of equivalent scale to support its efforts in Afghanistan in place of the refueling activities. If this measure is to be vocational training for the reintegration of former Taliban and other insurgents, it is doubtful that it will meet the United States’ expectations, because it does not seem to represent a sharing of the issues and the provision of a direct response to them. So the question for the DPJ administration will be whether to come out with additional measures that will contribute to the solution of issues on the agenda shared with the United States or instead will look for new ways of cooperating in areas of US interest other than Afghanistan. 
AT:  Afghanistan Impact – Impact Defense
No risk of instability escalating—the Taliban will not let al Queda in because they don’t like how al Qaeda draws in foreigners
John Mueller is Professor of Political Science at Ohio State University “How Dangerous are the Taliban?” April 15, 2009 accessed July 19, 2010 http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/64932/john-mueller/how-dangerous-are-the-talibanDonnie
Multiple sources, including Lawrence Wright's book The Looming Tower, make clear that the Taliban was a reluctant host to al Qaeda in the 1990s and felt betrayed when the terrorist group repeatedly violated agreements to refrain from issuing inflammatory statements and fomenting violence abroad. Then the al Qaeda-sponsored 9/11 attacks -- which the Taliban had nothing to do with -- led to the toppling of the Taliban’s regime. Given the Taliban’s limited interest in issues outside the "AfPak" region, if they came to power again now, they would be highly unlikely to host provocative terrorist groups whose actions could lead to another outside intervention. And even if al Qaeda were able to relocate to Afghanistan after a Taliban victory there, it would still have to operate under the same siege situation it presently enjoys in what Obama calls its "safe haven" in Pakistan. 
Al Qaeda will not use nukes like their Morgan ev says-- they prefer conventional methods because it is easier 

John Mueller is a professor of political science at Ohio State “THE ATOMIC TERRORIST: ASSESSING THE LIKELIHOOD” Jan. 1. 2008. Accessed July 19, 2010. http://polisci.osu.edu/faculty/jmueller/APSACHGO.PDF

Meanwhile, although there have been plenty of terrorist attacks in the world since 2001, all (thus far, at least) have relied on conventional destructive methods--there hasn't even been the occasional gas bomb. In effect the terrorists seem to be heeding the advice found in a memo on an al-Qaeda laptop seized in Pakistan in 2004: "Make use of that which is available...rather than waste valuable time becoming despondent over that which is not within your reach" (Whitlock 2007). That is: Keep it simple, stupid.  In fact, it seems to be a general historical regularity that terrorists tend to prefer weapons that they know and understand, not new, exotic ones (Rapoport 1999, 51; Gilmore 1999, 37; Schneier 2003, 236). Indeed, the truly notable innovation for terrorists over the last few decades has not been in qualitative improvements in ordnance at all, but rather in a more effective method for delivering it: the suicide bomber (Pape 2005, Bloom 2005) The degree to which al-Qaeda has pursued a nuclear weapons program may have been exaggerated--often by the same slam dunkers who alarmingly warned us about Saddam Hussein's WMD development. Meanwhile, the media, following conventional patterns, dutifully and mostly uncritically transmit the assertions put forward. In was on a November 14, 2004, 60 Minutes telecast, for example, that former CIA spook Michael Scheuer assured his rapt CBS interviewer that the explosion of a nuclear weapon or dirty bomb in the United States was "probably a near thing." 
AT:  Consumption Tax Impact

LDP and DPJ don’t differ on the consumption tax – doesn’t matter which party holds power

Martin 6-24
Alex, Parties focus on economy, taxes, Japan Times, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100624f1.html

Experts say, however, that despite the LDP's efforts to differentiate itself from the DPJ, the two party's policies are similar on many points. "We shouldn't be all that surprised that the two parties resemble each other in terms of policy — it's pretty much standard in developed democracies for the leading parties to converge to the center," said Harris of Observing Japan. Instead, it is looking increasingly likely that the consumption tax debate will be the center of focus and a major point of contention in the campaign. The DPJ has said it wants to begin "nonpartisan negotiations on tax reform, including a review of the consumption tax," and Kan said the party might study the LDP's plan to raise it to 10 percent, "as a reference." Hidekazu Kawai, an honorary professor at Gakushuin University, said this was a bold move by the ruling party, considering how talk of a tax hike has historically been damaging to political parties. "The public is not confident that a tax hike would lead to better social security," Kawai said, adding this shows how the public in general doesn't trust the government. Kawai pointed to recent opinion polls showing support for the DPJ suffering a mild setback and said this was a direct result of its decision to mention tax reform in its platform. But with the ruling and main opposition parties all calling for a consumption tax hike, the public doesn't have much of a choice, he said.   The recently formed Tachiagare Nippon (Sunrise Party of Japan) and New Renaissance Party have also pledged to hike the consumption tax, while Your Party, led by former LDP member Yoshimi Watanabe and the third-most popular party in opinion polls, has promised to work on cutting waste before debating a tax hike.
However, even though all parties agree on the merits, no party will give concessions on the consumption tax

Rowley 7-19
Anthony, Chances of Japan avoiding fiscal crisis seen dwindling, Business Times, http://www.businesstimes.com.sg/sub/news/story/0,4574,395444,00.html

But the moment Mr Kan even began hinting at the need to raise the tax during the recent election campaign, his popularity among voters plunged, resulting in the DPJ falling far short of its objective to gain control of the Upper House of parliament.  Even though Sadakazu Tanigaki, head of the opposition Liberal Democratic Party had also called for a consumption tax rise, the two main parties are unlikely to stroke any deal over the tax, analysts say. Instead, the LDP is expected to try to block legislation and unseat the DPJ.  Mr Kan's ability to find coalition allies has become critical in this situation. A likely candidate is former LDP veteran Yoshimi Watanabe's 'Your Party' which also favours raising the consumption tax.  But Your Party opposes plans to scrap postal privatisation which were being prepared before the election by Shizuka Kamei's People's New Party, an existing coalition partner of the DPJ. If the postal giant passes into private hands it is expected to run down holdings of government bonds.
It’s empirically true

Foster 7-14
Malcom, 'Twisted parliament' bodes ill for Japan's economy, http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5hlQO-kyvIEyrc0I90V5l0LFN7JTwD9GUGBQ00

The Democratic Party of Japan and its small coalition partner lost 12 seats in Sunday's upper house election, leaving it with 110 seats in the 242-member chamber. In the lower house, the coalition is short of the two-thirds majority needed to override upper house opposition to a bill.  Control of the upper house — often seen as a barometer of confidence in the prime minister or ruling party — has proved an elusive goal for governments over the past 20 years.  Japan has had twisted parliaments three other times since 1989, and each time the ruling coalition struggled to get anything done.

AT:  Consumption Tax Impact

Kan’s tax plan won’t solve – economic experts concur
The Japan Times 6/25 
Experts Find Tax Pledge Wanting, Lexis
Prime Minister Naoto Kan has begun to advocate raising the consumption tax to 10 percent, attacking the political hot potato head-on. But experts aren't terribly impressed with Kan's tax pledge, saying a hike to 10 percent simply isn't enough to ward off a looming fiscal crisis. The government probably won't be able to meet its goal of achieving a primary budget surplus by the end of fiscal 2020, either, they said, adding that the consumption tax would need to be raised to at least 15 percent to get the government on track for steady fiscal rehabilitation. "I don't think 10 percent is enough," said Hisakazu Kato, an economics professor at Meiji University. "A 1 percentage point hike increases revenues by about yen 2.4 trillion, so a 5 percentage point rise would add revenues of around yen 12 trillion. The primary budget deficit is about yen 30 trillion now, so simple arithmetic shows it isn't enough," Kato said. The government unveiled a 10-year fiscal reconstruction plan Tuesday that aims to achieve a surplus in the primary budget balance by the end of fiscal 2020. The primary budget balance for a given year is defined as the difference between revenues excluding government bond sales and expenditures excluding debt-servicing costs. Kato said because the government is planning to lower the corporate tax over the next 10 years, even a 15 percent consumption tax might not be enough. In fact, when the government disclosed its 10-year economic growth strategy last week, the Cabinet Office revealed its own simulation data that indicate a 10 percent consumption tax would likely fall short of achieving a surplus in the primary balance. The simulation showed that if the economy were to keep growing by 2 percent annually until 2020, the primary budget deficit would shrink to yen 13.7 trillion thanks to the resultant increase in tax revenues. The average economic growth rate over the past 10 years, however, was only 0.8 percent. Based on another "conservative" scenario assuming 1.5 percent annual growth, the primary balance would be yen 21.7 trillion in the red in fiscal 2020. The yen 12 trillion expected from raising the consumption tax to 10 percent would fall far short of filling the gap in either scenario. Masaya Sakuragawa, an economics professor at Keio University, recently conducted a simulation on the sustainability of the national debt. It showed that the tax has to be raised to 15 percent to stop the snowballing public debt. Under his simulation, based on 1.4 percent economic growth in real terms and the premise that social security costs won't increase drastically, a 10 percent consumption tax would fail to stop the national debt from expanding, eventually leading to fiscal failure at some point in the future. Sakuragawa also pointed out that Kan has been talking about dedicating money from the consumption tax to fund social security programs, but that is the wrong approach. "Consumption tax revenues should not be limited for specific purposes, since the structure of expenditures could change in the future," he said. Talk about raising the consumption tax always comes with an argument over the economic impact. Because the economy has been so anemic, some lawmakers, including Shizuka Kamei, leader of coalition partner Kokumin Shinto (People's New Party), say a hike should not be implemented at this time because it would further slow the already sluggish growth rate. Sakuragawa, however, said the negative impact can be offset depending on how the increase is introduced. For instance, it would of course put a scare in consumers if the tax is raised by 5 percentage points all at once, but annual increases of 1 percentage point over five years could create a rush in demand every year before the raise, he said. Kato of Meiji University said a hike in the consumption tax wouldn't have any positive effects on the macro economy directly, but a Greece-type fiscal meltdown would be a disaster and measures to prevent such a crisis should be the priority. "I think it would be much riskier than raising the consumption tax to do nothing about reducing the debt and possibly causing an excessive reaction in the market that would lead to a plunge in government bond prices," he said. "To aim for medium- and long-term growth, we should reduce the public debt now . . . to avoid following Greece's path," Kato said.

AT:  Economy Impact – General
No risk of Greek-style collapse – domestic ownership of debt

Akahata 7-13
Japan: What Lessons Can be Drawn From Greek Fiscal Crisis?, Political Affairs, Lexis

“If Japan continues to follow the present path, it will become like Greece in two or three years, or even in one or two years.” This is what Prime Minister Kan Naoto is repeating claiming during the ongoing Upper House election campaign, threatening voters with the claim that their nation will fall into a financial crisis like Greece if they do not approve a consumption tax hike now. This argument can be shown to be false by the following two points:   More than 70 percent of Greek debt owned by foreigners   Comparing the two countries’ debt level, Japan’s debt amounts to nearly 200 percent of its GDP while that for Greece is a little more than 100 percent of its GDP. Both of their debt-to-GDP ratios is about 80 percent when considering their net debt, the amount calculated by deducting government financial assets from the total debt.  However, what should be emphasized is who owns these debts. In Japan, domestic financial institutions are the major holders of the bonds issued by the government. More than 90 percent of government bonds are domestically owned while only seven percent are held by foreign investors.   In the case of Greece, more than 70 percent of its national bonds are in the hands of investors outside the country. Given the fact that about 50 percent of such bonds in the United States and Germany are possessed by foreign investors, it can be said that Japan’s rate of public bonds owned by foreigners is low.   Whether selling government bonds domestically or overseas will create totally different outcomes in the country’s economic conditions. Interest payments received on government bonds will circulate within the country if the bonds are owned by domestic investors. On the other hand, they will flow outside the country if foreigners are the major bond holders.   The other major difference is the danger of a possible increase in the speculative trading of public bonds. Greece, whose bonds are mainly owned by foreign investors, has witnessed a sharp fall in stock prices since the bond holders offered them up for sale all at once. 
New taxes won’t come for a long time – means intervening variables trigger the link and they can’t solve quickly enough

Japan Newswire 7-14
Japan Economic Newswire, Kan hints at giving up on formulating tax reform plan by next March, Lexis

Prime Minister Naoto Kan indicated Wednesday that he would give up on compiling the details of a tax reform plan by the March 31 end of fiscal 2010 after his ruling party's policy chief said he doubted the deadline could be met.   "I'm now having the party's Policy Research Committee examine how to push ahead with tax reform, including it (the timing)," Kan told reporters.  The prime minister made the comments after Koichiro Gemba, chairman of the committee, said Tuesday that he believes compiling the tax reform plan by March would be "quite hard" and the DPJ should "proceed with (discussions) on the premise of consensus and understanding from other parties."  DPJ Secretary General Yukio Edano also made similar remarks Monday.  "We should not necessarily abide by the initial deadline but rather consider pressing on with it at a (slower) pace so as to gain understanding from a broad range of people," he said.
Japanese economy is still growing

Papich 7-13
Lenska, Japan: a struggling superpower, The Casual Truth, http://www.thecasualtruth.com/story/japan-struggling-superpower

Like the budget deficit, Kan is yet to announce details on how he’s going to tackle deflation and ensure it doesn’t spiral out of control.  Nevertheless, although unemployment figures continue to nudge over the 5% mark – which is very high for Japan – its economy is still growing. This is largely driven by the country's very healthy export sector and huge trade surplus (more exports than imports).
AT:  Economy Impact – DPJ Not Key
Economy recovers regardless of DPJ

Bloomberg,  Keiko Ujikane, reporter - July 21, 2010, accessed 7/22 Government Says Economy Is Picking Up Steadily, Keeps Assessment,  Unchangedhttp://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-07-21/government-says-economy-is-picking-up-steadily-keeps-assessment-unchanged.html
The Japanese government said the economy is “picking up steadily” amid signs that the nation’s recovery is becoming sustainable, keeping its assessment unchanged. “The economy has been picking up steadily and the foundation for a self-sustaining recovery is being laid,” the Cabinet Office said in a monthly report in Tokyo today. Even so, the economy remains in a “difficult situation” because of factors including high unemployment, it said. Japan’s recovery from recession has been driven by exports, which could be vulnerable to any slowdown in the global economy. Government reports in the past month showed machinery orders fell the most since August 2008, wages declined and the unemployment rate worsened, pointing to slower growth. “Japan’s economy is still one step short of a self- sustaining recovery,” said Keisuke Tsumura, a parliamentary secretary at the Cabinet Office. “There’s a possibility that the economy may be entering a lull.” The Cabinet Office maintained its overall economic assessment this month after raising it in June. It cited the U.S. economy as a downside risk to Japan’s outlook, after reports showed that consumer confidence in the world’s largest economy tumbled to the lowest level in a year in July and manufacturing expanded less than economists forecast in June. Concern that Europe’s sovereign-debt crisis may slow global growth sent the Nikkei 225 Stock Average 16 percent lower since April 1. The yen gained 13 percent per euro and 7 percent against the dollar in the same period, threatening to erode the value of exporters’ earnings. The government maintained its view of corporate sentiment, after the Bank of Japan’s Tankan survey showed that confidence among large manufacturers rose to a two-year high. The central bank also kept its overall assessment unchanged in July.Government Says Economy Is Picking Up Steadily, Keeps Assessment Unchanged By Keiko Ujikane - Jul 21, 2010 Email Share Print The Japanese government said the economy is “picking up steadily” amid signs that the nation’s recovery is becoming sustainable, keeping its assessment unchanged.  “The economy has been picking up steadily and the foundation for a self-sustaining recovery is being laid,” the Cabinet Office said in a monthly report in Tokyo today. Even so, the economy remains in a “difficult situation” because of factors including high unemployment, it said.  Japan’s recovery from recession has been driven by exports, which could be vulnerable to any slowdown in the global economy. Government reports in the past month showed machinery orders fell the most since August 2008, wages declined and the unemployment rate worsened, pointing to slower growth.  “Japan’s economy is still one step short of a self- sustaining recovery,” said Keisuke Tsumura, a parliamentary secretary at the Cabinet Office. “There’s a possibility that the economy may be entering a lull.”  

AT:  Economy Impact – DPJ Not Key
Econonomic reform wont pass - unpopular with powerful business lobbies

Business Times Singapore, anthony rowley tokyo correspondent, staff writer, september 16, 2009, accessed 7/28,  japan govt transition unlikely to be easy; emerging dichotomy between dpj and businesses over basic issues points to further friction  . 

WITH the inauguration of Yukio Hatoyama Enhanced Coverage LinkingYukio Hatoyama as prime minister today comes not only Japan's first change of elected government in more than 50 years but also the prospect of a major shift in the way that the world's second largest economy operates. It is unlikely to be an easy transition - as frictions between the new government and Japanese businesses are already showing - but the change could signal a national revival. Mr Hatoyama's Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) swept to power in the recent Lower House elections, ousting the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) that had governed Japan during what was in effect a single-party democracy for half a century. A mixture of ex-LDP politicians, former bureaucrats, socialists and right-wingers and with a strong trades-union base, the DPJ is a new kind of political animal with a new kind of agenda for Japan. The new DPJ-led coalition (with two smaller parties) aims at nothing less than altering Japan's postwar diplomatic and economic orientation by reducing dependence upon the trans-Pacific alliance with the United States in favour of greater integration with Asia, and also at curing Japan's over-dependence on exports by means of boosting domestic demand. Political commentators have remarked that the DPJ's win was not so much due to popular support for the party as to voter disgust with the perceived failings of the LDP in recent years. This was a 'protest' vote rather than a popular endorsement of the DPJ, they say. Industry grouse But if Japanese voters were not 'mad about' their new political leaders, many businessmen are certainly 'mad at' them. It was only to be expected that captains of the motor industry would protest at Mr Hatoyama's sudden announcement at a Tokyo conference shortly after his party's landslide election victory that the DPJ plans to cut Japan's emissions of greenhouse gases by a dramatic 25 per cent by 2020 compared with their 1990 levels (provided that other advanced economies agree to do the same). 'This is a numerical target that far exceeds the common sense of our business plan,' complained Honda Motor  president Takanobu Ito. Honda's technological innovation alone may not be sufficient to meet the 'extremely tough' goal, he added. Meanwhile, Toyota Motor president Akio Toyoda echoed this view, urging the DPJ 'to carefully consider' its goal. More surprising in what for much of the postwar period has been a 'social market economy' in Japan has been the reaction of business lobbies to the DPJ's plans for protecting workers by banning in principle the use of temporary workers in Japan. The number of such workers, who lack both security of employment and the rewards of full-time employees, has swelled enormously in recent years. Pro-labour policies such as these could 'drive business out of Japan', claims Mitsuo Ohashi, an official of Nippon Keidanren, Japan's most influential and powerful business lobby. 'Companies have to assess whether they can maintain a healthy level of profit in Japan,' he says. 'And, if they decide they cannot, it would not be surprising to see some companies make an escape overseas.' Subsidies issue Businessmen have also been hostile towards the DPJ's plan to boost household income (and consumption) through direct subsidies. The party plans to pay allowances of 26,000 yen (S $405) a month for every child under 15, a measure that will cost the state five trillion yen a year. It also aims to improve health care, raise unemployment and pension payments, abolish public high school tuition fees, cut fuel taxes and phase out highway tolls. Fujio Mitarai, chairman of Nippon Keidanren, has been rather more balanced than others in his public reaction to the DPJ's policy platform. 'It is important to expand domestic demand by the redistribution of income,' he concedes. 'But there are limits to boosting the size of the economy through those measures alone.' The emerging dichotomy between the new ruling party and business interests over basic issues such as social provision points to further friction as the two forces seek to find a modus vivendi, some analysts say. Mr Hatoyama has nailed his colours to the mast by declaring that Japan should reject 'Western-style market fundamentalism' and search instead for a unifying principle of 'fraternalism'. Mr Hatoyama is likely to be on the winning side in this clash because one thing voters were clear about in the run-up to last month's landmark election was that they have rejected the 'Koizumi legacy'. A self-confessed admirer of the policies of former British prime minister Margaret Thatcher, Junichiro Koizumi came to power as prime minister in 2001 determined to turn Japan into a more 'competitive' society and free-market economy. 
AT:  Economy Impact – Yes Japan Econ
Japanese economy recovering now – past BOJ reform solves

Wsj, megumi fujikawa, staff author, july 21, 2010,, accessed 7/25, boj yamaguchi sees larger upside, downside, http://online.wsj.com/article/BT-CO-20100721-700182.html
The mixed message suggests the BOJ will maintain a wait-and-see stance, keeping monetary conditions extremely easy unless risk factors--such as the fiscal problems of some European nations--somehow crash the financial system or undermine Japan's nascent economic recovery.  Yamaguchi said upside risks--such as faster growth in emerging and commodity-driven economies--and downside risks--such as uncertainty in international financial markets--"have become somewhat large in both directions" compared with April, when the central bank issued its semiannual outlook report on the economy and prices.  Many BOJ policy board members expressed the view that "although the effects of the heightened uncertainty in European economies on Japan's economy were considered to be limited at present, close attention should be paid to the risk that such uncertainty might depress the world economy through various channels, such as financial markets and international trade," the minutes showed.  But Yamaguchi still sounded bullish about the domestic economy, saying "positive moves of increase in exports spreading to domestic private demand have gradually been seen" on the back of the improvement in overseas economic conditions.  Indeed, the BOJ last week upgraded its growth projections for this fiscal year to 2.6% from 1.8% predicted in April, with the economy expected to continue recovering on the back of healthy exports and a pickup in domestic demand.  Improvements in the supply and demand balance since the spring of last year have also started to appear on prices, slowing the pace of on-year declines in the consumer price index, he added. The latest CPI, which excludes the effects of subsidies for high school tuition, recovered to a 0.7% decline, compared with a record-low 2.4% fall last summer.  Meanwhile, Yamaguchi said achieving a longer-term growth path would be key to combating the nation's lingering deflation.  "A fundamental reason for deflation, namely, a continuous price decline, is a lack of basic strength, or, in other words, growth potential of the economy. Therefore, to fundamentally overcome deflation, it is essential to increase the growth potential of Japan's economy from a medium- to long-term perspective."  Yamaguchi suggested it may be difficult to boost productivity--and thus the nation's growth potential--by accommodative monetary conditions alone.  In its effort to reinforce Japan's economic foundations, the BOJ in June decided to set up a facility to make Y3 trillion of loans available to private banks for one year at an interest rate of 0.1%, the same rate as its policy target. The program is aimed at encouraging lending to companies in high growth areas, such as environment-related businesses and child-care services, to foster productivity at home.  The deputy chief added that the BOJ would be "willing to actively cooperate," if market participants consider strategies, such as securitizing loans and investments, that would contribute to strengthening the foundations of economic growth. He said the central bank could explore ways to accept such securitized products as eligible collateral for the BOJ's money market operations. 

Japan’s Economy Recovering now – plan not key

BBC, no author,  7/26 2010, accessed 7/26, japanese exports rise at a slower pace, http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-10758178
 Japanese exports rise at slower pace  Japan's exports to Asia rose by almost a third in June Japanese exports rose in June but at a slower pace than in recent months, raising questions about the strength of Japan's economic recovery.  Exports climbed 27.7% to 5.87 trillion yen ($67bn; £43.4bn), the Finance Ministry said.  However, analysts warned that exports would slow in the coming months as rises in the yen started to bite.  Separately, figures showed that economic growth in South Korea slowed in the second quarter.  Related stories  Japan confidence at two-year high Bank of Japan in $33bn loans plan GDP grew by 1.5% in the three months to the end of June, compared with 2.1% in the first three months of the year.  Despite the slowdown, the GDP figure was higher than analysts had expected.  Slowing recovery Japan's exports to Asia rose by 31.7%, while those to the US rose by 21.1%.  Imports rose less sharply than exports, climbing 26.1% to 5.18tn yen. As a result, the country's trade surplus rose to 687bn yen.  "We previously saw a robust, V-shaped recovery in exports after the financial crisis," said Atsushi Kamio at the Daiwa Research Institute.  . 

Japan’s business confidence is high – solves economy

BBC, No author, 7/1 2010, accessed 7/26 2010, japanese business confidence at two-year high, 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/10472049
Japanese business confidence at two-year high  Japanese firms appear confident of boosting the country's recovery Japanese business confidence has hit its highest level in two years, a central bank survey suggests.  The closely watched Tankan survey of more than 11,000 manufacturers found that optimists about Japan's economy outweighed pessimists for the first time since June 2008.  Firms predicted rising profits and increased investment.  It comes as the world's second-largest economy battles to recover from its worst slump in decades.  The survey rose for a fifth consecutive quarter to one point in June from minus 14 in March, beating analyst forecast. 

AT:  Economy Impact – Yes Japan Econ
Japans economy improving – business sentiment

Marketwatch, lisa twaronite, staff writer, 7/1, 2010,  boj tankan key sentiment index better than expected, http://www.marketwatch.com/story/boj-tankan-key-sentiment-index-turns-positive-2010-06-30?reflink=MW_news_stmp
TOKYO (MarketWatch) -- The Bank of Japan's quarterly tankan survey of business sentiment released Thursday showed that large manufacturers' sentiment turned positive for the first time in two years, buoyed by strong exports.  The diffusion index for large manufacturers improved more than expected to a positive reading of 1, beating the forecast of minus 4 predicted by economists surveyed by Dow Jones Newswires, and rising from minus 14 in the March survey.  The headline figure improved for the fifth straight quarter, and was greatly improved from the record-low reading of minus 58 in the March 2009 tankan. A positive reading shows more companies are optimistic than pessimistic.  Sentiment at large non-manufacturers remained in negative territory at minus 5, but improved from the previous survey's reading of minus 14.  Large manufacturers foresee sentiment further recovering to a reading of 3 in the next tankan survey in September, but large non-manufacturers expect a smaller improvement to minus 4.  The tankan results "showed Japan's economic recovery broadening to include companies of various sizes and industries," said Kyohei Morita, chief Japan economist at Barclays Capital.  The results "indicate that the Japanese economy will decelerate, but that it should also experience a broader recovery," he said in emailed comments.    Japan's finance minister on fiscal reforms Yoshihiko Noda, Japanese finance minister, speaks about fiscal reform, taxes, and the G20 in an interview with The Wall Street Journal.  The July tankan also showed that large companies plan to raise their capital expenditures by 4.4% in the fiscal year which began in April, less than the Dow Jones consensus estimate for an increase of 6.0%, but much better than the 0.4% drop predicted in the March tankan survey.  Large manufacturers also forecast their profits will rise 43.8% this fiscal year, after dropping 3.7% last fiscal year. Large non-manufacturers predict their profits will rise 8.7% after a 7.7% drop, the tankan showed.  The profit forecasts were based on their expectations for the dollar/yen to trade at an average of ¥90.18 this fiscal year, a weaker dollar forecast than their March prediction of ¥91.00.  On Thursday, the dollar was buying ¥88.25 from ¥88.48 in late North American trade on Wednesday. Earlier in the session, it fell to a two-month low of ¥88.06, according to FactSet data. See Thursday's Currencies report.  The BOJ surveyed 11,411 companies between May 26 and June 30, with a response rate of 98.7%.
AT:  Economy Impact – Empirically Denied
No i/l to economy – economists have no idea how japans economy functions – and the impact is empirically denied – japan has been in a slump for 15 years   

WSJ, Jon Hilsenrath, staff writer, 7/26 2010, accessed 7/26, Deflation defies expectations and solutions, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704249004575384944103200032.html The old bogeyman of deflation has re-emerged as a worry for the U.S. economy. Here's something else to fret about: After studying more than a decade of deflation in Japan, economists have slowly realized they have no idea how it works. Deflation is usually associated with a Great Depression-like drop in demand. Consumer prices, incomes and asset prices fall. Interest rates go to zero, as low as they can go. As prices and incomes fall, the cost to borrowers of servicing debt does not, sucking life out of the economy and pushing prices down further. A bad situation, in short, gets worse.  In 1932, U.S. consumer prices fell 10% and between 1929 and 1933 they fell 27% in all.  But Japan's experience has looked nothing like this. Rather than being deep, destructive and concentrated in a few years, deflation has been a surprisingly mild, drawn-out affair. Consumer prices have been falling in Japan for 15 years, but never by more than 2% in any single year. Japan's deflation has been a morass, but not the destructive downward spiral many economists predicted. Why? And what does it portend for the rest of the world today?  Economists don't have good answers. "We don't know how deflation works," says Adam Posen, a member of the Bank of England's monetary policy committee who has been studying Japan since 1997. "We don't have a way of rationalizing steady, several-year flat deflation," he says.  This is a pressing issue for the U.S. Federal Reserve and other central banks. Ireland is already experiencing deflation. Spain has flirted with it. The Fed's preferred inflation gauge was up 1.3% in June from a year earlier, below its informal target of 1.5% to 2%. Some officials worry prices could go negative if the recovery falters.  On paper, Japan looked like a candidate for a deflationary spiral. The economy consistently grew slower than estimates of its capacity to grow. Unemployment rose from 2.1% in the early 1990s to more than 5% a decade later. That growing economic slack should have driven prices down and down. Large burdens of delinquent loans at banks should have exacerbated the debt burden on society.  But that didn't happen. Old textbook tradeoffs between unemployment and inflation might not be working the way they used to. The standard Phillips Curve theory, named after Alban William Phillips who helped explain it, is that when unemployment rises, inflation falls.  Fed officials saw evidence in the U.S. before the crisis that this dynamic might have gotten less powerful over time, meaning a big rise in unemployment might not create the kind of deflationary shock it would have in the past.  Japan's experience reinforces that view. Mr. Posen cautions that this might help explain short-run shifts in unemployment and inflation behavior, but Japan remains a puzzle because its problems persisted so long. Perhaps economists misread how much slack there was in the economy in the first place.  Another explanation turns on the psychology of households and businesses, which modern economists believe plays a big role in driving inflation. If people believe inflation is going to rise a lot, they will demand higher wages and push up prices. If people believe prices won't move or they expect them to fall, they will act accordingly and create the environment they expect. Japan might be stuck in a slow deflation because over time it is what Japanese households and business became conditioned to expect. Even when the economy recovered between 2002 and 2007, prices kept falling.  Government plays a role, too. Japanese officials responded to their crisis, but many U.S. economists complained officials failed to cut interest rates quickly enough early in the crisis, pulled back fiscal stimulus too soon and were too slow to clean up banks and restructure inefficient industries.  Government intervention might have helped to keep Japan's economy from going through the floor, but it might not have been aggressive enough to truly revitalize the economy and set it in a different direction, says Mark Gertler, a New York University economist who studied Japan's malaise with Ben Bernanke in the 1990s.  There are other explanations. Japan's aging consumers, for instance, might have been more inclined to save for retirement and more reluctant to spend, undermining consumer demand and weighing on prices.          
AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Economy Resilient

Japan economy resilient – bouncing back, and still has best technology

Cowie ’10 - (Ian Cowie, Head of Personal Finance at Telegraph Media Group, March 14th, 2010, “Will Japan finally shine again?”, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/16/10)
No fewer than 14 of the top 20 performers out of 1,965 unit trusts this year so far are Japan funds, according to statisticians Trustnet.  But the sector remains unloved by investors. While Isas as a whole enjoyed their biggest-ever inflow last month, investors took £503,000 more out of Japan Isas than they paid in. The explanation is that the world's second-biggest economy has been blighted by deflation for most of the past two decades. After a bubble in property valuations - which saw the land value of the Imperial Palace, Tokyo, briefly exceed all the real estate in California - burst two decades ago, share prices entered a bear market from which they are yet to recover.  The Nikkei index is trading around a quarter of the alltime peak it hit in 1990. Despite that backdrop, there is a growing group of fund managers who say it is time to reconsider the attractions of an economy that still boasts some of the bestknown electronic brands in the world.  There have been several false dawns in the Land of the Rising Sun, with increasingly ''stale'' bulls pinning their hopes on the old saw of what goes down must eventually go up. Will it be different this year? Is all the bad news already ''in the price''? Or is Japan destined to remain an investment quagmire?  Allenbridge, the Mayfairbased discount broker, is among those that argue that Tokyo may finally offer good opportunities - provided investors pick funds carefully. For while the index has remained in the doldrums, some active fund managers have provided good value.  Jonathan Wallis, director of research at Allenbridge, said: "Equity valuations in Japan are historically low and corporate earnings appear set to grow at a faster pace than in many other developed markets. The economy is geared to world trade and while the recession hit Japan more than most, we think a bounce-back could occur relatively quickly.  "A new political party is now in power for the first time, effectively, since 1955 and it has both a strong majority and a clear 'change' agenda. We are encouraged by efforts to tackle some of the economy's deep-rooted problems, such as wasteful public spending. This could be a further plus for the market if it succeeds."  Very few UK managers specialising in Japan made money for those investing in their funds over the past one, three and five years. Being in the right fund is crucial to preserving and making capital. So which managers succeeded, with at least one of their funds? Step forward: Fidelity, GLG, Invesco Perpetual, Jupiter, Morant Wright, M&G, Neptune and Royal London.  If you do not fancy trying to pick the right manager in this market, a fund of funds approach may suit. Philippa Gee, of funds of funds specialists T Bailey, said: "We feel there are some really strong companies that are looking attractively priced in Japan. It is still loosening monetary policy when all the Western economies are tightening it and the government there is making the right noises about devaluing the yen. The combination of the two could kick-start an equity revival. Now is a good time to be making a move.  "There is also the need to hedge the currency risk. A devaluation of the yen might help equities, but it will also reduce the benefits for the sterling investor, so it makes sense to introduce a currency hedge to prevent a 'two steps forward, one step' back situation.  "Overall we feel that with the prospects for the UK economy looking bleak, many investors are ready to increase their exposure to global markets. That requires much more active management and also specialist expertise around threats like currency volatility - that's where multi-manager funds can really help."  All things considered, last week was an interesting time to go to Japan and see for myself. My host in Tokyo, Chris Taylor, fund manager of Neptune Japan Opportunities, a UK-based open-ended investment company, has taken big bets here and won before. In 2008 he shorted the country's banks before they hit the buffers and delivered returns of more than 80pc to sterling investors during a year in which the Nikkei fell 40pc.  But swimming against the tide is not easy and hedging the yen backfired last year when this fund could only edge forward by 7pc. Even so, Mr Taylor remains the top performer in Japan over three and five years. He is not alone in favouring this country as the next opportunity to demonstrate that the best way to make big profits is to buy before the herd arrive.  Gartmore recently launched a Japan Absolute Return fund and GLG, PSigma, Skandia and Threadneedle are all increasing their exposure to Japan.  Tom Becket, chief investment officer at PSigma, said: "Investors have chosen to ignore Japan's geographic location on the dragon's doorstep, which allows huge opportunities for Japanese companies to benefit from Asian growth.  "One of the key investment lessons of the past few years is that you make the serious cash by betting against the rest. Japan is unloved, unfashionable, underresearched, under-owned and - most importantly - undervalued."  Similarly, Ian Burden, head of the Japan desk at Threadneedle, claims: "Although a weaker yen would reduce returns for an unhedged overseas investor, it would provide further earnings leverage to our expectations for the export sector, while moving the domestic economy towards recovery."  Japan's re-emerging market contains several hitech companies that aim to profit by tackling pollution. We visited international chemicals giant Toray, which produces carbon fibre to build modern aircraft and filtration systems to produce drinking water. Replacing half the steel and aluminium in a Boeing 787 reduces its weight by a fifth and cuts fuel costs and pollution accordingly. Toray is focused on the opportunities created by environmental concerns in general and the Kyoto Agreement to cut emissions in particular.  The company says its carbon fibres have 10 times the tensile strength of steel, while weighing only a quarter as much. The material is in everything from cars to golf clubs. Toray also makes membranes vital to desalination plants and other forms of water treatment worldwide.  Mr Taylor said: "This is the kind of technology where this country leads the world.  These companies are continuing to trade despite the grossly overvalued yen, but when the currency depreciates they will go gangbusters."  Against all that, Japan will not appeal to investors who like to drive looking in the rear-view mirror. While emerging market funds soared an average 56pc in 2009, according to Trustnet, and UK All Companies delivered 30pc, with North America and Europe notching up 19pc, the average Japan fund fell by nearly 4pc. 
AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Economy Resilient
Japan economy resilient – out of recession and strong currency

Prestridge ‘9 - (Jeff Prestridge, Mail on Sunday and Financial Mail's Personal Finance Editor, “Japan Looking A Little Brighter, August 30, 2009, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/16/10)

JAPAN has become the latest country after France and Germany to declare itself out of recession. The world's second-biggest economy grew by 0.9 per cent in the second quarter, ending a year of negative growth. However, Simon Somerville, manager of Jupiter Japan Income, is frank about the prospects for making money from investing in the country. His fund is one of the more successful Japan funds over the past three years. Though returns have fallen by nearly five per cent, it is one of the top five in the sector over this period.  Somerville says it is difficult to argue for investing in Japan against the rapidly developing economies of Brazil, Russia, India and China. But he believes a number of positives are converging to present a strong 'case' for the country.  These include a resilient domestic economy, a strong currency and the likelihood of a change in government following today's election.  'If the Democratic Party of Japan wins, it should be positive for the market,' he says. 'The party is keen to raise Japan's disposable income with policies aimed at reviving the domestic economy. It is also determined to push through reform, which should be good for market sentiment.'  Somerville has skewed his portfolio, which is one of adviser Hargreaves Lansdown's top 150 investment funds, towards domestic stocks such as financials and telecoms. Yet he believes investors who buy into Japan should be prepared to sell once they have made reasonable returns.  'With China, you buy for the long term,' he says. 'With Japan, you should take your profits.' 
Japan economy resilient despised publicized troubles

O’Grady and Marsh ’10 - (Sean O’Grady, Economics Editor of The Independent based in the UK, Alastair Marsh, responsible for all aspects of financial control and reporting within the Lloyds Register Group, “Japan bounces back as exports drive growth;

Economy expanded by 4.6 per cent in third quarter of 2009, official data confirms”, February 16th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/16/10)
DESPITE THE well-publicised troubles at Toyota and the bankruptcy of Japan Air Lines, the wider Japanese economy is enjoying a sharp rebound.  According to the latest official figures, Japan's economy grew by 1.1 per cent in the last quarter of 2009 - well ahead of analysts' expectations and sharply up on the nil growth registered between July and September.  At an annualised equivalent rate of 4.6 per cent, the new figure is also well above trend, boosted by stronger export performance, capital spending and domestic consumer demand, which has long been the weak link in the Japanese economy. While growth at his sort of pace is probably unsustainable, a spokesman for the government said: "The risk of a double-dip recession has decreased a little."  The data also helped Japan to keep its title as the second-largest economy, after the US but ahead of China, on some measures. Japan has seen its economy shrink by more than 8 per cent during the recession.  The strong yen appears not have held back export growth, and Japanese firms sold 21.7 per cent more goods, on an annualised basis, than in the previous quarter. As a major exporter and manufacturer, Japan suffered more than most advanced economies from the severe slowdown in world trade last year, and from the savage running down of stocks by retailers globally, especially in the car industry. Now that trade has revered and there is some evidence of renewed stock-building, those pronounced, pro-cyclical trends have gone into reverse. China's return to breakneck growth is also helping to pull Japan along. The relative strength of domestic consumption, the shortage of which has helped leave Japan in a deflationary cycle for the last two decades, is also a hopeful sign.  Kyohei Morita, an analyst at Barclays Capital, said yesterday: "A turnaround in capital spending increases the sustainability of economic recovery. Even so, the economy looks headed for a slowdown in the first half of 2010 as the boost to consumption from earlier stimulus measures runs its course and public investment starts to decline in reaction to the frontloading in 2009." Some economists also voiced caution about accepting the latest data at face value. Even more than Britain's Office for National Statistics, the Japanese statistical service has come under fire for producing initial estimates for quarterly GDP which were wildly different from subsequent revisions. The third quarter figure of nil growth, for example, has been revised down from 0.3 per cent, itself a downgrade of the initial estimate of a 1.2 per cent quarterly expansion. The first estimate of GDP is based on survey data, while the second estate adds information from companies' financial statements. The strong figures relieve pressure on policymakers to boost the Japanese economy further. Naoto Kan, the Finance Minister, has also recently suggested a willingness to increase sales taxes. 

AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Economy Resilient

Japan economy resilient – will be stable

The Japan Times ’10 - (The Japan Times, “Emerging economies reducing risks: Shirakawa”, November 5th, 2009, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/16/10)
Downside risks to Japan's economy are diminishing now that emerging economies look set to post higher growth, Bank of Japan Gov. Masaaki Shirakawa said Wednesday.  "Based on a high possibility that emerging countries and those with resources will continue to grow at a higher rate, risks seem to be becoming balanced, compared with the situation in early spring, when risks were generally tilted toward the downside," Shirakawa said in a speech in Tokyo.   In its economy and prices report released last week, the central bank said prices would continue to fall until fiscal 2011. Shirakawa, however, said deflation will not make the recession worse.  "At present, the BOJ is of the understanding that the chances are low that the fall in prices will push down the economy," Shirakawa said, adding the financial system has generally stabilized.  The BOJ Policy Board decided Friday to maintain the key interest rate at around 0.1 percent.  Although the economy has finally started recovering, it will be some time before it returns to a full revival path, Shirakawa said, repeating the BOJ's intention to keep interest rates low.  "By maintaining an extremely easy financial environment, the BOJ intends to persistently support our economy so it will return to a sustainable growth path with price stability," he said.  As for the outlook for Japan's economy, Shirakawa said it will pick up toward March as overseas economies improve and economic stimulus measures continue. 
Japan economy resilient – long standing pattern of stability

The Daily Telegraph ’10 - (The Daily Telegraph London, “Japan is a beacon of hope to West”, February 24th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/16/10)
THE conventional wisdom is that Japan has never really recovered from the bursting of the stock market and real estate bubbles in 1990. That view is basically wrong.  Sure, prices have never recovered. The stock market is still almost 75pc below its peak and land prices are down 60pc. After two decades of nearly stable consumer prices, the Japanese government is once again badgering the central bank to do something to create a bit of inflation.  This appeal, like so many before it, is likely to end inconclusively. Japan will continue with its long-standing pattern of near-stable prices, slow growth and gargantuan government deficits. But the economy is basically in pretty good shape.  Sure, an annual GDP growth rate of 1pc since 1990 sounds unimpressive. But the number of people below retirement age has been shrinking by 0.4pc a year. Annual growth in the US per capita GDP over the same period was 1.4pc - not much different from Japan. Other economic indicators suggest Japan is managing pretty well. Even in mid-recession, car sales are only 20pc less than at the 1990 peak. Housing starts are down 50pc, but the population was rising then and is declining now. The 5pc unemployment rate is modest by Western standards. And the 1.4pc yield on the 10-year government bond hardly sounds like a vote of no confidence in the government or the country. The country's financial burden - gross government debt at 200pc of GDP - could yet prove too much to bear for a rapidly ageing and steadily declining Japanese population. But for now, Japan should be more a sign of hope than gloom for the US, UK and eurozone countries that have endured a severe financial collapse.
(  )  They’ve been in a slump for a DECADE with no impact

Courier Mail, 3-10-2006, “Regional Markets,” p ln

Stocks jumped more than 2.6 per cent yesterday as the Bank of Japan announced the end of its super-easy monetary policy, relieving the market of uncertainty.  The Nikkei 225 Index gained 409.42 points to close at 16,036.91.  The gains seemed to be driven both by bargain-hunting, as the market had fallen five of the past six sessions, and the central bank's decision.  Jitters about the outcome of the Bank of Japan's two-day meeting had depressed the Tokyo market since last week, but yesterday's decision to change policy -- coming amid political pressure to hold off on tightening -- seemed to spur investor confidence.  With Japan emerging from a decade-long economic slump, the central bank abandoned the super-easy monetary policy called ''quantitative easing'' it has kept for five years, saying it will gradually raise interest rates and start to cut the excess cash in the banking system.
(  )  Japanese economy is empirically denied – massive crash in the 80’s

Bruce Wallace, LA Times, 3-10-2006, “Easy-Money Era,” p ln

Still, it is clearly a risky move for a central bank with a record of spectacular miscalculation. In the late 1980s, the bank kept the money spigots open as Japan's bubble economy and stock market headed toward crashes from which they have yet to fully recover. And it has been heavily criticized for its sluggish response to stimulating demand in the 1990s, as Japan's economy settled into a chronic malaise.
AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Not Key Global Economy

Japan economy not key to global economy – China has changed world order

Tabuchi ‘9 - (Hiroko Tabuchi, Tokyo-based business, econ & tech reporter for the New York Times, “China overtaking Japan with unexpected speed; Many economists expect a shift in No. 2 ranking as early as next year”, October 2nd, 2009, Lexis Nexis Academic, Accessed 7/16/10)
For years, Japan  has been readying itself for the day that it is finally eclipsed economically by China. But thanks to the global slowdown, Japan's  mismanagement of its economy and China's rise - on vivid display Thursday as Beijing celebrated the 60th anniversary of the founding of the People's Republic - that day may come sooner than anyone predicted.  Though recent wild currency swings could delay the reckoning, many economists expect Japan to cede its rank as having the world's second-largest economy to China sometime next year, as much as five years earlier than previously forecast.  At stake are more than regional bragging rights. The reversal of fortune will upend an economic order that has prevailed for 40 years, with global ramifications across arenas from trade and diplomacy to, potentially, military power.  Not long ago, Japan was ''the economic miracle,'' an ascendant juggernaut on its way to rivaling the United States, which has the biggest economy. Now, many here ask whether Japan is destined to be the next Switzerland: rich and comfortable, but of little global import, largely ignored by the rest of the world.  China has also surpassed Japan in having the biggest trade surplus and foreign currency reserves, as well as the highest steel production. And for the first time next year, China could overtake Japan as the largest automobile producer.  A new government has vowed to take Japan on a new development path, one that relies less on the exports that have long driven growth and is more focused on increasing domestic demand.  Per capita income in China is still less than a tenth that in Japan. But by other measures, the Chinese economy long ago overtook that of Japan. In terms of overall purchasing power, China surpassed Japan in 1992 and will overtake the United States before 2020.  In some ways, this reflects economic fundamentals: As countries develop, growth tends to slow. Annual growth in Japanese gross domestic product averaged 10.4 percent in the 1960s and 5 percent in the 1970s, but only 4 percent in the 1980s and 1.8 percent in the 1990s, according to Goldman Sachs. In the first decade of this century, growth has been even slower.  Some economists say Japan does not need to fear its neighbor. China became Japan's largest trading partner in 2006, and China-bound exports were among the first to show signs of recovery in the recent slump. As the global auto market stagnates, Japanese carmakers like Toyota and Nissan are making a renewed play for the Chinese market.  ''Japan is neighbors with a rapidly growing market,'' said Nobuo Iizuka, chief economist at the Japan Center for Economic Research. ''That is a great advantage, not a threat. The question is, can Japan build on that advantage?''  Still, said C.H. Kwan, a senior fellow at the Nomura Institute of Capital Market Research, a Tokyo-based research institution, ''This is a big psychological shock to Japan.'' Mr. Kwan, a native of Hong Kong, migrated to Tokyo after being awed by the 1979 book ''Japan as No.1,'' by Ezra F. Vogel, who sang the praises of the country's fast economic growth.  Now, he is working on a book of his own: ''China as No.1.''  Based on current growth and currency trends, Mr. Kwan forecasts that the Chinese economy could surpass that of the United States in 2039. And that date could move up to 2026 if China lets its currency appreciate by a mere 2 percent a year. ''We're no longer talking about China making lots of shoes,'' Mr. Kwan said. ''China is about to leave everyone behind in a big way.'' 

AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Not Key Global Economy
Japan economy not key to global economy – China has changed world order

Buerckle ’10 - (Tom Buerkle, correspondent for International Herald Tribune until April 2001, he is now European Editor of Institutional Investor, “Emerging Markets: New World Order”, May 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, Accessed 7/16/10) 

Greece's debt troubles have captured the world's attention, and headlines, in recent months. Even after the country's unprecedented bailout by the European Union and the International Monetary Fund, angry protests in Athens raise the question of whether Greeks will accept years of painful austerity rather than default on their obligations. The crisis has split Europe's political leaders and prompted German politicians to lash out at speculators and impose curbs on short-selling. Suddenly, the future of the euro seems in doubt, and the fallout in financial markets risks tipping Western economies back into recession.  Less visible but no less important, something equally dramatic - and positive - has been taking place halfway around the world. China's economy has continued its impressive recovery, expanding at a double-digit pace so far this year. The country is now acting as a locomotive for the global economy, much as U.S. consumers did in years past. In the first four months of this year, Chinese imports surged by 60 percent, or $157.6 billion, an amount that's nearly half of Greece's gross domestic product. "Every eight months China's importing a Greece," says Jim O'Neill, global chief economist at Goldman Sachs Group in London.  China and Greece may be extreme examples, but their differing fortunes reflect a much broader shift in the balance of economic power in favor of the world's emerging-markets countries. The shift has been under way for more than a decade, but the financial crisis of the past two and a half years has put it in stark relief. Emerging-markets economies, led by China, India and Brazil and including much of Southeast Asia and Latin America, have rebounded quickly from the global slump that followed the collapse of Lehman Brothers Holdings in September 2008. The IMF forecasts that emerging and developing economies will grow by 6.3 percent this year, with China leading the pace at a 10 percent clip, India following closely at 8.8 percent and Brazil, South Korea and much of Southeast Asia expanding by 5 to 5.5 percent. By contrast, the major developed economies face a much more sluggish outlook as the damage left by the financial crisis and burgeoning government debts cloud recovery prospects. The U.S. is likely to grow by 3.1 percent this year - a modest rebound by historical standards - the euro area by just 1.0 percent and Japan by 1.9 percent.  "It's the recovery of the investment process in the developing world that is the most important determinant in the global economy," says Hans Timmer, director of the World Bank's Development Prospects Group in Washington. "Countries like China and India are leading the global economy."  Developing nations have often grown faster than the advanced economies, but the scale and pace of the change taking place today are unprecedented. Countries like Japan and South Korea have industrialized rapidly in the past, lifting tens of millions of people from poverty to first-world living standards. Today the process involves dozens of countries and billions of people across Asia, Latin America, the Middle East, Eastern Europe and even parts of Africa.  "We are going through the most dramatic transformation of the world economy ever," says Kemal Dervis, a former Turkish Finance minister who heads the Global Economy and Development program at the Brookings Institute in Washington.  For investors, this transformation presents opportunities and risks. Money has been pouring into the emerging markets in recent years, and strong performance there can help offset weaker results at home. But most Western institutions still lag well behind economic reality, having less than 10 percent of their assets in developing markets. Increasing their exposure in markets where they lack experience, and where many valuations appear frothy, will not be easy or risk-free.  For policymakers, the challenges are even greater. The rise of new powers could support the global economy at a time when the U.S., Europe and Japan are struggling with massive debts, and help foster sustainable, more balanced growth. But doing so will require a greater degree of coordination among major countries than they have ever managed before, and at a time when protectionist forces are growing louder. The Group of 20 nations agreed quickly on the need for stimulus in late 2008, when the world faced the threat of depression, but this relatively new forum will find it difficult to maintain a consensus as the fortunes of its members diverge. 
AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Not Key Global Economy
 Japan not key to global economy – “virtually invisible”

The Nation ‘10 – (The Nation, “Japan should emerge and interact with the world”, February 9th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, Accessed 7/16/10)
At the recent Copenhagen climate summit, Japanese negotiators were virtually invisible, at least as reported in the media. Japan is often described as playing a much smaller role in global affairs than one might expect of the world's second largest economy. Japan's shyness in taking a more forceful role commensurate with its economic clout could ultimately reinforce its declining economic trend.  Why should Japan to play a more prominent role in global affairs?  The core issue is public good such as the maintenance of peace and security or leadership in the effort to confront other challenges (climate change, depletion of fish stocks, the ozone hole, etc). There are no hard and fast rules obligating governments to contribute to these public goods, and over the past 60 years the US has shouldered a large part of the burden.  Americans seem to believe that doing so is a moral obligation of affluent societies. Since enhancing these global goods can be expected to contribute to a more equitable, peaceful and stable world, it should be in the self-interest of successful economies like Japan to bring ideas to the international table.  Therefore, ever since Japan joined the ranks of affluent nations in the 1970s, it has been under pressure from the US and others to "do more" through increased foreign aid, participation in UN peacekeeping, engagement in multinational military operations or greater leadership in organisations like the WTO. Japan has indeed "done more", but its efforts still seem smaller than many around the world expected. Why?  The roots of Japan's hesitant role go back to the mid-20th century. First, Japan's military aggression in World War II led to vast death and destruction for other Asians and the Japanese themselves, leading to a strong post-war sense of guilt or shame. The logical path, therefore, was to stay at home, contributing to world peace and stability by not potentially causing further trouble. Over the past 20 years, attitudes have shifted, but scepticism concerning the efficacy of Japanese military power remains among the public.  Second, Japan did not develop a strong agenda to press upon the rest of the world. Arguably, the US took on the role of providing global public goods because it has had an agenda to push â€“ anti-communism, democracy and belief in free markets.  In the late 1980s, the government tried to sell the Japanese economic model of development as an alternastive to the set of free-market policies being pushed by the World Bank and IMF, labelled the "Washington Consensus", but this faded when a decade of economic stagnation took the lustre off the model. Nothing has taken its place.  Third, following the end of World War II, Japan pursued a very protectionist trade and investment policy. Those barriers have fallen substantially, but the legacy has kept the government from playing a leadership role in the WTO.  Finally, Japan is one of a small number of nation states that has a rather homogenous society. There are minorities in Japan, but the numbers are small. Even including Koreans born in Japan (without citizenship), the foreign population in Japan is only 1.6 per cent of the total. This ratio has doubled over the past two decades, but remains far below the level of the United States (12 per cent) or European nations (8 per cent in France, 10 per cent in the UK). Not having much daily contact with people from other cultures at home leaves the Japanese less experienced and uncomfortable in international interaction.  Given this legacy of obstacles and mitigating trends, can or should Japan play a more prominent role in the world going forward? The prognosis is not good. It seems likely that the Japanese will quietly watch the world go by as their own population falls, the economy stagnates, and society becomes absorbed in coping with the political and fiscal stresses resulting as the population continues to age. But with greater capacity to interact with the rest of the world, are there some areas in which Japan might take a more active role?  On security issues, Japan probably will not be more active. The inhibitions stretching back to World War II remain strong, and two decades of American pressure have failed to move Japan toward the international projection of military force. Frankly, if Japanese society is uncomfortable with this role, one should respect their reticence. But what about other areas?  One possible opportunity for greater activism should be climate-change policy, because the Japanese have something to bring to the table. Since the spike in oil prices in 1973, the Japanese government has pursued a vigorous programme of developing alternative energy sources (principally nuclear) and greatly improving energy conservation.  Japanese firms are among the global leaders in several alternative energy technologies (including solar cells) and energy-saving technologies. Success in reducing domestic energy consumption per unit of economic output and increasing the use of non-fossil fuel energy implies that the Japanese should have something to say in international negotiations.  At Copenhagen, at least the Japanese offered their own strong unilateral commitment on cutting emissions, and offered a sizeable contribution to aid for poor countries.  If the world really wants Japan to do more, then cajoling the government to be more engaged in areas such as the debate on how to accomplish carbon-emissions goals might be fruitful. Another might be to press Japan to be more active with foreign aid in Afghanistan and other troubled countries as a substitute for military involvement. But ultimately the Japanese must decide for themselves whether they want to come farther out from their shell.  A society so insular that it cannot embrace a substantial inflow of immigrants to offset its declining population, however, might not step up to the international role that the world expects. 

AT:  Economy Impact – Japan Not Key Global Economy
Japan economy not key to sustain global economy

The Business Times Singapore 7/4/10 – (The Business Times Singapore, “Grounds for caution amid rapid growth”, July 14th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/17/10)
ONE of the big surprises in the global economic picture for 2010 so far is how strongly Asian economies have performed, despite lacklustre growth in the G-3 economies of the United States, Europe and Japan.  The International Monetary Fund (IMF) has just raised its 2010 growth forecast for Asia to 7.75 per cent, about 0.5 percentage point higher than it projected as recently as April. Private sector forecasts for the Singapore economy have also been progressively raised as the year has unfolded, with many economists now predicting double-digit growth. The Ministry of Trade and Industry might also raise the official growth forecast following the release of advance GDP estimates for the second quarter.  While all of this may sound like good news, there are reasons to be circumspect. As the IMF has cautioned, Asia is vulnerable to some significant downside risks.  The region's torrid growth in 2010 so far has been driven both by exports and private domestic demand. Exports have been powered partly by the inventory rebuilding in the advanced economies following the recession of 2008/09, during which inventories were substantially depleted. Private demand has been boosted by massive fiscal stimulus programmes, which were launched across the region, most dramatically in China. However, going forward, both these drivers of growth will be less conspicuous: the inventory restocking process is close to ending, and the impact of fiscal stimulus programmes will also wane from the second half of this year. After that, Asia can no longer rely on temporary growth drivers; it will have to look to traditional sources of growth - namely, demand from the G-3 and, to a lesser extent, sustained domestic consumption. 

AT:  Aging Crisis Impact

Aging crisis doesn’t hurt the Japanese economy
Financial Post Investing, ian mcGugan, journalist for the financial post, Lexis: accessed 7/19, April 14, 2010, Japan in better shape than pundits say, Pg. FP9 
The thrust of recent opinion pieces on the Naked Capitalism and Money Game blogs is that Japan is facing disaster as a result of its aging population, massive government debt and persistent deflation. According to the blogs, investors should steer well clear of the world's second-largest economy. But Japan's large number of middle-aged citizens be doing right now? Presumably saving for their old ages. Saving means cutting back on current expenditures and dragging prices downward. It also means accumulating financial assets that be cashed in during the decades to come. All of this is exactly what is happening. And it's entirely sensible. True, most of the financial assets that ordinary Japanese are accumulating tend to be government bonds, but it's hard to see how this practice could lead to a crisis in the nation's finances. The real test is whether Tokyo is spending its money wisely to create a more productive economy that can afford to sustain a rising percentage of elderly citizens. On that score, Japan looks better than the prognosticators would have you believe. Its economy is ferociously competitive -- in fact, it has a sizable trade surplus, unlike the United States or the United Kingdon. Japanese GDP is growing (albeit slowly) and the unemployment rate is about half the level in the United States or Europe. The Japanese model has its weaknesses. For one thing, its internal economy is more about creating jobs than doing things efficiently. But it's difficult to see how any of this leads to economic disaster. In fact, as more Japanese retire and the national economic emphasis shifts from creating jobs to creating profits, investors in Japanese companies could receive some very nice surprises. 
No impact: Immigrants, women and elderly being introduced to the workforce

Reuters, isabel reynolds, reporter, lexis: accessed 7/19, august 8 2008, An aging Japan slowly opens up to foreigners, Pg. 11

Yanti Kartina left her family in Indonesia and joined 200 other nurses in moving to Japan, where a rapidly growing elderly population has created a desperate need for careers in old-age homes and hospitals. The nurses, who are expected to learn Japanese and requalify as they work, are seen as an important test case as Japan struggles with the world's fastest growing elderly population and a work force that is forecast to shrink, potentially devastating the economy. ''Japan is the first developed country to face this kind of population crisis,'' said Hidenori Sakanaka, a former immigration bureau chief in Tokyo who now heads a research institute. With more than a quarter of Japanese expected to be aged over 65 by 2015, the country faces serious economic consequences, including labor shortages that could weigh on the gross domestic product. A group of governing party politicians see immigration as a possible solution and have presented Prime Minister Yasuo Fukuda with a radical new proposal that seeks to have immigrants make up 10 percent of the population in 50 years' time. Government figures show the work force is on course to shrink by eight million in the next 10 years. If the necessary laws are passed, mass immigration could transform a country once so wary of foreigners that it excluded them almost entirely for more than 200 years until the 19th century. ''I don't think there is any way forward but to accept immigrants,'' Sakanaka said. Even now, the idea of allowing in more foreigners is often described as a risk to Japan's relatively crime-free and homogeneous society. Many landlords refuse to rent apartments to foreigners and few Japanese employers offer immigrant workers the same rights as their Japanese colleagues. Less than 2 percent of Japan's almost 128 million population are foreign-born. Tetsufumi Yamakawa, chief economist at Goldman Sachs in Tokyo, believes that immigration, combined with efforts to draw more women and elderly people into the labor market, could lift growth above the annual 1 percent or less forecast by many analysts. ''I think this is very good timing to start thinking about this,'' he said. ''The decline is already in sight.'' The Indonesian nurses, who have been recruited to work in short-staffed hospitals and homes for the elderly, are the latest wave of controlled immigration. Government officials hope they will face fewer problems than their predecessors. More than 300,000 Brazilian immigrants of Japanese descent have been a boon for Japan's automotive and electronics factories, where many of them work. They have also helped the Brazilian economy by remitting $2.2 billion dollars home in 2005, according to the Inter-American Development Bank.
AT:  Aging Crisis Impact
Robots will fill in the gaps left behind by an aging work force

NYT September 12, 2007 [“Against the Aging Crisis I: Robots in Japan”, Available online at http://thelede.blogs.nytimes.com/2007/09/12/aging-crisis-faces-robots-and-mating-holiday/ Accessed July 26, 2010]
Much of the developed world is grappling with the demographic equivalent of Chinese fingercuffs: on average, people are living longer than ever but having fewer children than ever. With those two trends pulling upward on one end of the age curve and downward on the other, nations quite simply are getting older, leaving governments with severe economic problems.  In no country is the crisis more dire than in Japan, where Prime Minister Shinzo Abe resigned today after upsetting almost everyone in the country, including a huge bloc of elderly constituents who were shocked over lost pension records.  Mr. Abe will be replaced with another human, but quite a few other job openings in Japan — many of them vacated by the aging of the work force — may be filled someday by robots. The solution is perhaps all too obvious in a nation obsessed with building gadgets and then putting them to work. 
Robots are the best option to prevent aging crisis
Edward Conway Economics Editor of The Telegraph newspapers and website, March 1st 2010 [“Japan: hoping robots solve the demographic crisis” Available online at http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/finance/edmundconway/100004065/japan-hoping-robots-solve-the-demographic-crisis/ Accessed on July 26, 2010]

I’ve lost count of the number of times people in this business have put their hands up in exasperation and said: “Japan – well, no-one understands Japan.” In theory, the place ought to be able to offer us real enlightenment about our futures. It is a laboratory for us in two senses – that it faced a financial crisis and the implosion of an asset price bubble a couple of decades ago and has been trying to cope with the consequences ever since; and that its population is ageing at an even faster rate than those in the Western world.  So I have come out to Tokyo this week in the hope of discovering enlightenment. I can’t pretend that I’ve discovered it yet, but it’s early days. However, the issue of an ageing population is surprisingly at the forefront for so many people. Speaking to the editor of the Mainichi newspapers, one of the country’s biggest titles, it transpires that the paper had to increase the size of the typeface it was using because its ageing readership was having trouble reading it.  As the older generation retires, their greater need for healthcare and retirement benefits generates a larger deficit and a bigger bill for the current generation of taxpayers. But while most of those I’ve spoken to seem to acknowledge this truth, they are less reconciled to the solutions: that either the pensioners must accept less generous benefits or the younger generation will have to pay more in taxes. Nor are they particularly keen on encouraging immigration – another way of balancing out an ageing population.  Instead, they seem to be pinning much of their hopes on robots. I kid you not. 

AT:  Aging Crisis Impact

Robots are inexpensive and a better alternative to immigration
Don Clyde, staff writer at newsdesk.org President of The Banyan Project, Center for Public Integrity; Various editorial positions with The New York Times, The Philadelphia Inquirer, The Chicago Sun-Times, The Chicago Tribune, The Kansas City Times, Newsday, The St. Louis Post-Dispatch. May 21, 2010 [Robots seen as solution to Japan’s aging, shrinking population” Available online at http://newsdesk.org/2010/05/robots-seen-as-solution-to-japans-aging-shrinking-population/ Accessed July 23, 2010]

Japan’s population is shrinking and getting older.  According to a report by the Population Reference Bureau (PRB), 23 percent of Japan’s population was 65 years or older as of April 2010.  That number is expected to balloon to about 41 percent by 2055, while the population is predicted to shrink from around 127 million to 90 million people.  With the growing number of elderly, who will take care of them given a dwindling workforce?  A Wired magazine article from January 2010 cited a Japan Machine Industry Memorial Foundation estimate that Japan would save about $21 billion each year using robot nurses to monitor the elderly.  A helper robot  Robots are seen as a potential solution to the population problem versus the politically sticky solution of allowing large numbers of foreign immigrants to fill much-needed health care positions and low-skill service-oriented roles.  One of the largest obstacles to foreign workers is overcoming the Japanese language barrier.  A BBC report said that approximately 98 percent of foreign nurses fail a language test required to stay in the country for three years of work.  Foreign workers only make up about two percent of the Japanese population versus about 15 percent in the United States.  Some reports suggest the Japanese government has a strong xenophobic attitudes toward immigration.  Japanese health minister demonstrates joystick-controlled "My Spoon"  A United Nations representative said in 2006 that the Japanese government needed to overcome its attitude toward combating racism and xenophobia, according to a Japan Times report.  The government in 2009 unanimously passed laws to encourage higher birth rates among Japanese by trying to remove the “workaholic” aspects of the society, according to the PRB report 

Japan is on the cusp of a robotic revolution that will prevent the aging crisis
The New American journal that offers a right-wing perspective on political science, social opinion and economic theory. Topics include constitutional conservatism, economic libertarianism and the behind-the-scenes forces shaping American politics and culture March 21, 2008 [“Androids and Immigration”  Available online at http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0JZS/is_23_22/ai_n24995972/pg_2/ Accessed July 22, 2010]

Robots have already had a tremendous economic impact, but mostly in large-scale manufacturing facilities. Automakers have long used robotics to speed the assembly of cars, for instance. But like the computer revolution before it. the rebel revolution will occur when every family has a robot in the house. This, however, presents a challenge to the United States. It appears that the United States will have to fight demographic trends if it is to keep up with the rest of the world in robotics.  Necessity is the mother of invention, and in Japan, where a significant population crisis looms, robots are seen as an important means of replacing laborers who are expected to he lost through aging. Others hope that robots will he able to play an important role in caring for the elderly and sick. According to The Economist though, some have suggested an alternative strategy: immigration. "Many workers from low-wage countries are eager to work in Japan," The Economist reported in 2005. "The Philippines, for example, has over 350,000 trained nurses, and has been pleading with Japan--which accepts only a token few--to let more in. Foreign pundits keep telling Japan to do itself a favour and make better use of cheap imported labour. But the consensus among Japanese is that visions of a future in which immigrant workers live harmoniously and unobtrusively in Japan are pure flinty. Making humanoid robots is clearly the simple and practical way to go." 
AT:  Aging Crisis Impact
Japan has the technology to make use of robots in the workforce

The New American journal that offers a right-wing perspective on political science, social opinion and economic theory. Topics include constitutional conservatism, economic libertarianism and the behind-the-scenes forces shaping American politics and culture March 21, 2008 [“The Japanese robot revolution: with an aging population and a looming labor shortage, Japanese scientists are pushing hard to develop advanced androids and integrate them into human society” Available online at http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0JZS/is_23_22/ai_n24995972/ Accessed July 22, 2010]
Concern for the well-being of an aging population is what spurred the creation of PARO. Developed by Japan's National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology (AIST), PARO is described as a "mental commitment robot" designed to provide comfort and companionship to those who are lonely or shut in. The device is designed to look like a seal or a cat and looks more like a toy than a serious piece of technology. But it represents a serious step toward developing robots that interact with people in a naturalistic manner. A video distributed by AIST shows the robots interacting with people and animals and describes their intended use. "Mental commit robots," the AIST narrator says, "will enrich human life by providing joy and comfort through physical interaction.... The robot's shape, movement, sound, and texture adequately stimulate the human sense so that the human will feel affection and comfort towards the robot."  As interesting as PARO is in its ability to form emotional bonds with people, the truly revolutionary nature of Japanese robotics is demonstrated in the advanced capabilities of ASIMO, the humanoid, bipedal robot created by Honda. An amazing leap forward in technology, it is difficult to do justice to ASIMO in writing. The four-foot tall, 119 pound robot must be seen to be believed, and Honda, fortunately, has provided plenty of video on its website. The videos show ASIMO running, greeting people, pushing a cart, and exercising, among other things. With ASIMO, Japanese robotics technology has nearly matched Star Wars levels of sophistication.  According to Honda, ASIMO, which stands for Advanced Step in Innovative Mobility, is no mere marionette, but features impressive levels of artificial intelligence. According to Honda, ASIMO "is capable of interpreting the postures and gestures of humans and moving independently in response. ASIMO's ability to interact with humans has advanced significantly--it can greet approaching people, follow them, move in the direction they indicate, and even recognize their faces and address them by name. Further, utilizing networks such as the Internet, ASIMO can provide information while executing tasks such as reception duties. ASIMO is the world's first humanoid robot to exhibit such a broad range of intelligent capabilities."  And ASIMO has a job. Honda began using ASIMO in its new office in the city of Wako, Japan, in the spring of this year. According to Satoshi Shigemi, the leader of the Honda team that is developing ASIMO, "The level of Asimo's capability was just good enough to entertain people on the stage in the past, but the new Asimo can work at places closer to us." According to Shigemi, "The new Asimo can perform the task of a receptionist or information guide automatically." As impressive as this is, the ultimate aim is to integrate robots like ASIMO into human society. "Honda is aiming to create a humanoid robot that can help people and live together with people," Shigemi said. 
AT:  US-Japan Relations Impact

U.S.-Japan cooperation on other issues outweigh Okinawa—media hype

Takashi Yokota, Associate Editor at Newsweek Japan, Special Correspondent at Newsweek International, 1-22-2010, “A Pacific Squall,” http://www.newsweek.com/2010/01/21/a-pacific-squall.html, accessed 7-16-2010

In the run-up to the 50th anniversary of the security alliance between Tokyo and Washington last week, the conventional wisdom was that the U.S.-Japan relationship was in a downward spiral. Since taking power in September, Japan's Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has insisted on revising a 2006 military realignment agreement that would relocate a controversial Marine air base on Okinawa known as Futenma from a densely populated residential area to an offshore site of another base on the island. That prompted fear in Washington that the entire deal would unravel and undermine its military realignment plans. Pundits speculated the alliance was adrift, particularly as U.S. officials seemed miffed about their new partners in Tokyo. Yet the relationship between the U.S. and Japan is not nearly as bad as it seems. Yes, there is disagreement on one issue. But the fate of a small air base on Okinawa is not the only thing that matters. On North Korea, cooperation between Japan and the U.S. is better than ever. A key part of the Obama administration's North Korea policy is to restrengthen its cooperation with Tokyo, after the Bush administration hastily pursued a nuclear deal with Pyongyang in 2008 at the expense of Japan's dearest issue: the North's 1970s abductions of Japanese citizens, who have yet to be accounted for. Despite Pyongyang's attempts to lure the U.S. into talks, Washington is treading cautiously so that the North will be unable to drive a wedge between the U.S. and its allies, as it has done before. Moreover, there is little, if any, difference between Tokyo and Washington on global issues like nuclear nonproliferation, climate change, and terrorism. In November, Hatoyama and Obama agreed to cooperate closely on nonproliferation efforts and clean-energy development. Despite Japan's decision to withdraw its refueling ships from the Indian Ocean, it has pledged $5 billion in aid to Afghanistan, a commitment Washington welcomed. Both sides also agree on the fundamentals of the security alliance. Despite the squabbling over the Futenma base, Tokyo and Washington agree on the importance of having American troops in Japan. They also agree that the burden on Okinawa—which hosts 75 percent of U.S. military bases in the nation—must be mitigated. For all the ranting by the Hatoyama administration's coalition partners—namely the Social Democrats—key cabinet members have no intentions of weakening the alliance. As Katsuya Okada said in one of his first news conferences as foreign minister, he wants to address the Okinawa problem to make the bilateral relationship sustainable "for the next 30, 50 years."  So why the gloom and doom? Obviously it's tempting to make headlines out of a rare spat between steadfast allies. In particular, the Japanese media establishment perpetuated the angst, as it is accustomed to viewing the relationship as a cozy friendship between pro-American conservatives in Tokyo and so-called Japan hands in the U.S. Truth be told, the commotion was more about inexperienced governments than fundamental differences. Having won a historic election in August, an elated Hatoyama government got carried away by its promise to carve out a "more equal" partnership with the U.S. and insisted on the Futenma issue in a way that made it look like it was taking the relationship for granted. Washington overreacted by allowing the frustrations of the Pentagon to dominate its posture. "Both capitals have lost sight of the fact that the bilateral relationship is not about housekeeping issues like the length and shape of a runway in Okinawa," says Evans Revere, an Asia expert formerly at the State Department. Now officials on both sides of the Pacific are refocusing their attention on the big issue: how the countries can meet the challenges in a changing regional-security environment. At their meeting in Honolulu earlier this month, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said Washington is "respectful" of Tokyo's decision-making process, and Okada made it clear that Tokyo is not ruling out the current agreement—which Washington wants implemented—he just wants to explore the options. Hatoyama later said Japan should be "thankful" for the security alliance with the U.S. Next month both capitals will start talks to "deepen" that alliance. As for Futenma, expect more headlines from the Japanese press, as Hatoyama tries to craft a palatable compromise plan by May. But don't believe any hype about a crisis. 

AT:  US-Japan Relations Impact
(  )  U.S. Japan Alliance resilient

Joseph Nye, Distinguished Service Professor at the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, 7-14-2009, “Will the US-Japan alliance survive?,” Business Day, http://www.businessdayonline.com/index. php?option=com_content&view=article&id=3739:will-the-us-japan-alliance-survive&catid=138:co mmentary&Itemid=358

In the early 1990's, many Americans regarded Japan as an economic threat. Some people - in both countries - viewed the security alliance as a Cold War relic to be discarded.  These trends were reversed by the Clinton administration's 1995 "East Asia Strategy Report." In 1996, the Clinton-Hashimoto Declaration stated that the US-Japan security alliance was the foundation for stability that would allow growing prosperity in post-Cold War East Asia. That approach has continued on a bipartisan basis in the US, and polls show that it retains broad acceptance in Japan. Most close observers of the relationship agree that the US-Japan alliance is in much better shape today than 15 years ago.  Nonetheless, the alliance faces three major challenges in a new external environment. One is North Korea, whose recent behavior has been clever and deceptive. The North Koreans have violated their agreements, knowing that China, the country with the greatest potential leverage, is most concerned about regime collapse in North Korea, and thus the threat of chaos on its borders.  Japan officially endorses the objective of a non-nuclear world, but it relies on America's extended nuclear deterrent, and wants to avoid being subject to nuclear blackmail from North Korea (or China). The Japanese fear that the credibility of American extended deterrence will be weakened if the US decreases its nuclear forces to parity with China.   It is a mistake, however, to believe that extended deterrence depends on parity in numbers of nuclear weapons. Rather, it depends on a combination of capability and credibility. During the Cold War, the US was able to defend Berlin because our promise to do so was made credible by the NATO alliance and the presence of American troops, whose lives would be on the line in the event of a Soviet attack.  Indeed, the best guarantee of American extended deterrence over Japan remains the presence of nearly 50,000 American troops (which Japan helps to maintain with generous host-nation support). Credibility is also enhanced by joint projects such as the development of regional ballistic missile defense.  Equally important are American actions that show the high priority that the US gives to the alliance, and its guarantees not to engage in what Japan fears will be "Japan-passing" in its relations with Asia. That is why it was so important that US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton's first trip was to Asia, and her first stop in Japan. It is also why it is mistaken to speak of a formal G-2 with China, rather than multilateral cooperation.  A second challenge for Japan is the dramatic rise of China's economy. Although an important trade partner, China's growing power makes Japan nervous. When re-negotiating the US-Japan security alliance in the 1990's, Japanese leaders sometimes privately asked me if the US would desert Japan in favor of China.  I responded then (and today) that there is little prospect of such a reversal, for two reasons. First, China poses a potential threat, whereas Japan does not. Second, the US shares democratic values with Japan, and China is not a democracy.  Moreover, China's internal evolution remains uncertain. While Chinese are more free today than at any time in their history, China's political evolution has lagged behind its economic progress. Unlike India, China has not solved the problem of political participation. There is always a residual danger that China will embrace nationalism to ward off domestic problems.  At the same time, it is in the interest of the US, Japan, and China that China's rise be peaceful and harmonious (in the words of Chinese leaders). Treat China as an enemy, and you guarantee enmity. That is why the strategy of integration, plus a hedge against uncertainty, makes sense for both the US and Japan. Indeed, there are strong grounds for the US, Japan, and China to engage in areas of trilateral and other regional cooperation.  Third, the US-Japan alliance will have to face a new set of transnational challenges to our vital interests, such as pandemics, terrorism, and human outflows from failed states. Chief among these challenges is the threat posed by global warming, with China having surpassed the US as the leading producer of carbon-dioxide emissions (though not in per capita terms).  Fortunately, this is an area that plays to Japan's strengths. Although some Japanese complain about the unequal nature of the alliance's security components, owing to the limits that Japan has accepted on the use of force, in these new areas, Japan is a stronger partner. Japan's overseas development assistance in places ranging from Africa to Afghanistan, its participation in global health projects, its support of the United Nations, its naval participation in anti-piracy operations, and its research and development on energy efficiency place it at the forefront in dealing with the new transnational challenges.  Given today's agenda, there is enormous potential for an equal partnership, working with others, in the provision of global public goods that will benefit the US, Japan, and the rest of the world. That is why I remain optimistic about the future of the US-Japan alliance.
AT:  US-Japan Relations Impact
No alliance breakdown - empirically proven
Leonard J. Schoppa, Associate Prof. Political Science, U of Virginia, 2002, “Domestic Politics” in U.S.- Japan Relations in a Changing World, Steven K. Vogel, Associate Prof. Political Science, UC Berkeley, ed. pg. 95 

This chapter, however, argues that domestic politics has had major consequences for U.S.-Japan relations. Specifically, it contends that domestic divisions within the two countries have not impeded bilateral cooperation, but greatly facilitated it. If domestic political actors were arguing about whether or not to cooperate with the other nation, the implication is that some of them highly valued the bilateral relationship. International developments turned some Japanese or Americans against cooperation, but the same developments often made others value the relationship even more. When bilateral disputes threatened to get out of hand, the doves on one side or the other would prevail over the objections of others and push through concessions. This dynamic also shaped the terms of bilateral cooperation: that is, which side ended up yielding more ground in order to preserve or expand cooperation. The following chapter develops the argument in three parts. An outline of some prevalent hypotheses about how domestic conflict affects international cooperation is presented, followed by a demonstration of how these insights can help explain some of the twists and turns in U.S.-Japan security and economic relations.
AT:  Japan Soft Power Impact – Yes Japan SP
Japanese Government is boosting their Soft power in the SQ with the Japan Foundation

Kwan Weng Kin, Japan Correspondent at the Straight Times (Singapore), 2007, “Japan in soft power diplomatic push; Tokyo wants to have over 100 approved schools worldwide teaching Japanese language” January 9th, lexis.

The Japanese government has only now begun to recognise that soft power diplomacy could help it to spread its influence abroad, even though Japanese pop culture - movies, music, fashion, computer games and so on - already has a well-established foothold in many countries. The Japanese Foreign Ministry, which has jurisdiction over the Japan Foundation, signalled its intention to focus on soft power diplomacy last April, in a speech by its minister Taro Aso, a diehard fan of Japanese comics. Speaking at a school in Tokyo specialising in teaching digital content, Mr Aso noted the dramatic increase in the number of foreigners studying Japanese in recent years. 'I got to thinking about what might account for that, and it occurred to me that the theme songs of anime shows on TV are in Japanese. Naturally, there would be an increase in children with an interest in the Japanese language as a result,' he said. 'This is where we need the Japan Foundation to step up to the plate.' Instead of setting up more of its own schools, however, the Japan Foundation will reportedly help foreign schools by training their teachers and developing curricula. Schools that satisfy the standards set by the foundation will be designated approved institutions for teaching Japanese. The foundation's latest move also comes amid reports that the Japanese language is losing out in popularity to Chinese in some countries, such as Australia, as a second language in schools. 
Japan’s soft power is high now- cultural influence 
Kwan Weng Kin, Japan Correspondent at the Strait Times (Singapore), 2007, “Centre in Singapore to promote Japan’s culture; Bilateral effort to boost Japan’s soft power marks new milestone in ties” March 19th, lexis.
 TOKYO - SINGAPORE and Japan have agreed to the establishment of a facility in the Republic to jointly promote the latest trends in Japanese anime, manga, music and other cultural products. Both sides are expected to officially endorse the project when Prime Minister Lee Hsien Loong meets his Japanese host and counterpart, Mr Shinzo Abe, in talks here today. Mr Lee arrived in Tokyo yesterday evening for an official visit that will end on Wednesday. The setting up of the tentatively-named 'Japan Creative Centre' was confirmed in a report yesterday in the Yomiuri Shimbun, Japan's largest-circulating daily newspaper. Prime Minister Abe had alluded to the establishment of such a facility in an interview last Friday with Tokyo-based Singapore media. Such a bilateral effort to help to boost Japan's 'soft power' will mark a new milestone in relations between the two countries, which have been characterised by increasing cooperation in international forums in recent years. It is understood that the centre is likely to be jointly funded by both governments. The Yomiuri report said, however, that Singapore would provide the premises and other amenities. The centre will not be just an exhibition space, but will serve as a base from which Japan will disseminate information to the region about the latest developments in Japanese pop culture. Singapore is described in the Yomiuri report as a 'hub for the exchange of peoples in Asia and for the dissemination of information', a factor that doubtless aided Tokyo's decision to locate such a facility in the Republic. The establishment of the centre is also in accord with the 'Asian Gateway' concept touted by Mr Abe, which seeks to spread information about Japanese cultural trends to the rest of the world. Mr Abe's concept reflects increasing concerns by Japan that it needs to do more to promote itself in the face of growing competition from China and South Korea in the area of cultural influence in the region in recent years. Dominance in anime and other globally-popular cultural products will not only enhance Japan's soft power influence, but also translate into big bucks for the Japanese industries concerned. Meanwhile, Mr Lee received a courtesy call from Japanese Finance Minister Koji Omi last night, shortly after his arrival in Tokyo. The highlight of today's meetings will be the talks between Mr Lee and Mr Abe, following which the two governments are slated to sign the revised Japan Singapore Economic Partnership Agreement to further enhance trade, economic and other ties between the two nations. Today, Mr and Mrs Lee are due to be hosted to a luncheon by Emperor Akihito and Empress Michiko at the Imperial Palace - a rare privilege usually reserved for heads of states. The imperial couple visited Singapore last year to mark the 40th anniversary of diplomatic ties between Japan and Singapore. 
AT:  Warming Impact

Oceanic cooling patterns will offset any of global warming

Patrick  Michaels, senior fellow in environmental studies at the Cato Institute, 5-16-2008, “Global-warming myth: Politics trumps science,” Lexis

The Keenlyside team found that natural variability in the Earth's oceans will "temporarily offset" global warming from carbon dioxide. Seventy percent of the Earth's surface is oceanic; hence, what happens there greatly influences global temperature. It is now known that both Atlantic and Pacific temperatures can get "stuck," for a decade or longer, in relatively warm or cool patterns. The North Atlantic is now forecast to be in a cold stage for a decade, which will help put the damper on global warming. Another Pacific temperature pattern is forecast not to push warming, either. 

Too late to prevent global warming – CO2 cuts aren’t enough

Times Online, 5-23-2008, “Copenhagen Consensus: global warming,” http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/environment/article3992368.ece

There is unequivocal evidence that humans are changing the planet’s climate. We are already committed to average temperature increases of about 0.6°C, even without further rises in atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration.  The world has focused on mitigation — reducing carbon emissions — a close look at the costs and benefits suggests that relying on this alone is a poor approach.  Option One: Continuing focus on mitigation  Even if mitigation — economic measures like taxes or trading systems — succeeded in capping emissions at 2010 levels, then the world would pump out 55 billion tonnes of carbon emissions in 2100, instead of 67 billion tonnes.  It is a difference of 18 per cent: the benefits would remain smaller than 0.5 per cent of the world’s GDP for more than 200 years. These benefits simply are not large enough to make the investment worthwhile.

Warming is inevitable – even if we stop emissions temperatures will continue to rise

Robert Longley, worked with the Department of Housing and Urban Development, the Environmental Protection Agency and the U.S. Census Bureau, 5-14-2008, “Global Warming Inevitable This Century, NSF Study Finds,” http://usgovinfo.about.com/od/technologyandresearch/a/climatetochange.htm

Despite efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, global warming and a greater increase in sea level are inevitable during this century, according to a new study performed by a team of climate modelers at the National Center for Atmospheric Research (NCAR) in Boulder, Colo.  Indeed, say the researchers, whose work was funded by the National Science Foundation (NSF), globally averaged surface air temperatures would still rise one degree Fahrenheit (about a half degree Celsius) by the year 2100, even if no more greenhouse gases were added to the atmosphere. And the resulting transfer of heat into the oceans would cause global sea levels to rise another 4 inches (11 centimeters) from thermal expansion alone.  The team's findings are published in this week's issue of the journal "Science."  “This study is another in a series that employs increasingly sophisticated simulation techniques to understand the complex interactions of the Earth,” says Cliff Jacobs of NSF’s atmospheric sciences division.
AT:  Warming Impact – DPJ Doesn’t Solve

DPJ won’t succeed at solving warming

Takashi Sagara, Chief Researcher at Institute for Sustainable Energy Policies (ISEP) and Chief Analyst at Climatico Analysis based, MA in environmental assessment and evaluation and PhD in environmental economics and policy from the London School of Economics, former Chief Analyst of the G8 Research Group at the London School of Economics and Oxford University, 7-25-2009, “Can Japan’s new Government led by the Democratic Party of Japan reduce GHG emissions much more for the greener future?” http://www.climaticoanalysis.org/post/can-a-new-government-led-by-the-democratic-party-of-japan-reduce-ghg-emissions-much-more-for-the-greener-future/, accessed 7-27-2010
Although there seems a big difference between them, the difference might not be so big because 15 percent is the total amount of ‘domestic’ reductions of GHG gas emissions while 30 percent is the total amount of reductions achieved by reducing domestic GHG gas emissions as well as buying carbon credits, GHG absorption by forests and plants, and etc.  Nonetheless, according to an anonymous highly-ranked official of the Ministry of the Environment, ‘the DPJ’s targets are clearly stricter.’ Katsuya Okada, the Secretary-General of DPJ, emphasizes, ‘by setting ambitious targets, we want to take an initiative in international negotiation on climate change.’ In order to achieve the targets, DPJ has considered introduction of a wide range of measures, such as a domestic emissions trading system and a global warming tax, though Japanese industries have been strongly against these measures.  The DPJ’s proposal has been severely criticized mainly by LDP and industries as infeasible and unrealistic, again as told in the previous post. For instance, Akihiro Sawa, a senior researcher at the 21st century public policy institute, a thinktank established by Nippon Keidanren (Japan Business Federation), criticized the proposal because of three reasons.  First, according to Sawa, DPJ has not clarified how much the costs to achieve its proposed targets will be. While LDP clarified that the costs will be 76,000 yen per year per household, DPJ has not. Second, he argued that though a domestic emissions trading system and a global warming tax (environmental tax) cannot be introduced at the same time in terms of policy objectives and policy effects, DPJ considers introducing both. Third, he maintained that, although DPJ insists that Japan will be highly evaluated by the world and take an initiative in international negotiation on climate change by setting the mid-term targets as 30%, the world would not evaluate Japan so highly because developing countries such as India and China required industrialized nations to reduce GHG emissions more.  Further, the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry pointed out that if Japan is to achieve the mid-term targets of DPJ, it would cost more than 190 trillion yen for ten years, leading to critical economic damages to the Japanese economy, while the Government’s targets would require approximately 62 trillion yen. Moreover, Tetsuo Saito, Minister for the Environment, criticized that though DPJ proposes stricter targets in its manifesto, DPJ inconsistently proposes to make highway charges free, which would lead to increases in CO2 emissions from automobiles.  Thus, it is now unclear whether the new government led by DPJ can reduce GHG emissions more than the Government led by LDP/New Komeito for the greener future. However, one thing that is clear is that DPJ will attempt to reduce GHG emissions more than the Government whether its attempt will be successful or not. 

AT:  Warming Impact – DPJ Doesn’t Solve

Japan’s symbolic moves have little hope of solving
Roger A. Pielke, Jr., professor of Environmental Studies Program at the University of Colorado and a fellow of the Cooperative Institute for Research in Environmental Sciences, 7-29-2009, “The Folly of ‘Magical Solutions’,” http://e360.yale.edu/content/feature.msp?id=2175, accessed 7-28-2010

In contrast, policies focused on targets and timetables for emissions reductions avoid questions about the realism and costs of the steps actually needed to reduce emissions. As Stanford’s David Victor explains, “setting binding emission targets through treaties is wrongheaded because it ‘forces’ governments to do things they don’t know how to do. And that puts them in a box, from which they escape using accounting tricks (e.g., offsets) rather than real effort.” Until policies focus more directly on improving efficiency and decarbonizing supply, accounting tricks will dominate the policy response, just as occurred in budget policy.  Symbolism is of course both necessary and important in politics. But when symbolism becomes a substitute for meaningful actions, as shown by the dismissive responses to Japan’s emissions reductions proposal, then policy making runs the risk of becoming nothing more than an opportunity to bear witness to cherished values. For climate policy to actually succeed in reducing emissions, it must move beyond “magical solutions” to those that actually work. This means closing the large gap between aspirational goals and actual policy implementation. The global reaction to Japan’s climate policy proposals indicates that this implementation gap remains very large and unlikely to close any time soon. 

AT:  Disease Impact – APEC Solves
Japan not key other international organizations like APEC solve in the SQ 

Asian-Pacific Economic Cooperation, 2010  (“Regional Health Threats” http://www.apec.org/apec/apec_groups/som_committee_on_economic/working_groups/health/apec_information_on.html)
Avian influenza is a public health and economic problem of collective concern to the Asia Pacific community. There are already several important efforts underway to address this problem, within economies and in conjunction with international organizations.   The APEC Health Task Force convenes to discuss approaches so that APEC can contribute to the regional and global response. To address avian influenza, economies can share information, lessons, and advice to help facilitate more efficient and effective responses in currently affected economies. One of the major challenges, for example, is the safe and effective culling of poultry. Success stories from experienced economies are of special interest to all APEC Member Economies.  The APEC Meeting on Avian and Pandemic Influenza Preparedness and Response was held in Brisbane, Australia on October 31- November 1, 2005. Participants included APEC member economies, Laos, Cambodia, Myanmar, and related international organizations. The APEC Ministerial Meeting on Avian and Influenza Pandemics was held in Da Nang, Viet Nam on 4-6 May 2006 and the APEC Action Plan on the Prevention and Response to Avian and Influenza Pandemics was endorsed by Ministers.   On January 28, 2004, Agriculture and Health Ministers from affected countries, including several APEC Member Economies, issued a Joint Ministerial Statement on the Current Disease Situation. The United States has also just produced an Avian Influenza - Self Assessment Questionnaire for Officials.  Australia has released the Australia's Response to the Avian Influenza Outbreaks. It also contains several Australian websites on the avian influenza outbreaks.  The Hong Kong, China Department of Health has published a number of useful articles in its Public Health and Epidemiology Bulletin on the H5N1 influenza virus. 

Japan is a member of APEC, fyi

APEC 10, “Member Economies”, http://www.apec.org/apec/member_economies.html

APEC has 21 members. The word 'economies' is used to describe APEC members because the APEC cooperative process is predominantly concerned with trade and economic issues, with members engaging with one another as economic entities.  Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, Chile, People's Republic of China, Hong Kong, China, Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Peru, The Philippines, Russia, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, The United States, Viet Nam

AT:  Disease Impact – WHO Solves
Media notification solves for WHO early detection of epidemics

Dr. Margret Chan, M.D., Director-General of the World Health Organization, 4/14/2007, “Silent threats to our security” The Adviser, lexis
On the positive side, our world's electronic transparency has made it difficult for any country to hide an outbreak. News will always seep out and be picked up. Last year, media reports were the first alert to more than 52 per cent of the 197 outbreaks verified in just that year by the World Health Organization. In June of this year, the revised International Health Regulations will come into force. For the first time, WHO is authorized to act on media reports to request verification and offer collaboration to an affected country. If this offer is refused, WHO can alert the world to an emergency of international concern using information other than official government notifications. This is a significant step forward for our collective security.
AT:  Disease Impact – Japan Not Key
They can’t solve for enormous alt causes like population growth, zoonotic diseases, urbanization, environmental degradation and drug-resistant strains

Dr. Margret Chan, M.D., Director-General of the World Health Organization, 4/14/2007, “Silent threats to our security” The Adviser, lexis
Population growth also puts people in close proximity to domestic animals, creating evolutionary pressures and opportunities for pathogens to jump the species barrier. Of the emerging pathogens capable of infecting humans, around 75 per cent originated as diseases of animals. Urbanisation has encouraged insect vectors to adapt their breeding habits. They have learned how to thrive in urban litter and filth. Urban crowding under unsanitary conditions also creates ideal conditions for explosive epidemics of well-known diseases, such as yellow fever and dengue. Environmental degradation and changing weather patterns allow known diseases to flare up in unexpected places, at unexpected times, and with unprecedented numbers of cases. Intensive food production, including the use of antibiotics in animals, creates additional pressures on the microbial world, leading to mutations and adaptations, including drug resistance. In humans, our misuse of antimicrobials is causing mainstay drugs to fail much faster than the pace of development of replacement drugs. If this trend continues, we can begin to think of a world where mainstay antibiotics are no longer effective. And we must not forget: drug-resistant strains of viruses and bacteria also travel well internationally.
Japan not key – Bangladesh is a pressure cooker for emerging disease 

Parviez Hosseini, Senior Research Fellow BS, Applied Math and Biology, PhD, Biological Sciences, 2010, “Emerging Disease Hotspots” Wildlife Trust, http://www.wildlifetrust.org/health/2-emerging_disease_hotspots
As the leading cause of human fatalities worldwide, infectious diseases lead to the deaths of 13 million people per year. Additionally, over three-quarters of emerging infectious diseases (EIDs) are a result of zoonotic pathogens (i.e. originating from wild or domestic animals and spreading to humans). Wildlife Trust scientists are actively working in many countries to identify potential infectious disease threats through viral discovery. For example, Bangladesh is a veritable pressure cooker for disease emergence, with its vast array of biodiversity and its exceptionally high population growth rate.  Our focus includes diseases such as Chikungunya and Rift Valley fever — both mosquito-borne viruses. Chikungunya has had several periodic epidemics in Africa, India, and Southeast Asia.  As the virus strain mutates, the threat of an epidemic rises. Rift Valley fever is lethal in cattle and many virologists predict it will be the next major emerging disease to cause significant economic costs.

AT:  Disease Impact – No Impact
Technological advances mean diseases aren’t existential threats anymore

Jeffrey Taubenberger, M.D. PhD medical college of Virginia and virologist at the Department of Molecular Pathology at the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology, 12/11/2005, “Can We Stop the Next Killer Flu?” Washington Post, Lexis
And then the tide turned back. Drug-resistant bacteria began flourishing. HIV became pandemic. Scientists began talking of "emerging" diseases. They come from the rain forest, from the dark recesses of tropical caves, from foul duck ponds and fetid chicken coops. They take advantage of a world of abundant human and animal meat. It would appear from the unfolding concern over avian flu, and from recent outbreaks of panic over other pathogens -- SARS, for example -- that civilization is increasingly vulnerable to pandemics, and that the human face of the future will be covered with a mask. By overcrowding the planet, by ravaging our environment, by jetting promiscuously around the world with all manner of microbes in tow, by overprescribing antibiotics and helping breed superbugs, we've set ourselves up for a plague. That's the basic argument. But here's another possibility: That we're at a turning point in the war between people and germs. That we've learned, just in the past half-century or so, how to read the code of life. That we've developed techniques, just in the past two decades, to discern the complete genetic code of an organism. That, just in the last few years, we've started to figure out the innermost secrets of microbes and what turns some of them into pathogens. Jeffrey Gordon, who studies intestinal bacteria at Washington University in St. Louis, says: "We have the tools in the year 2005 to define the genetic evolution of a lot of these pathogens, particularly in the case of viruses like flu. It's a race between our society, our politics, our societal will and the viruses." No one knows how the race will turn out, but the advantage at the moment is not necessarily on the side of the microbes. We're on to their game. Or, to use a more appropriate metaphor, we're not a bunch of sitting ducks. 
Epidemics don’t cause extinction they eventually evolve into milder strains so they don’t kill their hosts

Jeffrey Taubenberger, M.D. PhD medical college of Virginia and virologist at the Department of Molecular Pathology at the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology, 12/11/2005, “Can We Stop the Next Killer Flu?” Washington Post, Lexis
We also don't know what would happen to the virulence -- the deadliness -- of the avian flu if it did become a human contagion. Contagiousness and virulence are often at cross-purposes. Ebola, a frightening filament-like virus that causes uncontrolled bleeding throughout the victim's body, burns so hot as a disease that it usually kills people before they have much of a chance to spread it. Emerging viruses that are initially highly lethal, such as avian flu in the human cases seen so far, often evolve toward lower virulence for their own survival. Even the merciless 1918 virus evolved into a milder strain. Jahrling, the virologist, says: "The equilibrium seems to be toward lower virulence, toward an accommodation with the host. It's not smart to kill your host." 

What does Jahrling think will happen in the case of avian flu? "We can't prognosticate evolution," he says. 

We can keep our eyes open. If, based on genetic flu research like Taubenberger's, scientists knew exactly which mutations were critical to the emergence of a pandemic strain of flu, and if health officials carefully monitored the strains evolving in the influenza hot spots of Southeast Asia, China and Indonesia, it might be possible to snuff out a dangerous strain before it could spread. 
AT:  Disease Impact – No Impact
Humanity does not face extinction from disease

Malcolm Gladwell, The New Republic, July 17 and 24, 1995, excerpted in Epidemics: Opposing Viewpoints, 1999, p. 31-32

Every infectious agent that has ever plagued humanity has had to adapt a specific strategy but every strategy carries a corresponding cost and this makes human counterattack possible. Malaria is vicious and deadly but it relies on mosquitoes to spread from one human to the next, which means that draining swamps and putting up mosquito netting can all hut halt endemic malaria. Smallpox is extraordinarily durable remaining infectious in the environment for years, but its very durability its essential rigidity is what makes it one of the easiest microbes to create a vaccine against. AIDS is almost invariably lethal because it attacks the body at its point of great vulnerability, that is, the immune system, but the fact that it targets blood cells is what makes it so relatively uninfectious. Viruses are not superhuman. I could go on, but the point is obvious. Any microbe capable of wiping us all out would have to be everything at once: as contagious as flue, as durable as the cold, as lethal as Ebola, as stealthy as HIV and so doggedly resistant to mutation that it would stay deadly over the course of a long epidemic. But viruses are not, well, superhuman. They cannot do everything at once. It is one of the ironies of the analysis of alarmists such as Preston that they are all too willing to point out the limitations of human beings, but they neglect to point out the limitations of microscopic life forms.

No impact – anything virulent enough to be a threat would destroy its host too quickly

Joshua Lederberg, professor of genetics at Stanford University School of Medicine, 1999, Epidemic The World of Infectious Disease, p. 13

The toll of the fourteenth-century plague, the "Black Death," was closer to one third. If the bugs' potential to develop adaptations that could kill us off were the whole story, we would not be here. However, with very rare exceptions, our microbial adversaries have a shared interest in our survival. Almost any pathogen comes to a dead end when we die; it first has to communicate itself to another host in order to survive. So historically, the really severe host- pathogen interactions have resulted in a wipeout of both host and pathogen. We humans are still here because, so far, the pathogens that have attacked us have willy-nilly had an interest in our survival. This is a very delicate balance, and it is easily disturbed, often in the wake of large-scale ecological upsets.

Viruses will never cause extinction

Don Brownlee, Department of Astronomy, UW, Seattle, Nature, International Weekly Journal of Science, 423, June 19, 2003, A walk to the gallows, http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v423/n6942/full/423803a.html
The threat of specifically designed killer viruses or diseases seems more credible, and new biological threats are sure to cause havoc in the future. But can even the most deadly designer bugs cause total human extinction? The nastiest viruses are usually not very successful because they kill their host before they can be transmitted. Life is actually pretty robust, the product of the tough taskmaster of evolution. Viruses have been attacking bacteria in the oceans for billions of years and, even though they outnumber their hosts by orders of magnitude, the viral attackers can never completely win.

AT:  Disease Impact – No Impact

There will he no pandemic: humans will adapt 

Malcolm Gladwell, The New Republic, July 17 and 24, 1995, excerpted in Epidemics: Opposing Viewpoints, 1999, p. 29

In Plagues and Peoples, which appeared in 1977. William MeNeill pointed out that…while man’s efforts to “remodel” his environment are sometimes a source of new disease. they are seldom a source of serious epidemic disease. Quite the opposite. As humans and new microorganisms interact, they begin to accommodate each other. Human populations slowly build up resistance to circulating infections. What were once virulent infections, such as syphilis become attenuated. Over time, diseases of adults, such as measles and chicken pox, become limited to children, whose immune systems are still naïve. 

Viral variations fail

Bernard Fields, M.D., Adele Lehman Professor and Chairman of the Department of Microbiology & Molecular Genetics at Harvard Medical School, “Emerging Viruses,” edited by Stephen S. Morse, 1993
I think the answer has to lie in the fact that there is an enormous difference in the selective pressures faced by a virus growing in the relatively undemanding environment of cell culture, which illustrates the capacity of a virus to change, and life in the real world, where the virus must survive in a specific environment and as well as within a host, providing the virus with a series of constraints and selective pressures (Tyler and Fields, 1991). When the virus enters a host, there are a series of sequential steps within the host, each of which places further constraints on the virus (Sharpe and Fields, 1985). Because of these constraints, at many points in the life cycle of the virus, much of the potential of the virus to change results in viruses that cannot survive since it will be missing critical properties. We are dealing with a constantly shifting interaction between the virus in the host and its own intrinsic capacity to change. The viral lifestyle thus places constraints and selective pressures on viral evolution. This lifestyle involves infecting host cells, then using the viral genetic information to direct cellular machinery to make viral products. Unlike other organisms, viruses reproduce themselves or make viral products only when a host cell can do this for them under the genetic control of the virus. Because of this, the host-virus interaction is key to many aspects of viral disease.

Virus fatality is determined by the host, not the microbe. Mutations won’t matter

Alison Jacobson, Department of Microbiology at the University of Cape Town, excerpts from “Emerging and Re-Emerging Viruses: An Essay,” 1995, www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/ed/ebolasho.html

These constraints on viral evolution are not surprising when one considers the selective pressures imposed by the host at each stage of the virus life cycle. Tissue tropism determinants, include site of entry, viral attachment proteins, host cell receptors, tissue- specific genetic elements (for example promoters), host cell enzymes (like proteinase), host transcription factors, and host resistance factors such as age, nutrition and immunity. Host factors contribute significantly: sequences such as hormonally responsive promoter elements and transcriptional regulatory factors can link viral expression to cell state. The interaction of virus and host is thus complex but highly ordered, and can be altered by changing a variety of conditions. Unlike bacterial virulence, which is largely mediated by bacterial toxins and virulence factors, viral virulence often depends on host factors, such as cellular enzymes that cleave key viral molecules. Because virulence is multigenic, defects in almost any viral gene may attenuate a virus. For example, some reassortments of avian influenza viruses are less virulent in primates than are either parental strain, indicating that virulence is multigenic (Treanor and Murphy 1990).
AT:  Disease Impact – No Impact
The media distorts disease statistics

Jeffrey Taubenberger, M.D. PhD medical college of Virginia and virologist at the Department of Molecular Pathology at the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology, 12/11/2005, “Can We Stop the Next Killer Flu?” Washington Post, Lexis
When digesting stories about avian flu, one should remember that the media love a good End Is Near tale. Doom is good for ratings. The most alarmist voices invariably will be the most quoted. One network stated in prime time that a billion people could die of this flu -- yes, billion with a "b." Some of the experts sounding the most dire alarms may be on a quest for funding. One expert told a group of congressional staffers this fall that when the pandemic strikes, "time will be described, for those left living, as before and after the pandemic." Except that wasn't true after the pandemics of 1957 and 1968, and it wasn't true even after 1918. The Spanish influenza was so overshadowed by World War I that historian Alfred Crosby wrote a book about it called America's Forgotten Pandemic. No doubt, the H5N1 strain (the H stands for hemagglutinin, the N for neuraminidase) is the most worrisome type of wild bird flu, because it has already shown that it can infect people and kill them. And each person it infects is a kind of petri dish for further mutation. If a person who already has a human flu is simultaneously infected with a bird flu, the two strains can "reassort" into a new flu that has the worst qualities of the original two. Or the bird and human viruses could reassort inside a pig. Researchers have heard tales of farmers feeding bird-flu-infected chickens to pigs. 
AT:  Terrorism Impact

Terrorists don’t want nukes

Heinz Kamp ‘96 (Karl- Head of the Foreign and Security Policy Section of the Konrad-Adenhauer Foundation, 
Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, p.30)

As plausible as it may seem that terrorists would consider the threat of nuclear destruction as the ultimate means of enforcing their demands, there has never been a genuine nuclear threat. Not a single instance has occurred in which a non-governmental group or individual has come anywhere close to obtaining a nuclear weapon-whether by theft or by the construction of a "homemade" device. Every past attempt at nuclear blackmail--most of which have occurred in the United States--has been a deception or a bluff, as have been the few nuclear threats that have occurred in Europe. How can we reconcile the frequent expressions of fear of nuclear terrorism with a history in which not a single incident has occurred? One explanation may lie in the fact that fears regarding nuclear terrorism are based on several assumptions that are accepted at face value. On closer examination, the truth of these assumptions seems less obvious. For instance, it is tacitly assumed that terrorists regard nuclear devices as desirable instruments in their political struggles--in other words, we assume that they want nuclear weapons. And we further assume that, if terrorist groups want nuclear weapons, they are in a position to get them, either by producing the weapons themselves or by obtaining them illegally from others. In other words, we assume that they both want and can possess nuclear weapons. Another assumption taken at face value is that radical or extreme states (certain states in the Near and Middle East in particular) would willingly help terrorist groups to attain nuclear weapons. Add to this the assumption that the destabilization of the former Soviet Union, which has led to increased smuggling activities including the sale or smuggling of assorted nuclear materials, means that weapon-grade fissile materials are available on the, black market. If all these assumptions were true, we would have to ask why terrorists do not possess nuclear explosive devices today. What terrorists want. The historical record shows that most nuclear threats have been made by mentally disturbed people, with an occasional bluff by a criminal. Up to now, terrorists have apparently not seriously attempted to seize nuclear weapons. This seems somewhat surprising because the nuclear threat--idle or not--still makes its appearance in international politics. Recent threats include those by Russian nationalist Vladimir Zhirinovsky and the leader of the Bosnian Serbs, Radovan Karadzie, both of whom have threatened to use nuclear weapons against "the West." Terrorists are willing to use violence--and are indifferent to the possibility that their acts can make victims of innocent bystanders. In fact, the more victims of a terrorist's action, the more likely it is that it will capture the world's headlines. Yet a review of the world's terrorist incidents shows that those with a high death toll--like the detonation of a bomb on a Pan Am jumbo jet over Lockerbie, Sscotland, in 1988, and the explosio.ns. at the World Trade Center in New York and the federal office building in Oklahoma City--are relatively rare. The majority of the world's terrorist incidents result in few or no casualties. And grisly as the worst incidents have been, no terrorist acts have been committed on a scale of truly indiscriminate mass murder--which, given the vulnerability of modern industrial societies, terrorists could achieve or try to achieve without nuclear weapons. (The poisoning of a big-city water supply with chemical agents is often cited as a potential terrorist act of such magnitude.Why hasn't such an incident occurred? One explanation is that the terrorists' main objective is to attract as much attention as possible, not to create as many victims as possible. As Brian Jenkins noted in the Autumn 1985 issue of Orbis, "Terrorists want a lot of people watching, not a lot of people dead." In addition, any mass murder that claimed the lives of those in whose interests the terrorists claim to act, or with whom solidarity is allegedly sought, would inevitably lead to an estrangement between the terrorists and their sympathizers. (This factor is most likely to restrain organizations like the German Red Anny Faction or Italy's Red Brigades, who fight against alleged grievances at home and rely on active or passive support from sympathizers in the domestic population.
Can’t steal or build them

Sterngold ’04 (James,- “Assessing the Risk of Nuclear Terrorism,” San Francisco Chronicle)
Michael May, a former director of the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, where U.S. nuclear weapons are designed, and now a professor emeritus at the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford, said the technological hurdles to a terrorist bomb remain, realistically, quite high. He discounted the possibility terrorists could make use of a stolen warhead because of all the sophisticated security devices built into them. He also said it would be all but impossible for a non-state terrorist group to develop the capability of making its own weapons-grade uranium, because of the industrial infrastructure required.

***DPJ/Relations CPs***

1NC Japan FTA CP

The United States federal government should ratify a free-trade agreement with the government of Japan.

Solves – is key to the Japanese economy and provides uniqueness to our deterrence DA – US action gets Japan on board
Colucci, Professor of Politics and Government 8
Lamont, PhD, former diplomat with the U.S. Department of State, is an assistant professor of politics and Government at Ripon College, COLUCCI: U.S. and Japan Free Trade Agreement, Washington Times
In light of the media obsession with the economic downturn, the war in Iraq and the flavor of the month, we often forget that the stability of the international system is determined on longstanding relationships and strategic planning. One way we can address this economic crisis is to use this opportunity to push for a U.S./Japan Free Trade Agreement (FTA) - lost in an election dominated by domestic economics was any real discussion of trade and its interdependence with diplomacy.  President-elect Barack Obama can explode the fear among world leaders that he is a closet protectionist by making his flagship foray into international trade waters the U.S./Japan FTA. He can further reassure a critical ally that the United States is ever more committed to the U.S./Japan military and political alliance by demonstrating leadership in this area of economic diplomacy. No country has been more open to American culture and soft power outside of Europe and Canada than Japan (perhaps more so). America has 11 FTAs with 17 countries (two of them Pacific Rim countries, Australia and Singapore) and a recently negotiated agreement with South Korea. Japan has pursued most of her FTAs with Asian countries, but the recently negotiated agreement between the U.S. and South Korea sent a jolt throughout Japan similar to the shock they received over NAFTA.  These fears cut to the heart of Japanese trepidation, especially regarding the United States and isolationism, neglect and abandonment. If Japan wishes to avoid this, and in particular if she wants to compete with China for political and economic influence, she will encourage the creation of "Amerippon." Her most difficult constraints are her xenophobic agricultural lobby, lack of consistency from government ministries, and a deficiency of transparency. The U.S. can only commit to an FTA if it is comprehensive. However, it will take political leadership in Washington for the Japanese to create the political will to overcome their obstacles. The incoming Obama administration can make this a top priority, especially in light of the world economic crisis. Studies indicate that the current trade between the U.S. and Japan of $200 billion would be exponentially enhanced. If 10 percent of the service sectors were liberalized, Japan would gain $130 billion and the U.S. $150 billion. If 30 percent were liberalized, the total enhancement would be $350 billion.
1NC Japan FTA CP
Japanese economic growth and interdependence with the US are key to Kan success

Panda, Senior Fellow @ Institute for Defence Studies, 7-9
Rajaram, Senior Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, Eurasia Review, http://www.eurasiareview.com/201006092885/foreign-policy-and-domestic-challenges-before-kan-naoto.html

As regards relations with China, Kan recognizes the importance of economic interdependence between the two countries. At the same time, Japan is aware of the tensions in the East China Sea, where the Chinese Navy and the Japanese Self Defence Forces look at each other with suspicious eyes. Some China watchers in Japan, including Asai, however, do not see China as a threat and blame the media for “overreacting”. Far from seeing China as a threat, Japan seems to be more concerned by the world perception of itself as an “economic dwarf” and a “political pigmy” vis-à-vis China, as a China analyst recently described to the author about Japan’s present status in the world. The immediate task before Kan, however, is to restructure the country’s economy and finances. Strengthening the country’s social welfare system is yet another priority. The stigma of the DPJ following the political fund scandal involving Hatoyama and Ozawa Ichiro (who too resigned as DPJ’s secretary general) also must be removed and the party’s image as a clean party must be reconstructed.7 During Ozawa’s tenure as secretary general, there was a lack of transparency on discussions on policy matters and this aberration needs to be corrected. While addressing issues that remained unaccomplished during Hatoyama, Kan has to present a convincing vision of Japan’s future to the people if he aims to restore the public trust. Kan faces a moribund economy and a snowballing government debt. His immediate task would be fiscal reconstruction and plug holes that have led to debts increasing endlessly, amounting to some 180 per cent of the gross domestic product. Hiking the consumption tax is one option but can prove risky. Even the popular Koizumi was tempted for a while but refrained from this step due to fear of a public backlash. Kan is likely to unveil in late June a national economic growth strategy and fiscal discipline aimed at stimulating demand. As the deputy prime minister, Kan had declared in November 2009 that Japan was in a state of deflation for which liquidity crunch was the main reason since Japanese people and companies have a great propensity to save money instead of purchasing and investing. Being an advocate of a weaker yen, he has pressured the Bank of Japan to adopt more aggressive monetary policies so that the pressure on the business community is eased somewhat. Though foreign affairs are important, getting the economy back on track would be Kan’s top most priority. With an image of a fiscal conservative, he is in favour of raising Japan’s 5 per cent sales tax. Economists say that this is vital to raise funds needed for meeting the huge social welfare costs of a greying society. In particular, if Kan pursues his fiscal policies aimed at keeping the yen weak, one can expect buoyancy in the stock market in the coming months. A weaker currency will help the Nikkei to inch closer to the 10,000-mark. If Kan can make that happen, one can expect the Japanese economy to rebound slowly. 
Japan FTA Good – DPJ Cred
US-Japan free trade agreement is key to the rest of the DPJ agenda

Harris, PhD Student @ MIT, 9
Tobias, August, The DPJ will bring the ships home — and open Japan’s economy to the US?, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/03/the-dpj-will-bring-the-ships-home-and-open-japans-economy-to-the-us/

It appears that the Obama administration may be both a blessing and curse for the DPJ. In the Obama administration the DPJ faces a US administration that has more often than not showed itself to be not particularly alarmed by the possibility of a DPJ victory and interested in a more ‘hands-off’ approach to Japan than the Bush administration’s. At the same time, however, the DPJ has had to abandon the rhetoric on the alliance it used when George Bush was still president. With Bush the DPJ could have run a campaign like Gerhard Schröder’s in 2002 and done quite well. Not so with Obama. If the DPJ wins, I am convinced that the mere existence of the Obama administration will pressure the DPJ to be more constructive in the US-Japan relationship. Treating the Japanese government with respect and dignity — as the equal partner that the DPJ wants Japan to be, whatever the reality of the underlying power dynamics — seems to take gaiatsu in a whole new direction.  It is in this context that I find the DPJ’s call for negotiations of a US-Japan FTA of considerable interest (discussed here). If the DPJ is serious about this proposal — serious to the point of actually making it a priority and expending political capital on it — it would give some substance to the DPJ’s desire to focus on the non-security aspects of the relationship while contributing to the structural transformation of the Japanese economy and weakening the power of the bureaucracy. Naturally the fight over a US-Japan FTA would be brutal, especially in agricultural policy. In that sense, this proposal must be viewed in tandem with the party’s proposal for direct income support for farmers. As Ozawa Ichiro has argued, trade liberalization and direct income support should go hand in hand, supporting farmers as Japan liberalizes its markets. For the same reason the agriculture lobby responded vociferously to the DPJ’s manifesto (documented by Nakagawa Hidenao here). But not just the agriculture lobby: the LDP went on the offensive against the idea of a US-Japan FTA, issuing a statement that detailed the dire consequences of agriculture trade liberalization with the US.
Japan will get on board – KORUS negotiations will increase pressure to be involved in Asian liberalization

HKTDC 7
Korea FTA Seen as Increasing Possibility of FTA between U.S., Japan, Online
On 1 April, the U.S. and South Korea reached agreement on a bi-lateral FTA that is expected to create substantial economic opportunities for both countries. If approved by Congress, this deal will become the most commercially significant FTA for the U.S. since the North American Free Trade Agreement, which entered into force more than a decade ago. The text of the Korea agreement has not yet been released but a USTR fact sheet asserts that nearly 95 percent of bi-lateral trade in consumer and industrial goods will become duty-free within three years of the agreement's entry into force.  Perhaps as important as the specific trade liberalization commitments in the Korea FTA is the fact that it is the second agreement of its kind between the U.S. and an Asian country, following the FTA with Singapore that took effect in 2004. It is therefore seen as increasing the possibility of similar deals with other countries in the region. For example, the U.S. is already looking to strengthen its relationship with the Association of South East Asian Nations and may even consider an FTA with Japan. In a 4 May speech to the Asia Society, U.S. Ambassador to Japan J. Thomas Schieffer suggested than an FTA may be possible if the stumbling block of agriculture can be overcome. "If the Japanese people want to do a free trade agreement with the United States, the United States would welcome that opportunity, but ¡K only under the circumstances that all sectors of the economy are up for negotiation, including agriculture," Schieffer said.
More evidence

HKTDC 7
Korea FTA Seen as Increasing Possibility of FTA between U.S., Japan, Online
These developments have improved the prospects for a potential U.S.-Japan FTA, but perhaps nothing has pushed the idea forward as much as the successful conclusion of the FTA between the U.S. and South Korea. For one thing, Japan does not want to lose ground in the lucrative U.S. market to one of its chief economic competitors. For another, the fact that another Asian economy with its own highly influential agricultural sector was able to finalize a deal with the U.S., which puts a strong emphasis on eliminating as many barriers as possible through its FTAs, illustrates that reaching an agreement acceptable to Japan is not out of the realm of possibility.
Japan FTA Good – DPJ Cred
US/Japan FTA is on the DPJ’s agenda 

Red Pepper “Make or break for the Japan’s left” June 22, 2010 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.redpepper.org.uk/Make-or-break-for-the-Japan-s-left
The DPJ’s economic priority was – and is - to negotiate a Free Trade Agreement (FTA) with the US. But Washington already has the Korea-US FTA, agreed back in June 2007, mouldering on the hill as the perceived threat to the US automotive industry makes early progress extremely unlikely. A US-Japan FTA would require much heavy lifting by the president that in the current climate he may not be capable of, but certainly without a compliant Japan he would not even attempt.

Kan has to be confident and strait forward with his agenda for the DPJ to win—the cp reveres a flip flop which does just that 

The Economist “A bad night for the DPJ” July 12, 2010 accessed July 22, 2010  http://www.economist.com/blogs/banyan/2010/07/japans_upper-house_election_results
For the economy more broadly, the election is maddeningly hard to read. Both the DPJ and the LDP supported a rise in the consumption tax, but the LDP appeared not to be punished for it. Your Party opposes a rise in the tax, but that did not seem to hurt it. The populist People’s New Party, which had tried desperately to reverse the privatisation of the postal system as a coalition partner of the DPJ, won no seats. Some women candidates close to Junichiro Koizumi, a reformist vilified by all parties in last summer’s general election (and father to Shinjiro), all won.  Probably the most important message is that voters want leaders who know what they are doing. Sadly, such leaders seem to be in short supply. Mr Kan appears to have been as muddled over his pledge to discuss a rise in the consumption tax as was his predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, over moving the Futenma airbase in Okinawa—which helped force his resignation last month. Mr Kan’s popularity early on was boosted when he sought to distance himself from Ichiro Ozawa, the éminence grise in the DPJ. But then he let Mr Ozawa snipe at him from the campaign sidelines.  So Mr Kan may now face a bitter DPJ leadership contest in September. However much he likes to cast himself as a man of the people, the new prime minister may be thinking of his own survival in the next few months as much as the country’s future. For how much longer can this directionless country afford such distractions? 
Lack of FTA is killing the DPJ—they look like flip flops now which is causing them to be bashed by the media and disliked—the cp sets things strait 

Shinya Ajima staff writer Prospects elusive for Japan-U.S. FTA Oct, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.japantoday.com/category/commentary/view/prospects-elusive-for-japan-us-fta
Japanese media have lashed out at a Democratic Party of Japan flip-flop over its yearning for a Japan-U.S. free trade agreement, with some critical that the largest opposition party, widely seen as certain to win the upcoming general election, tends to waver on its policy pledges.      But experts say that despite the extent of the party’s aspirations, a free trade accord between the world’s largest and second-largest economies will never come easily, given not only farmers’ protests but also the ‘‘regional structure’’ in the Asia-Pacific area.      The DPJ had said Japan would conclude such an FTA as part of its efforts to ‘‘establish equal relations of mutual trust’’ with the United States if the party takes power, beating Prime Minister Taro Aso’s Liberal Democratic Party in the House of Representatives election scheduled for Aug 30.      But last week, it suddenly played down some parts of its campaign platform, saying a government under the DPJ would only ‘‘promote’’ the efforts to conclude the bilateral agreement among trade deals with other countries. 
Japan FTA Good – DPJ Cred

Kan has no clear plan to fix the economy now and voters are turning against him for his current polices—the CP gives him a new clear agenda item that helps the  economy which will help him win 

Yoko Kubota and Linda Sieg  staff writers “Ruling DPJ faces election setback in Japan”  July 9, 2010 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.newsdaily.com/stories/tre66809n-us-japan-election//Donnie
Flagging support for the Democrats, who swept to power last year promising change, had jumped after Kan -- Japan's fifth leader in three years -- replaced his indecisive predecessor last month.  But ratings slipped after Kan floated the typically taboo topic of raising the sales tax and seemingly failed to persuade voters he had a clear plan for fixing Japan's economic woes.  "Kan has failed to get voters' minds off what a mess the DPJ has made of being in power," said Columbia University professor Gerry Curtis. "They won't be able to get anything done. It will be political maneuvering for months to come."  The DPJ, which ousted its long-dominant rival last year with promises to cut waste and focus spending on consumers, will almost certainly run the government however many seats it wins on Sunday, because it controls the powerful lower house.  The party needs a majority in the upper chamber to avoid policy deadlock and begin taking steps to reduce a public debt already about twice the size of the nearly $5 trillion economy, the worst among advanced countries.  Surveys by the Nikkei, Yomiuri and Asahi newspapers showed the DPJ would likely win around 50 or even fewer of the 121 seats up for grabs in the 242-member chamber -- well short of Kan's target, and a drop from its current 54 seats.  That would deprive the DPJ and its tiny coalition partner, the pro-spending People's New Party, of a majority in the upper house. The Democrats would be forced to seek new allies, hampering the government's ability to forge ahead with the fiscal reform that Kan has put at the heart of his campaign.  The DPJ's current coalition partner opposes raising the 5 percent sales tax any time soon, as do some potential allies. Other opposition parties agree a rise is inevitable but would probably be reluctant to help out the rival DPJ, which has not yet mapped out any detailed tax reform proposals.  PM VULNERABLE TO CHALLENGE  Kan, who has said that any sales tax hike would take at least two to three years to implement, told reporters there may be misunderstanding among voters that the tax would rise right away.  "I made a proposal to start non-partisan debate on not just the sales tax but on other taxes too so we can avoid default, but voters may have read too much into it," he was quoted by Kyodo news agency as saying while campaigning in northern Japan.  A showing of fewer than 50 seats would leave Kan vulnerable to a challenge from powerbroker Ichiro Ozawa -- a critic of his sales tax proposal -- ahead of a September party leadership vote.  "If they go below 50, the mass media and Ozawa will make a fuss," said independent analyst Hirotaka Futatsuki.  But few expect Kan, a 63-year-old former grassroots activist, to quit without a fight, and Kyodo news agency quoted Democratic Party Secretary-General Yukio Edano as saying the premier would stay on regardless of the poll outcome.  The Japanese government bond market had rallied last week in part on fiscal reform hopes. The rally has since fizzled on expectations the DPJ could fall well short of its election goal, although many expect that debate on a possible sales tax rise will persist now that Kan has raised the long taboo topic.  If the ruling party fails to reach its target, yields would likely rise, said Shinji Nomura, chief fixed-income strategist at Nikko Cordial Securities.  The Asahi newspaper said the DPJ could win fewer than 50 seats, but gave a range of 42 to 57, reflecting close races in many districts and a hefty chunk of voters still undecided.  "I had a lot of hopes for Kan, but the way he brought up the sales tax idea was really bad," said Toshimitsu Kinjo, 54, who works at small publishing firm and has yet to make up his mind.  "As they keep saying in the media, there are other things that should be done first," added Kinjo, who said he had voted for the DPJ last year but was now undecided. "Kan is a more practical politician than Hatoyama and I thought he could run the government well, but then he came up with the sales tax talk." 
Japan FTA Good – AT:  Hurts DPJ Agenda
The cp would be spun as necessary—it wouldn’t hurt the agenda  

Aurelia George Mulgan The DPJ: Sacrificing the economy to ’save’ agriculture Aug.. 14, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/14/the-dpj-sacrificing-the-economy-to-save-agriculture//Donnie

Having backtracked on its initial FTA commitment, the DPJ is now copping criticism from the other end of the economic spectrum. Japanese economist and Professor at Jobu University, Nobuo Ikeda in Newsweek Japan, weighed in, arguing that the impact of the DPJ’s policy switch is that the party is destroying the Japanese economy in order to protect Japanese agriculture. As we know, promoting FTAs is directly linked to the DPJ’s proposal for a direct income compensation scheme. If farm incomes decline, they could be compensated. Although the scheme was criticised as typical baramaki (indiscriminately throwing money at voters or simple old-fashioned pork-barrelling), the DPJ could defend it by arguing that it was a necessary step in the process of liberalising agricultural trade through FTAs. According to Ikeda, the change in DPJ policy removed the only ‘merit’ of DPJ agricultural policy and converted it into baramaki pure and simple.
Japan FTA Good – Laundry List
FTA with Japan is key to economic growth, the ag industry, soft power, and counterbalancing china—they want to do it 

Raymond J. Ahearn Specialist in International Trade and Finance Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade “Japan’s Free Trade Agreement Program” August 22, 2005 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.nationalaglawcenter.org/assets/crs/RL33044.pdf //Donnie 

 Japan’s FTA program has been motivated by a combination of economic and political objectives. The most important entail avoidance of becoming isolated as other major trading countries actively pursue FTAs, energizing domestic economic activity, and promoting Japanese influence in Asia.7 Japan’s concern about the possible emergence of economic blocs in the Americas and in Europe goes back to the early 1990s. In 1994 the United States entered into the North America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and announced plans to create a Free Trade Area of the Americas. Europe at the same time was busy entering into preferential trade agreements and subsequently has come to conduct trade relations on a multilateral or non-discriminatory basis with only a handful of trading partners, including Japan and the United States. In 1999 the collapse of multilateral trade negotiations at the WTO Ministerial in Seattle shook Japanese confidence in the future of multilateralism. China’s decision in 2001 to negotiate an FTA with ASEAN countries was also a seminal event, providing more ammunition for those in Japan that were advocating a change of policy course. The case for developing an FTA program was also driven by Asian economic trends and opportunities. METI officials see East Asia as the fastest growing region in the world and a region that is increasingly vital to Japan’s economic future.8 FTAs and EPAs are viewed as one way to deepen economic ties with East Asia and facilitate a new division of labor and production sharing. The experience of the European Union has demonstrated that, as institutional integration develops, so too does intra-regional division of labor that leads to a more effective production network and to more efficient industrial structures. As a result, METI maintains that both individual parties to an FTA, as well as the region as a whole, can enjoy more robust economic growth powered by an expansion of exports and imports. Reform-minded METI officials also hope that an aggressive FTA-EPA program will serve as a force for promoting domestic agricultural reforms. By entering into negotiations with trading partners that continue to demand liberalization of Japan’s protected agricultural sector, it is hoped that domestic support for programs that might aid farmers transition to a less protected environment would be proposed and implemented. Finally, many decision makers see FTAs providing Japan with varied political and diplomatic advantages. These range from increasing Japan’s bargaining power in WTO negotiations to helping Japan better compete with China for influence in Asia. Under the view that FTAs symbolize special relationships based on political trust, Japan hopes to bolster its diplomatic influence on a range of political and security issues.9 
Japan FTA Good – Japanese Soft Power
US/Japan FTA causes modernization of ag which is key to the economy and it increases Japans soft power 

Raymond J. Ahearn Specialist in International Trade and Finance Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade “Japan’s Free Trade Agreement Program” August 22, 2005 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.nationalaglawcenter.org/assets/crs/RL33044.pdf //Donnie 

Japan’s FTA program, assuming the current defensive course persists, may have varied effects on U.S. interests. On the one hand, it is likely to provide a positive, yet small, boost to increasing Japan’s role in the economics and political economy of East Asia. It is also likely to be favorable to bilateral trade ties as other Asian trading partners, instead of the United States, pressure Japan to open its agricultural market further. In the absence of a Japan-U.S. FTA as a realistic option, other forms of comprehensive engagement may be considered. On the other hand, lack of a meaningful agricultural reform program bodes poorly for positive support from Japan in the agricultural negotiations of the Doha Round. There are also concerns that a defensive and weak FTA program pursued by Japan could allow China to play a more dominant role in the Asian economy — perhaps even creating an exclusionary Asian trading bloc. 
Japan FTA Good – Chinese Heg
Japan needs to ratify a FTA to keep up with china economically and leadership wise—this is crucial to counterbalancing Chinese hegemony 

Raymond J. Ahearn Specialist in International Trade and Finance Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade “Japan’s Free Trade Agreement Program” August 22, 2005 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.nationalaglawcenter.org/assets/crs/RL33044.pdf //Donnie 

More than a decade ago, there was concern in the United States that Japan was an economic threat because its economy was too strong. Subsequently, U.S. policymakers have come to believe that Japan is more of a problem when its economy is weak. A lackluster growth position in Japan not only affects U.S.-Japan trade and financial ties adversely, but also undermines growth of the East Asian economy. Moreover, an economically strong Japan is needed to serve as a counterweight to a rising China.38 Despite regaining a good deal of financial stability in recent years, Japan’s economy remains weak. With growth projections of no more than 1.3%-1.6% over the next five years, Japan will not be in a position to play much of a locomotive role either for the United States or the region. This assessment is not likely to be altered by the estimated weak impact of Japan’s FTA program on growth. Lagging China in FTAs with Asian countries, as well in other trade and investment linkages, Japan currently cannot be said to be moving rapidly to establish itself as a credible counterweight to a rising China.39 
Japan FTA Good – US Heg/Presence

Absent an FTA with Japan they turn to china—this leads to a regional trade bloc and shuns the US from the region 

Raymond J. Ahearn Specialist in International Trade and Finance Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade “Japan’s Free Trade Agreement Program” August 22, 2005 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.nationalaglawcenter.org/assets/crs/RL33044.pdf //Donnie 

China has been much more aggressive than either Japan or the United States in negotiating FTAs. Beijing has concluded a partial FTA with ASEAN ahead of Japan and South Korea.42 China has also opened its tropical farm products to Thailand in a partial FTA, and has also agreed to start FTA negotiations with Singapore, Australia, and New Zealand. Moreover, China’s long-term goal may be to form the center of an East Asian trade bloc.43 Given that the United States has a limited FTA agenda with Asian countries (FTAs in place with Singapore and Australia and talks contemplated with only South Korea), an East Asian trade bloc could have the potential for substantial discrimination against U.S. exports. In addition, such a bloc could have adverse effects on U.S. influence in the region.44 Also worrisome is the possibility of a Japan-China FTA. Much of Japan’s private sector reportedly is enthusiastic about such a deal.45 A Japanese government sponsored study found that a China FTA could boost Japan’s GDP by 0.5%, the most among any potential partner country or region.46 While many big obstacles stand in the way of a Japan-China FTA, the possibility should give pause to U.S. policymakers. Some observers opine that the United States would actively work to deter Japan from entering into an FTA with China.47 At the same time, China’s aggressive FTA program is said to being used by Tokyo’s opposing FTA negotiators for negotiating advantage. Trade negotiators representing ASEAN, for example, reportedly have played this “China card” by telling Japan that China is more forthcoming and willing to negotiate an FTA than Japan.48 Presumably, this kind of gamesmanship could nudge Japan to take more aggressive and trade liberalizing FTA positions. How this confluence of FTA developments in Asia ultimately impacts U.S. interests is uncertain. What seems clear, however, is the need for U.S. policymakers to give appropriate attention to how U.S. trade policies can best affect trends in the region to evolve in a direction favorable to U.S. interests. 
Japan FTA Good – US-Japan Alliance
An FTA is key to the US/Japan alliance 

William H. Cooper Specialist in International Trade and Finance Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division “U.S.-Japan Economic Relations: Significance, Prospects, and Policy Options” July 9, 2007 accessed July 25, 2010 http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL32649.pdf//Donnie
 A third option would be for the United States and Japan to form a comprehensive bilateral free trade agreement (FTA). This option might prove attractive because tariffs and other customs restrictions on U.S.-Japan bilateral trade are already low or non-existent, providing a foundation on which to build an FTA. In addition, proponents would argue that the two countries could construct the FTA to cover policies and practices that are critical to the relationship. For example, the FTAs that the United States has concluded recently go beyond trade in goods and address services, foreign investment, and intellectual property rights. A U.S.-Japan FTA would fit into current Japanese and U.S. trade strategies to use FTAs to strengthen economic ties with Asian partners. 
FTA assures Japan we are committed—it solves the alliance while promoting democracy and boosting the world economy  

Dr. Lamont Colucci, a former diplomat with the U.S. Department of State, is an assistant professor of politics and Government at Ripon College. “COLUCCI: U.S. and Japan Free Trade Agreement” Dec. 31, 2008 accessed July 25, 2010 http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2008/dec/31/us-and-japan-free-trade-agreement/Donnie.
In light of the media obsession with the economic downturn, the war in Iraq and the flavor of the month, we often forget that the stability of the international system is determined on longstanding relationships and strategic planning. One way we can address this economic crisis is to use this opportunity to push for a U.S./Japan Free Trade Agreement (FTA) - lost in an election dominated by domestic economics was any real discussion of trade and its interdependence with diplomacy.  President-elect Barack Obama can explode the fear among world leaders that he is a closet protectionist by making his flagship foray into international trade waters the U.S./Japan FTA. He can further reassure a critical ally that the United States is ever more committed to the U.S./Japan military and political alliance by demonstrating leadership in this area of economic diplomacy. No country has been more open to American culture and soft power outside of Europe and Canada than Japan (perhaps more so). America has 11 FTAs with 17 countries (two of them Pacific Rim countries, Australia and Singapore) and a recently negotiated agreement with South Korea. Japan has pursued most of her FTAs with Asian countries, but the recently negotiated agreement between the U.S. and South Korea sent a jolt throughout Japan similar to the shock they received over NAFTA. These fears cut to the heart of Japanese trepidation, especially regarding the United States and isolationism, neglect and abandonment. If Japan wishes to avoid this, and in particular if she wants to compete with China for political and economic influence, she will encourage the creation of "Amerippon." Her most difficult constraints are her xenophobic agricultural lobby, lack of consistency from government ministries, and a deficiency of transparency. The U.S. can only commit to an FTA if it is comprehensive. However, it will take political leadership in Washington for the Japanese to create the political will to overcome their obstacles. The incoming Obama administration can make this a top priority, especially in light of the world economic crisis. Studies indicate that the current trade between the U.S. and Japan of $200 billion would be exponentially enhanced. If 10 percent of the service sectors were liberalized, Japan would gain $130 billion and the U.S. $150 billion. If 30 percent were liberalized, the total enhancement would be $350 billion.  This kind of agreement is real diplomacy with a real ally. It bolsters the Mutual Security system, cross-cultural relations, and widens the door for military, political, and technological cooperation and partnership. One cannot divorce political from economic diplomacy, and the majority of advocates for the FTA ignore these other factors.  If the United States wishes to combat the rise of an aggressive China and a renewed expansionist Russia, a solidification of the partnership with Japan is an absolute necessity. There are national security issues at stake here, not merely economic ones. Further, if the U.S. wishes to truly pursue the creation of a League of Democracies, what better springboard to do this from than a series of free trade agreements with our democratic allies. The liberalization of trade is a fundamental of the free market system, making it a bedrock of political democracy.  The Free Trade Agreement with Japan can serve our economic, military, diplomatic and core values in one fell swoop. The new administration's push for "Amerippon" can demonstrate the kind of foreign policy dynamism this president will sorely need.  
Japan FTA Good – Japan Says Yes

Japan wants to sign a FTA—they want to keep pace with South Korea 

Hisane Masaki is a Tokyo-based journalist, commentator and scholar on international politics and economy “ A dry run for a Japan-US FTA” 4/30/07 accessed July 25, 2010 http://www.worldsecuritynetwork.com/showArticle3.cfm?article_id=14314//Donnie

The signing of the US-South Korea FTA has fueled calls from Japanese business leaders for a similar pact between Japan and the United States, the world's two largest economies. There are concerns that as a result of the US-Korea deal, Japanese exporters of some products, especially electronics, might lose out to their Korean rivals, who face zero or lower import tariffs, in the US market.   Mexico and its two northern neighbors, the US and Canada, are members of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), which took effect in 1994. But small and medium-sized Japanese companies that cannot afford to avoid tariffs by setting up shop in North America could suffer most. For now, the best way for them to do business might be to set up shop in South Korea and then export to the US to take advantage of the US-Korea FTA, some analysts say.   Fujio Mitarai, chairman of the Japan Business Federation (Keidanren), Japan's most powerful business lobby, said that the US-South Korea FTA made Japan realize once again that the world has 'rushed into competition to form a network of bilateral accords. Japan cannot be allowed to fall behind,' said Mitarai, who is also Canon Inc chairman. 
Japan FTA Good – AT:  Japanese Ag DA
Saving ag in the face of FTA is stupid—it collapses the Japanese economy 

Aurelia George Mulgan The DPJ: Sacrificing the economy to ’save’ agriculture Aug.. 14, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/14/the-dpj-sacrificing-the-economy-to-save-agriculture//Donnie

 What is concerning for economists like Ikeda and others in Japan is that, after 41 years as the No. 2 economy in the world, Japan is about to be overtaken by China in terms of GDP size. This would further highlight the decline in Japan’s relative position as an economic powerhouse. Ikeda points out that the world economy (and some would argue, not only the world economy) is now entering an era of US-China hegemony. Some might call this an emergent ‘bigemony’, a position in the ‘new world order’ that Japan once aspired to achieve alongside the United States. Japan is now increasingly concerned about the G-2 (the United States and China) becoming the principal axis of strategic and economic cooperation in the Asia Pacific. Ikeda predicts that it won’t be long before even a US-China FTA is concluded. When the only survival strategy for Japan is to reinforce its export industries, which are the engines of the Japanese economy, the DPJ’s policy switch is now promising to sacrifice the whole economy in order to save agriculture.

Their cards are just LDP fear mongering  

Aurelia George Mulgan The DPJ: Sacrificing the economy to ’save’ agriculture Aug.. 14, 2009 accessed July 22, 2010 http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/14/the-dpj-sacrificing-the-economy-to-save-agriculture//Donnie

Several LDP agricultural policy tribe (norin zoku) Diet members such as Yoshio Yatsu, Chairman of the LDP’s Comprehensive Agricultural Policy Investigation Committee and Koichi Kato, the LDP’s highest adviser, also weighed in, holding a press conference at LDP headquarters saying that an FTA with the United States would lead to the destruction of Japanese agricultural industry. This kind of scare-mongering is only to be expected from the LDP given its experience in the 2007 Upper House elections when the DPJ’s direct income compensation scheme for all commercial farm households proved to be such a vote winner in rural prefectural seats, and their fears that the same scenario might play out again in the forthcoming election. The irony is that single-member districts in Japan’s rural areas will prove a much bigger hurdle for the DPJ than Upper House prefectural constituencies, where the personal vote is much lower and policy appeals exert a much stronger pull on voters.
1NC US-Japan Relations CP

The United States federal government should create an alliance task force on specific issues and create supporting civil society networks.   The United States Federal Government should start a public diplomacy effort in Okinawa explaining the purpose of American basing and addressing public concerns.  This diplomacy effort should include foreign investment, education aid and infrastructural collaboration.

Solves without reducing presence

Denmark and Kliman, both fellows @ CNAS, 10
Abraham and Daniel, June, Cornerstone: A Future Agenda for the U.S.-Japan Alliance, CNAS, Scholar
To strengthen the alliance, mechanisms for manag- ing the alliance must be updated to reflect political and strategic realities. A handful of bureaucrats in Tokyo, plus a few politicians from the long- dominant Liberal Democratic Party, once served as the primary Japanese interlocutors for this vital alliance. The advent of a DPJ administration has shattered this cozy arrangement. Furthermore, the so-called “two-plus-two,” a conclave where the U.S. Secretaries of Defense and State along with their Japanese counterparts meet to chart the future of the alliance, reflects a bygone era. Many of the security challenges the alliance now confronts require cooperation across a broader spectrum of government agencies such as the United States Agency for International Development and Japan’s International Cooperation Agency, the U.S. Treasury Department and Japan’s Ministry of Finance, and the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy and Japan’s Council for Science and Technology Policy Future institutions for alliance management should therefore be inclusive, encompassing members of all the major political parties in Japan and repre- sentatives from more than just the Defense and State Departments and their Japanese equivalents. In practice, this will mean creating alliance task forces on specific issues rather than simply expand- ing the “two-plus-two” into an unwieldy whole of government dialogue. To buttress these updated institutions, the United States and Japan should create supporting networks among the next gen- eration of leaders across government, the private sector, academe, science and technology, and civil society. Washington and Tokyo also must do more to rein- force Japanese domestic support for the alliance. For most Americans the alliance is a rather abstract concept, one they occasionally see in the news. But for the Japanese people, it is a daily fact of life. Many Japanese communities host U.S. military bases and are subject to the noise, inconvenience and potential danger of living in such close prox- imity to active military training. Even Japanese communities located far from U.S. military bases encounter the alliance nearly every day in the news and political discourse. As such, the Japanese public’s support for the alliance is essential for its long-term viability. Polling in Japan shows general support for the alliance running at close to 80 per- cent, but bubbling under the surface is a good deal of pent-up frustration, especially (and critically) in Okinawa.4 The U.S. and Japanese governments must address the frustration of the Japanese public. The Japanese government and its citizens need a strategic dialogue, especially in Okinawa, which hosts a dis- proportionate number of U.S. bases and is also the poorest of Japan’s 47 prefectures. The United States must also come up with more creative – and effec- tive – ways to convey the value of the alliance to the Japanese public. Outreach to Okinawa is critical. A major public diplomacy effort in Okinawa – one that explains the purpose of American bases, listens to local concerns, and effectively addresses them – is in order. It is also time for the United States to revive long-dormant efforts to revitalize Okinawa’s economy with foreign investment, educational aid and exchanges, and infrastructure improvements, gestures more than warranted by the basing burden Okinawa has long shouldered.
US-Japan Relations CP Solves

Infrastructure collaboration builds stability in the alliance

Denmark and Kliman, both fellows @ CNAS, 10
Abraham and Daniel, June, Cornerstone: A Future Agenda for the U.S.-Japan Alliance, CNAS, Scholar

Consequently, implementing policies to brighten the respective fiscal outlooks of both Japan and the United States is essential to the long-term health of the alliance. The United States and Japan can cooperate in ways that will boost economic growth, the ultimate solution to the looming budget squeeze. The two can expand collabora- tive research in technological fields with high commercial potential and promote demand-led growth in emerging markets to generate new export opportunities. Japan, an “infrastructure superpower,” can help bring the United States  into the 21st century by partnering with it on high-speed rail and starting other initiatives to modernize America’s aging infrastructure. This would create jobs in both countries, enhance the overall competitiveness of the American economy and renew the bonds of affection that undergird the alliance. Likewise, the United States, a “start- up superpower,” can support Japan’s transition to an economy that is more hospitable to new, innovative corporations as well as large decades- old conglomerates.
Public diplomacy solves without risking collapse of extended deterrence

The Foundry 10
January, Okinawan Election Threatens U.S.-Japan Military Realignment Agreement, http://blog.heritage.org/2010/01/25/okinawan-election-threatens-u-s-japan-military-realignment-agreement/

Although the Okinawan election will make implementing the bilateral agreement even more difficult, the Obama Administration must remain resolute on the need to implement the force realignment agreement, especially maintaining U.S. Marine Corps air units on Okinawa. To garner increased Japanese support for the realignment plan, Washington should boost public diplomacy efforts to better educate Japanese officials and the populace on the necessity of forward-based U.S. forces to not only defend Japan but to also maintain peace and stability in Asia.  Despite its shortcomings, the alliance is critical to fulfilling current U.S. strategic objectives, including maintaining peace in the region. The forward deployment of a large U.S. military force in Japan deters military aggression by North Korea, signals Washington’s resolve in defending U.S. allies, and provides an irreplaceable staging area should military action be necessary.
Public diplomacy can successfully convince the public about the necessity of forward deployed forces

Klingner, Senior Research Fellow @ Heritage, 10
Bruce, 5-28, With Re-Acceptance of Marines on Okinawa, Time to Look Ahead, http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/With-Re-Acceptance-of-Marines-on-Okinawa-Time-to-Look-Ahead

Mending the U.S.–Japan alliance will not be easy. The DPJ’s coalition partners, as well as factions within the DPJ itself, will feel betrayed by Hatoyama’s Futenma decision. The DPJ has not yet articulated its security and foreign policies, nor has it defined its vision for Japan’s global security role. Despite clamoring for an “equal alliance” with the U.S., the DPJ has failed to define its terms or display a willingness to assume greater responsibilities commensurate with such a role.  The U.S.–Japan alliance remains critical to maintaining peace and stability in Asia as well as guaranteeing shared values of freedom and democracy. It is essential that the two administrations step up public diplomacy efforts to better explain the benefits of the alliance as well as the necessity of forward-deployed U.S. military forces.
US-Japan Relations CP Solves
Public diplomacy solves resentment and the alliance—maintaining  presence is key to deterring north Korea 

Bruce Klingner is the Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia at The Heritage Foundation's Asian Studies Center. Klingner joined Heritage in 2007 after 20 years in the intelligence community working at the CIA and Defense Intelligence Agency.  “Okinawan Election Threatens U.S.-Japan Military Realignment Agreement” Jan 25, 2010  accessed July 25, 2010  http://blog.heritage.org/?p=24523//Donnie
 Although the Okinawan election will make implementing the bilateral agreement even more difficult, the Obama Administration must remain resolute on the need to implement the force realignment agreement, especially maintaining U.S. Marine Corps air units on Okinawa. To garner increased Japanese support for the realignment plan, Washington should boost public diplomacy efforts to better educate Japanese officials and the populace on the necessity of forward-based U.S. forces to not only defend Japan but to also maintain peace and stability in Asia. Despite its shortcomings, the alliance is critical to fulfilling current U.S. strategic objectives, including maintaining peace in the region. The forward deployment of a large U.S. military force in Japan deters military aggression by North Korea, signals Washington’s resolve in defending U.S. allies, and provides an irreplaceable staging area should military action be necessary.  
Public diplomacy is key to realizing the alliance is necessary—solves 

Bruce Klingner is Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation. With Re-Acceptance of Marines on Okinawa, Time to Look Ahead May 28, 2010 accessed July 25, 2010  http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/With-Re-Acceptance-of-Marines-on-Okinawa-Time-to-Look-Ahead//Donnie  

The DPJ policy reversal is the result of senior Japanese officials having a belated epiphany on geostrategic realities. They now realize that the Marines on Okinawa are an indispensable and irreplaceable element of any U.S. response to an Asian crisis. Foreign Minister Okada affirmed that “the presence of U.S. Marines on Okinawa is necessary for Japan’s national security [since they] are a powerful deterrent against possible enemy attacks and should be stationed in Japan.” Prime Minister Hatoyama now admits that after coming to power he came to better understand the importance of the U.S.–Japan alliance in light of the northeast Asian security environment. He commented, “As I learned more about the situation, I’ve come to realize that [the Marines] are all linked up as a package to maintain deterrence.” Japanese officials also remarked that rising tensions on the Korean Peninsula—triggered by North Korea’s sinking of a South Korean naval ship[1]—made clear to Japan that it lives in a dangerous neighborhood and should not undermine U.S. deterrence and defense capabilities. Looking Beyond Futenma  If successfully implemented, Hatoyama’s Futenma decision will reduce U.S. concerns and suspicions over the DPJ. U.S. officials had commented that they saw the Futenma dispute as the initial indicator of potentially worse difficulties to come in the alliance. These concerns in turn triggered broader U.S. unease over the DPJ’s long-term security plans and Japan’s reliability as an ally. As one U.S. official commented, the DPJ is raising issues that question virtually every aspect of the fundamentals of the alliance. Both sides should seek to minimize the fallout from the Futenma dispute by minimizing differences on forthcoming contentious bilateral security issues, such as the pending renegotiation of the Status of Forces Agreement and Japan’s burden sharing commitment. Washington and Tokyo should also look for opportunities to highlight shared objectives and common policies. The Hatoyama administration’s announcement that it would strongly support the U.S. and South Korean resolute response to North Korea’s naval attack was a step in the right direction.  Additionally, the Obama Administration should call upon Tokyo to: Conduct a joint security review. Disputes over security issues will continue to plague the bilateral relationship as long as Washington and Tokyo have such diverse security visions. As a first step, the two sides should engage in a comprehensive joint threat assessment to exchange intelligence and military data on Asian security challenges.  Initiate a bilateral strategic dialogue to develop a comprehensive security strategy. The U.S. and Japan should identify shared national interests and objectives and define a prioritized application of military, diplomatic, and economic instruments of national power to address security threats as well as a division of duties. The U.S. should reject DPJ advocacy for Japan to adopt a low-risk foreign policy that minimizes its security responsibilities.  Tough Road Ahead  Mending the U.S.–Japan alliance will not be easy. The DPJ’s coalition partners, as well as factions within the DPJ itself, will feel betrayed by Hatoyama’s Futenma decision. The DPJ has not yet articulated its security and foreign policies, nor has it defined its vision for Japan’s global security role. Despite clamoring for an “equal alliance” with the U.S., the DPJ has failed to define its terms or display a willingness to assume greater responsibilities commensurate with such a role.  The U.S.–Japan alliance remains critical to maintaining peace and stability in Asia as well as guaranteeing shared values of freedom and democracy. It is essential that the two administrations step up public diplomacy efforts to better explain the benefits of the alliance as well as the necessity of forward-deployed U.S. military forces. 
US-Japan Relations CP Solves
Public diplomacy makes the Japanese realize presence is needed—this solves the reason why troops mater takes out any risk of a solvency deficit 

Bruce Klingner is Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation” Military Base Dispute Strains U.S.–Japan Alliance” Jan 20, 2010 accessed July 25, 2010 http://s3.amazonaws.com/thf_media/2010/pdf/wm_2769.pdf//Donnie
Increase Public Diplomacy. To garner increased Japanese support for the realignment plan, Washington should boost public diplomacy efforts to better educate Japanese officials and the populace on the necessity of forward-based U.S. forces to not only defend Japan but to also maintain peace and stability in Asia. Washington should explain how U.S. military capabilities are dependent on coordinated, integrated strategies, including that of the Marine Air Ground Task Force. As such, the U.S. Marines on Okinawa are an indispensable and irreplaceable component of any U.S. response to an Asian crisis. At the same time, the U.S. should prevent the force realignment dispute from undermining ongoing efforts to strengthen the alliance by having Japan assume a larger security role. On January 19, Prime Minister Hatoyama stated that he hoped to present by year’s end the results of joint U.S.–Japanese efforts to adapt the alliance to the evolving Asian threat environment. In light of growing Japanese public unease over Hatoyama’s mishandling of security matters, Washington should quietly press Tokyo to move expeditiously on any security reviews. The Obama Administration should also counsel caution to Tokyo given the far-reaching security ramifications of any changes to the U.S.–Japan alliance. 

***DPJ Bad Turns***

DPJ Bad – Economy Turn

DPJ economic policy collapses Japanese competitiveness

Daily Herald 9
Opposition looks to reshape Japanese economy, http://www.dailyherald.com/story/print/?id=317541

"I don't think there's all that much enthusiasm about the DPJ plan," Nakano said. "People are generally supporting the DPJ not so much because they like it but because they don't like the LDP."  The Japan Business Federation, better known as Nippon Keidanren, is officially staying neutral. But officials have been critical of the Democrats' ideas for growth.  In a statement, Chairman Fujio Mitarai urges voters to scrutinize policies before they head to the ballot box.  "What our country needs more than anything else is to focus on the future, and work toward concrete and realistic reforms of the tax, public finance and social welfare systems," said Mitarai, also chief executive of Canon Inc. "We must also establish new foundations of growth by strengthening industrial technology."  The Democrats say that growth is what they want too, and tout their measures as a way for Japan to support itself through stronger domestic consumption.  They have said they plan to pay for all the new social spending, which amounts to about 3.5 percent of GDP, by eliminating wasteful public works, streamlining the bureaucracy and tapping into hidden financial reserves.  Richard Jerram, chief economist at Macquarie Securities in Tokyo, is skeptical. He calls the Democratic platform a "quasi-socialist approach" that would destabilize public finances and hurt Japan's overall competitiveness.  "The core of the DPJ's economic policy seems to be a fantasy Robin Hood scheme, aimed at appealing to as many voters as possible," Jerram said in a recent report.
And, DPJ agenda leads to increased budget deficits – turns their impact

Green, Senior Advisor @ CSIS, 9
Michael, Senior Advisor @ CSIS, U.S.-Japan Ties under the DPJ: Reluctant Realism Redux, http://csis.org/publication/reluctant-realism-redux-us-japan-ties-under-dpj

On the other hand, the DPJ is not modifying its ambitious plans for increasing redistribution of income to citizens at home. The DPJ has promised to increase subsidies for child-care, eliminate high school fees, unify the pension fund (ultimately increasing payments overall), to increase the stimulus package to 4% of GDP (compared with 3% for the LDP), and to freeze the 5% consumption tax until at least 2012. The political effect will be to make a lot of Japanese voters, particularly in urban and suburban districts, very happy with the new government. Economically, the DPJ proposal will likely have a pronounced simulative effect on the economy leading up to next year’s Upper House elections. The problem will be the much greater budget deficits later on.
They can’t win a link – proposed deficit cuts won’t solve

NYT 6-22
Japan Issues Budget Deficit Plan, WSJ, Proquest
But questions linger about feasibility of the framework. Absent from the blueprint are detailed spending-cut plans, such as how much to scale back individual budget categories like defense and education. There also aren't timetables for specific tax increases despite Mr. Kan's calls for doubling Japan's consumption tax in the coming years.  "The government has yet to provide details of how it can achieve the goal," said Masashi Shimominami, a bond-market analyst at Mizuho Securities. Some investors also remain skeptical over whether Mr. Kan will rally enough political support for heavier taxes on consumption, Mr. Shimominami said.

DPJ Bad – Warming Turn

DPJ agenda doesn’t solve warming – collapses the economy and leads to an increase in GHG emissions

Sawa, Senior Executive Fellow, The 21st Century Public Policy Institute, 9
Akhiro, The Tokyo Foundation, The DPJ Platform on Climate-Change—A Reality Check, http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/articles/2009/the-dpj-platform-on-climate-change2014a-reality-check

Unfortunately, the DPJ's position on climate change is not merely ambitious but fatally flawed, on three separate counts.   The first flaw is that it offers no indication whatever of the economic burden its policies would impose on the nation. There is an regrettable tendency, not only within the DPJ but around the world, to ignore the cold hard truth that environmental protection involves a tradeoff in terms of economic growth and living standards. In the EU in particular, environmental protection is all too frequently treated as a sacred cow. But here in Japan, which is victim not only to a devastating recession but also to growing wealth gap stemming from the free-market reforms of Prime Minister Jun'ichiro Koizumi, the public has become alert to the potential costs and consequences of new policies, including the impact on income distribution. Thus, few voters are indifferent to theeconomic impact of a cap-and-trade system or a feed-in tariff system that would oblige electric utilities to buy all electricity from renewable energy sources at a fixed, incentive price. Prime Minister Aso made it clear that his plan's cost to the average household would amount to 76,000 yen annually. The DPJ's proposal, by contrast, skirts any mention of cost.  In some circumstances it might be argued that the DPJ was handicapped by insufficient information, lacking the ruling LDP's extensive resources for policy analysis. But where the midterm emissions-reduction targets are concerned, virtually all relevant quantitative data was made public during the lengthy process of deliberation, along with the deliberations themselves. Voters therefore have the right to expect that any competing proposal will be backed by solid facts and figures.   The second flaw in the DPJ's climate-change position is that it envisions the adoption of both emissions trading and an environmental tax, despite the fact that the two options are mutually exclusive from the standpoint of effective policy. No nation in the world has adopted or even considered adopting both options simultaneously as a strategy for fighting climate change. The DPJ platform never addresses this policy-mix issue with an explanation as to why both measures are necessary. Nor, for that matter, does it attempt to explain the inconsistency between its policies to counter global warming and its promise to eliminate tolls on expressways and reduce gasoline taxes, measures that would lead to an increase in greenhouse gas emissions.  

DPJ Bad – Warming Ext.
Lack of a coherent plan hurts Japanese leadership

Akihiro Sawa, professor at the University of Tokyo's Research Center for Advanced Science and Technology, Senior Executive Fellow at the 21st Public Policy Institute, 8-7-2009, “The DPJ Platform on Climate-Change—A Reality Check,” http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/articles/2009/the-dpj-platform-on-climate-change2014a-reality-check, accessed 7-26-2010

Unfortunately, the DPJ's position on climate change is not merely ambitious but fatally flawed, on three separate counts.    The first flaw is that it offers no indication whatever of the economic burden its policies would impose on the nation. There is an regrettable tendency, not only within the DPJ but around the world, to ignore the cold hard truth that environmental protection involves a tradeoff in terms of economic growth and living standards. In the EU in particular, environmental protection is all too frequently treated as a sacred cow. But here in Japan, which is victim not only to a devastating recession but also to growing wealth gap stemming from the free-market reforms of Prime Minister Jun'ichiro Koizumi, the public has become alert to the potential costs and consequences of new policies, including the impact on income distribution. Thus, few voters are indifferent to the economic impact of a cap-and-trade system or a feed-in tariff system that would oblige electric utilities to buy all electricity from renewable energy sources at a fixed, incentive price. Prime Minister Aso made it clear that his plan's cost to the average household would amount to 76,000 yen annually. The DPJ's proposal, by contrast, skirts any mention of cost.   In some circumstances it might be argued that the DPJ was handicapped by insufficient information, lacking the ruling LDP's extensive resources for policy analysis. But where the midterm emissions-reduction targets are concerned, virtually all relevant quantitative data was made public during the lengthy process of deliberation, along with the deliberations themselves. Voters therefore have the right to expect that any competing proposal will be backed by solid facts and figures.    The second flaw in the DPJ's climate-change position is that it envisions the adoption of both emissions trading and an environmental tax, despite the fact that the two options are mutually exclusive from the standpoint of effective policy. No nation in the world has adopted or even considered adopting both options simultaneously as a strategy for fighting climate change. The DPJ platform never addresses this policy-mix issue with an explanation as to why both measures are necessary. Nor, for that matter, does it attempt to explain the inconsistency between its policies to counter global warming and its promise to eliminate tolls on expressways and reduce gasoline taxes, measures that would lead to an increase in greenhouse gas emissions.   The Meaning of Leadership The third flaw in the DPJ platform is the assumption that Japan can "take a leadership role internationally" (in the words of Secretary General Katsuya Okada) by adopting the midterm target of reducing emissions 25% from the 1990 level. Doubtless other nations of the world would marvel at the spectacle of Japan, already a world leader in energy efficiency, undertaking to reduce emissions by another 25% at an estimated reduction cost of 80,000 yen/t-CO2. "Japan is in a league by itself," they would exclaim. "We could never do that; it would be economic suicide." In this way Japan might enjoy a moment in the spotlight, if this is the DPJ's idea of leadership. But others might disagree with that definition.   With the EU pledging a 20% midterm reduction in emissions (30% if other countries will go along), the DPJ apparently decided that Japan must do the Europeans one better. Setting a target with the sole intent of avoiding the superficial appearance of having been numerically bested is the kind of simple-minded political posturing that scarcely bears comment. If it were an issue of numbers alone, not even a 25% target would satisfy countries like China, which is seeking a 40% reduction by the industrial world, and India, which is calling for an 80% cut. If some in the international community regard Aso's target as insufficiently ambitious, part of the reason is the government's failure to convey the high cost of the measures Japan is preparing to take. The DPJ's seeming effort to impress the world simply by raising Japan's number to 25 bespeaks a failure to grasp the larger issue, inviting the suspicion that the party has no strategy whatsoever for international climate-change negotiations. Incidentally, the DPJ's argument that a more ambitious midterm target will actually stimulate the Japanese economy by spurring innovation leads one to wonder why developing countries have adamantly rejected emissions-reduction commitments on the grounds that they would hamstring their efforts to rise from poverty. One somehow doubts that the DPJ's logic would be sufficient to persuade China and other developing countries to sign onto the next international climate-change framework. Today the true test of leadership in the fight against climate change is not one's audacity in playing the numbers game but one's ability to formulate and advance a viable concept for an overall framework to succeed the Kyoto Protocol.   Of course, to some degree every party platform bows to the necessity for brevity and the need to make its policies politically appealing. But this does not excuse the DPJ's apparent failure to make use of the data and models now available to anyone who wishes to analyze the costs and benefits of measures to stem climate change. It would be rash and foolish for DPJ—should it take control of the government—to summarily revise the target Prime Minister Aso has announced domestically and internationally, simply because it has written that into its platform. We can only hope it will have the wisdom to submit the issue to the nation for thorough reexamination and debate. 
DPJ Bad – Warming Ext.

DPJ’s warming plan hurts the economy

Akihiro Sawa, professor at the University of Tokyo's Research Center for Advanced Science and Technology, Senior Executive Fellow at the 21st Public Policy Institute, 8-7-2009, “The DPJ Platform on Climate-Change—A Reality Check,” http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/articles/2009/the-dpj-platform-on-climate-change2014a-reality-check, accessed 7-26-2010
The Democratic Party of Japan has responded in its own platform with a midterm emissions reduction target of 25% from the 1990 level, or 30% below 2005—a goal rejected by the current government as unrealistic. (The DPJ has also proposed a long-term reduction target of more than 60%, as compared with the LDP's goal of halving emissions by 2050. However, since no politician today can assume responsibility for outcomes 40 years hence, the long-term target has been omitted from this assessment.) Why such a discrepancy between the two parties, and how has each justified its position?   Rejecting the Middle Ground In Japan, as in other countries, the advocates of economic realism and the champions of the environment have sharply differing views on the appropriate midterm target for reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. The economic realists make the point that in the process of weathering two oil crises Japanese industry has already developed the most energy-efficient technologies and products in the world, and thus has reached the point where further reductions will involve a high marginal reduction cost. Barring the development of truly ground-breaking technology, this means that large cuts cannot be achieved without depressing the economy and lowering people's living standards over the short term. From an international perspective, they point out that the Kyoto Protocol has imposed a disproportionately heavy burden on Japan, inasmuch as the United States has refused to participate, developing countries are exempt from reduction commitments, and the European Union is able to achieve its target relatively easily, thanks to factors independent of environmental policy, such as Germany's unification and Britain's conversion from coal to other fuels. Convinced that accepting a similar framework moving forward would put Japan at a severe competitive disadvantage, they emphasize the importance of ensuring fairness, as seen from the standpoint of marginal reduction cost.   The environmental camp, meanwhile, argues that Japan must demonstrate leadership in the arena of environmental diplomacy by adopting a more ambitious reduction target than other countries. It also maintains that such an ambitious target, far from depressing the economy, will stimulate it by encouraging technological development and innovation. The environmentalists point to the "green economy" strategy of US President Barack Obama, a change of course that they welcome enthusiastically after the previous eight years. They agree that participation by the developing countries is desirable but maintain that it is more important for the industrial powers—Japan in particular—to lead the way, thus encouraging active involvement by China and other developing countries.   The economic realists are represented by such industry groups as Nippon Keidanren, and at the government level by the Ministry of Economy, Trade, and Industry. Speaking for the environmentalists are a variety of environmental nongovernmental organizations and the Ministry of the Environment. (Within the business realm, the finance industry supports the adoption of a cap-and-trade system, anticipating profits from an emissions-trading market.) The realist camp advocated the first and least ambitious of the panel's options (4% reduction from 2005), while the environmentalists supported option 5 or 6 (a 20%–30% reduction from 2005).  Prime Minister Aso and the LDP settled on a position midway between those two extremes. The DPJ's position, by contrast, corresponds to option 6, the most ambitious of the group (30% from 2005). The economic camp has voiced concerns that a DPJ victory would open the way for policies that could further depress the economy and increase the public burden. The environmental camp, by contrast, has waxed enthusiastic in its support of the DPJ.   The Untold Story Unfortunately, the DPJ's position on climate change is not merely ambitious but fatally flawed, on three separate counts.    The first flaw is that it offers no indication whatever of the economic burden its policies would impose on the nation. There is an regrettable tendency, not only within the DPJ but around the world, to ignore the cold hard truth that environmental protection involves a tradeoff in terms of economic growth and living standards. In the EU in particular, environmental protection is all too frequently treated as a sacred cow. But here in Japan, which is victim not only to a devastating recession but also to growing wealth gap stemming from the free-market reforms of Prime Minister Jun'ichiro Koizumi, the public has become alert to the potential costs and consequences of new policies, including the impact on income distribution. Thus, few voters are indifferent to the economic impact of a cap-and-trade system or a feed-in tariff system that would oblige electric utilities to buy all electricity from renewable energy sources at a fixed, incentive price. Prime Minister Aso made it clear that his plan's cost to the average household would amount to 76,000 yen annually. The DPJ's proposal, by contrast, skirts any mention of cost.   In some circumstances it might be argued that the DPJ was handicapped by insufficient information, lacking the ruling LDP's extensive resources for policy analysis. But where the midterm emissions-reduction targets are concerned, virtually all relevant quantitative data was made public during the lengthy process of deliberation, along with the deliberations themselves. Voters therefore have the right to expect that any competing proposal will be backed by solid facts and figures.    The second flaw in the DPJ's climate-change position is that it envisions the adoption of both emissions trading and an environmental tax, despite the fact that the two options are mutually exclusive from the standpoint of effective policy. No nation in the world has adopted or even considered adopting both options simultaneously as a strategy for fighting climate change. The DPJ platform never addresses this policy-mix issue with an explanation as to why both measures are necessary. Nor, for that matter, does it attempt to explain the inconsistency between its policies to counter global warming and its promise to eliminate tolls on expressways and reduce gasoline taxes, measures that would lead to an increase in greenhouse gas emissions.   The Meaning of Leadership The third flaw in the DPJ platform is the assumption that Japan can "take a leadership role internationally" (in the words of Secretary General Katsuya Okada) by adopting the midterm target of reducing emissions 25% from the 1990 level. Doubtless other nations of the world would marvel at the spectacle of Japan, already a world leader in energy efficiency, undertaking to reduce emissions by another 25% at an estimated reduction cost of 80,000 yen/t-CO2. "Japan is in a league by itself," they would exclaim. "We could never do that; it would be economic suicide." In this way Japan might enjoy a moment in the spotlight, if this is the DPJ's idea of leadership. But others might disagree with that definition.   With the EU pledging a 20% midterm reduction in emissions (30% if other countries will go along), the DPJ apparently decided that Japan must do the Europeans one better. Setting a target with the sole intent of avoiding the superficial appearance of having been numerically bested is the kind of simple-minded political posturing that scarcely bears comment. If it were an issue of numbers alone, not even a 25% target would satisfy countries like China, which is seeking a 40% reduction by the industrial world, and India, which is calling for an 80% cut. If some in the international community regard Aso's target as insufficiently ambitious, part of the reason is the government's failure to convey the high cost of the measures Japan is preparing to take. The DPJ's seeming effort to impress the world simply by raising Japan's number to 25 bespeaks a failure to grasp the larger issue, inviting the suspicion that the party has no strategy whatsoever for international climate-change negotiations. Incidentally, the DPJ's argument that a more ambitious midterm target will actually stimulate the Japanese economy by spurring innovation leads one to wonder why developing countries have adamantly rejected emissions-reduction commitments on the grounds that they would hamstring their efforts to rise from poverty. One somehow doubts that the DPJ's logic would be sufficient to persuade China and other developing countries to sign onto the next international climate-change framework. Today the true test of leadership in the fight against climate change is not one's audacity in playing the numbers game but one's ability to formulate and advance a viable concept for an overall framework to succeed the Kyoto Protocol.  

DPJ Bad – Warming Ext.
Even 15% is too ambitious—failure kills Japanese leadership
Roger A. Pielke, Jr., professor of Environmental Studies Program at the University of Colorado and a fellow of the Cooperative Institute for Research in Environmental Sciences, 7-29-2009, “The Folly of ‘Magical Solutions’,” http://e360.yale.edu/content/feature.msp?id=2175, accessed 7-28-2010

Fifty years ago, political scientist Harold Lasswell explained that some policies are all about symbolism, with little or no impact on real-world outcomes. He called such actions “magical solutions,” explaining that “political symbolization has its catharsis functions.” Climate policy is going through exactly such a phase, in which a focus on magical solutions leaves little room for the practical.  Evidence for this claim can be found in the global reaction to the commitment made by the Japanese government last month to reduce emissions by 15 percent below 2005 levels by 2020. The announcement was met with derision. For instance, Yvo de Boer, head of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, expressed shock at Japan’s lack of ambition, stating, “I think for the first time in two-and-a-half years in this job, I don’t know what to say.” Sir David King, Britain’s former chief scientist and now director of the Smith School of Enterprise and Environment at Oxford University, singled out Japan as a country that was blocking progress toward an international deal on climate change.  Explaining what would constitute an acceptable target, de Boer explained that “the minus 25 to 40 range has become a sort of beacon” — referring to emissions reduction figures presented in the 2007 report by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, which were highlighted in subsequent international negotiations at Bali. Perhaps this is also the magnitude of target that King had in mind when disparaging the Japanese proposal. After all, the British government has enacted a law consistent with this range, requiring emissions reductions of 34 percent below 1990 levels by 2022, which would be upped to 42 percent if the world reaches a global climate agreement in Copenhagen in December.  What is missing from the debate over targets and timetables is any conception of the realism of such proposals. If a proposal is not realistic, it is not really a policy proposal but an exercise in symbolism, a “magical solution.” Symbolism is of course an essential part of politics, but when it becomes detached from reality — or even worse, used to exclude consideration of realistic proposals — the inevitable outcome is that policies will likely fail to achieve the promised ends. This outcome is highly problematic for those who actually care about the substance of climate policy proposals.  The U.K. targets are a perfect example of what happens when symbols become disconnected from reality. To achieve a 34 percent reduction from 1990 emissions by 2022 while maintaining modest economic growth would require that the U.K. decarbonize its economy to the level of France by about 2016. In more concrete terms, Britain would have to achieve the equivalent of deploying about 30 new nuclear power plants in the next six years, just to get part way to its target. One does not need a degree in nuclear physics to conclude that is just not going to happen. Colin Challen, Member of Parliament (Labour) and chairman of its All Party Parliamentary Climate Change Group, has concluded that the U.K. targets are “well beyond our current political capacity to deliver.” Perhaps there is some consolation in the fact that the U.K. targets are symbolically strong.  The Japanese targets are not that much different from those in the U.K., requiring a rate of decarbonization of the Japanese economy by 2020 that is only one percent per year less than that implied by the U.K. target. To meet its 2020 target, Japan expects to do the following: construct nine new nuclear power plant plants and improve utilized capacity to 80 percent (from 60 percent); build about 34 new wind-power plants producing around 5 million kilowatts; install solar panels on 2.9 million homes (an increase of 2,000 percent over current levels); increase the share of newly built houses satisfying stringent insulation standards from 40 percent today to 80 percent; and increase sales of next-generation vehicles from 4 percent (2005) to 50 percent (2020).  Meeting these goals will be enormously difficult, especially because Japan has for decades been at the forefront of improving energy efficiency and has already plucked much “low hanging fruit.” Consequently, if Japan’s proposals are to be criticized, perhaps it should be because they are too ambitious rather than too weak. But when policy debate detaches from reality, up can become down in a hurry. 
DPJ Bad – Ag Turn

DPJ policy subsidizes inefficient small farms – causes snowball of costs and collapse of the agricultural industry

Mulgan, PhD in Japanese Politics, 10
Aurelia, Is Japan’s DPJ a party of reform on agriculture and agricultural trade?, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2010/01/13/is-japans-dpj-a-party-of-reform-on-agriculture-and-agricultural-trade/

The DPJ’s political purpose here was to outflank the government’s scheme, which limited direct income support to so-called agricultural ‘bearers’. The LDP’s more restrictive approach amounted to a structural reform policy because it left small farmers out of the loop. It was designed to encourage them to sell or rent their agricultural lands to farmers wanting to expand their production scale. The DPJ’s approach, in contrast, was not a structural reform policy, because it gave no incentives to small-scale farmers to abandon agriculture. It would prop up as many inefficient, small-scale farmers as the old price support system and was condemned by one farmer in the Niigata Prefecture for ‘just throwing money at the farmers’ (Nihon Nōgyō Shinbun, 13 September 2005).  In the 2007 election, the DPJ, now under Ozawa Ichiro, reiterated the direct income proposal, now called the ‘individual farm household income support system’, inclusive of all commercial farms, large and small. It proved a real vote-winner in regional prefectural constituencies.  Ditto the  2009 election under Hatoyama Yukio. Under the direct payment scheme for farm households, the MAFF would provide financial supplementation to cover the difference between the prices farm households received for farm products and their production costs. The DPJ’s  2009 manifesto also expanded the scheme with a commitment to promote the introduction of income compensation to livestock and dairy farmers (estimated to cost another ¥200 billion) and fisheries, as well as introducing direct payments for forestry.  The DPJ’s farm income compensation policy will positively exacerbate the agricultural sector’s major structural problem – the survival of small-scale, inefficient farms. In fact, the DPJ explicitly commits itself to supporting these farms, with a direct reference to facilitating ‘the continuation of farm management, including small farms’ appearing in the DPJ’s 2009 manifesto.  A recent critique published by former MAFF official, Yamashita Kazuhito, points out the folly of the DPJ’s income compensation scheme, which will be introduced next year for rice farmers. Part-time rice farmers will have an incentive to forcibly withdraw the farmland they are currently renting to business farm households (those with agricultural income more than 50 per cent of total household income and with one or more persons engaged in farming for 60 days or more under 65 years old). This is because part-timers will be able to make more money from the direct income subsidy and from rice production adjustment (gentan) subsidies than they can from renting to business farm households. The result is that the management scale of business farm households earning their living from agriculture will decline and production costs will rise. This may, in turn, cause the financial burden of the farm household income compensation policy to snowball.

That’s key to the Japanese economy

Mulgan, PhD in Japanese Politics, 10
East Asia Forum, Japan is the Party of Economic Reform, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/04/japan-is-the-dpj-the-party-of-economic-reform/ 
Why is agricultural reform vital for Japan’s economy? Professor Masayoshi Honma of Tokyo University, who headed up a task force making recommendations to Prime Minister Aso, argues that agriculture is a core sector in many regional economies. A revitalised agricultural industry could, therefore, breathe new life into many local economies. It could even become a mainstay industry for the country according to Kazumasa Iwata, head of the Cabinet Office’s Economic and Social Research Institute. One way would be to form stronger connections between farming and the industrial and commercial sectors and to make more agricultural land available to highly skilled, full-time professional farmers to expand their output and become more efficient producers by exploiting economies of scale.
DPJ Bad – Ag Ext.
DPJ puts farms over economy, but farmers strongly oppose their stance – will be catastrophic for agriculture, and destroys economy

Mulgan ’09 - (Professor George Mulgan completed a PhD at the ANU in Japanese Politics, “The DPJ: Sacrificing the economy to ’save’ agriculture”, August 14th, 2009, East Asia Forum, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/08/14/the-dpj-sacrificing-the-economy-to-save-agriculture, accessed 7/27/10)

The DPJ’s policy switch on an FTA with the United States only serves to confirm that it prioritises farm votes over economic reform. Last week, DPJ leader Yukio Hatoyama declared that the party had revised its initial manifesto saying that it would to seek an FTA with the United States in order to promote liberalisation of trade and investment because of strong opposition from agricultural lobby groups. Hatoyama’s statement was followed by DPJ Vice-President Naoto Kan’s announcement that agricultural products would be excluded from any FTA with the United States. On 8th August, the DPJ published an officially revised version of its manifesto, which amended the section on the proposed Japan-US FTA to this effect.  There was certainly a crescendo of criticism coming from farm organisations. The Sankei Shimbun reported that nine major agricultural lobby groups, including JA-Zenchu (JA’s peak organisation) and its political arm, the National League of Farmers Agricultural Policy Campaign Organisations (Zenkoku Noseiren) had issued a joint press release strongly condemning the DPJ’s stance. The press release said: ‘it is inevitable that the United States would seek tariff abolition for products in their interest such as rice, wheat, pork and beef, which would have a catastrophic impact on Japan’s agriculture….The DPJ’s manifesto totally betrays farmers’ expectations for income growth and public expectations for increases in the country’s food self-sufficiency. This is absolutely unacceptable’.  Having backtracked on its initial FTA commitment, the DPJ is now copping criticism from the other end of the economic spectrum. Japanese economist and Professor at Jobu University, Nobuo Ikeda in Newsweek Japan, weighed in, arguing that the impact of the DPJ’s policy switch is that the party is destroying the Japanese economy in order to protect Japanese agriculture. As we know, promoting FTAs is directly linked to the DPJ’s proposal for a direct income compensation scheme. If farm incomes decline, they could be compensated. Although the scheme was criticised as typical baramaki (indiscriminately throwing money at voters or simple old-fashioned pork-barrelling), the DPJ could defend it by arguing that it was a necessary step in the process of liberalising agricultural trade through FTAs. According to Ikeda, the change in DPJ policy removed the only ‘merit’ of DPJ agricultural policy and converted it into baramaki pure and simple.  The Secretary General of the New Komeito, Kazuo Kitagawa, appeared on NHK news, denouncing the DPJ for backtracking on its FTA plan with the United States. His criticism was mainly on grounds of principle: the DPJ is developing a habit of backing down from its pledges in the face of criticism from key lobby groups. Prime Minister Aso also made similar comments.  Japan is falling behind in the FTA stakes and as we know, agriculture is the big stumbling block. Ikeda reminds us that even South Korea has concluded an FTA with the United States, and the South Koreans are more protectionist on agriculture than the Japanese. In fact, as one US Uruguay Round trade negotiator once told me, it was always much harder dealing with the South Korean delegates than with the Japanese because the South Koreans had the unnerving habit of bursting into tears as soon as pressure for market opening was applied.  What is concerning for economists like Ikeda and others in Japan is that, after 41 years as the No. 2 economy in the world, Japan is about to be overtaken by China in terms of GDP size. This would further highlight the decline in Japan’s relative position as an economic powerhouse. Ikeda points out that the world economy (and some would argue, not only the world economy) is now entering an era of US-China hegemony. Some might call this an emergent ‘bigemony’, a position in the ‘new world order’ that Japan once aspired to achieve alongside the United States. Japan is now increasingly concerned about the G-2 (the United States and China) becoming the principal axis of strategic and economic cooperation in the Asia Pacific. Ikeda predicts that it won’t be long before even a US-China FTA is concluded. When the only survival strategy for Japan is to reinforce its export industries, which are the engines of the Japanese economy, the DPJ’s policy switch is now promising to sacrifice the whole economy in order to save agriculture. 

DPJ Bad – Ag Ext.
DPJ bad for agriculture – undermines reform

Mulgan ’09 - (Professor George Mulgan completed a PhD at the ANU in Japanese Politics, “Japan: Is the DPJ the party of economic reform?”, August 4th, 2009, East Asia Forum, http://eastasiaforum.net/2009/08/04/japan-is-the-dpj-the-party-of-economic-reform/, accessed 7/28/10)

The DPJ’s recent policy positions on agriculture raise doubts that it can be the party of economic reform. Not only has it backtracked on its own reform proposals; it has also actively undermined reforms being attempted by the LDP-led government since 2007.  As one of Japan’s chief laggard industries, agriculture is ripe for reform. Greater efficiency at home combined with more imports would lower food prices, thereby raising the real income of consumers. At the same time, agricultural reform has important implications for trade policy, particularly for a WTO agreement as well as for Japan’s Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with Asia-Pacific partners.  The DPJ’s search for the rural votes indispensable to a Lower House majority has guided its stance on farming. As in 2007, its 2009 election manifesto proposes ¥1 trillion (US$10 billion) in direct income subsidies to all commercial farm households regardless of size. The government’s more selective plan had excluded small farms in order to increase farm size and achieve economies of scale. Outbidding the government was part of a strategy to buy farm votes and undermine rural support for the LDP. The LDP criticised the DPJ plan as baramaki (scattering money), but it got the DPJ what it wanted: votes. The LDP’s rural losses were primarily responsible for its defeat in the 2007 Upper House election. The DPJ’s successful tactic directly led the LDP government to backtrack on its own modest steps toward reform. In the wake of the election, the government’s own direct subsidy scheme was dramatically revised to make more farmers eligible to receive direct income subsidies, including small-scale farmers. The DPJ also directly sabotaged the government’s efforts to reform the agricultural land system. A former official of the Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF), Kazuhito Yamashita, spelled out the impact of the DPJ’s meddling in http://diamond.jp/series/agric/10014/. The original draft amendment to the Agricultural Land Law had permitted corporations (private firms, agricultural cooperatives, and non-profit organisations) to lease and use farmland. It was hoped that the entry of private firms into agriculture would substitute for the lack of successors in farm households, provide employment in rural areas, promote more efficient use of farmland, and make agriculture a more viable and productive industry. However, thanks to DPJ intervention, the leasing of land to corporations is now subject to a range of conditions including, “at least one member of must be engaged in farming activities full-time.” This will continue to block the emergence of large-scale corporate investment in the agricultural sector.  A pivotal issue for whole economy  Why is agricultural reform vital for Japan’s economy? Professor Masayoshi Honma of Tokyo University, who headed up a task force making recommendations to Prime Minister Aso, argues that agriculture is a core sector in many regional economies. A revitalised agricultural industry could, therefore, breathe new life into many local economies. It could even become a mainstay industry for the country according to Kazumasa Iwata, head of the Cabinet Office’s Economic and Social Research Institute. One way would be to form stronger connections between farming and the industrial and commercial sectors and to make more agricultural land available to highly skilled, full-time professional farmers to expand their output and become more efficient producers by exploiting economies of scale.  This would require, among other things, land use reform as well as reform of the rice acreage reduction scheme (gentan), which is a de facto production cartel that elevates the producer rice price and helps to keep small-scale rice farmers in business. Would a DPJ administration reform the gentan? Its original agricultural policy reform package included abolition of the gentan but now it is proposing to retain it, steering direct income subsidies to participating farmers. Because small-scale farmers would still be compensated, the measure would not assist structural reform of the industry.  Besides, the farm lobby in the DPJ is much weaker than in the LDP. Among the DPJ’s current Lower House membership of 112, only 14 could be called representatives of local farming interests (almost exclusively from Hokkaido) and/or agricultural policy experts. The majority are relative newcomers; hence, they do not carry ideological baggage from previous party connections that favoured support for small farmers. In the Upper House, the addition of new DPJ members in 2007, including former MAFF officials, has increased the DPJ’s agricultural representation, in some cases displacing influential veteran LDP agricultural “tribe” politicians (norin zoku) from their prefectural seats. It is possible that the forthcoming Lower House election could see an expansion of this group.   On balance, the prospects for agricultural reform under a DPJ government are only limited. The DPJ’s recent record has clearly shown that its stances on structural reform are driven by vote-seeking, not economic reform principles. The DPJ’s offer of direct income subsidies to each commercial farm household will not only lock in its electoral debt to farm voters, but it will also, in itself, become an obstacle to structural reform of the agricultural sector. 

DPJ Bad – Ag Ext.
DPJ bad for agriculture – structural problems

Mulgan ’10 - (Professor George Mulgan completed a PhD at the ANU in Japanese Politics, “Is Japan’s DPJ a party of reform on agriculture and agricultural trade?”, January 13th, 2010, East Asia Forum, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2010/01/13/is-japans-dpj-a-party-of-reform-on-agriculture-and-agricultural-trade, accessed 7/27/10)

In the 2003 Lower House election, the DPJ, led by Kan Naoto, compiled an election manifesto that promised to create a system of direct payments to farmers. This matched the broad trend in government agricultural policy away from price supports to direct income subsidies to farmers.  Two years later, in the 2005 Lower House election, the DPJ, under Okada Katsuya, offered a ¥1 trillion direct payment system to all farm households marketing agricultural products. It also extended this offer to farm households in hill and mountainous areas and those whose agricultural production activities served environmental protection functions.  The DPJ’s political purpose here was to outflank the government’s scheme, which limited direct income support to so-called agricultural ‘bearers’. The LDP’s more restrictive approach amounted to a structural reform policy because it left small farmers out of the loop. It was designed to encourage them to sell or rent their agricultural lands to farmers wanting to expand their production scale. The DPJ’s approach, in contrast, was not a structural reform policy, because it gave no incentives to small-scale farmers to abandon agriculture. It would prop up as many inefficient, small-scale farmers as the old price support system and was condemned by one farmer in the Niigata Prefecture for ‘just throwing money at the farmers’ (Nihon Nōgyō Shinbun, 13 September 2005).  In the 2007 election, the DPJ, now under Ozawa Ichiro, reiterated the direct income proposal, now called the ‘individual farm household income support system’, inclusive of all commercial farms, large and small. It proved a real vote-winner in regional prefectural constituencies.  Ditto the 2009 election under Hatoyama Yukio. Under the direct payment scheme for farm households, the MAFF would provide financial supplementation to cover the difference between the prices farm households received for farm products and their production costs. The DPJ’s 2009 manifesto also expanded the scheme with a commitment to promote the introduction of income compensation to livestock and dairy farmers (estimated to cost another ¥200 billion) and fisheries, as well as introducing direct payments for forestry.  The DPJ’s farm income compensation policy will positively exacerbate the agricultural sector’s major structural problem – the survival of small-scale, inefficient farms. In fact, the DPJ explicitly commits itself to supporting these farms, with a direct reference to facilitating ‘the continuation of farm management, including small farms’ appearing in the DPJ’s 2009 manifesto.  A recent critique published by former MAFF official, Yamashita Kazuhito, points out the folly of the DPJ’s income compensation scheme, which will be introduced next year for rice farmers. Part-time rice farmers will have an incentive to forcibly withdraw the farmland they are currently renting to business farm households (those with agricultural income more than 50 per cent of total household income and with one or more persons engaged in farming for 60 days or more under 65 years old). This is because part-timers will be able to make more money from the direct income subsidy and from rice production adjustment (gentan) subsidies than they can from renting to business farm households. The result is that the management scale of business farm households earning their living from agriculture will decline and production costs will rise. This may, in turn, cause the financial burden of the farm household income compensation policy to snowball. 

DPJ Bad – Ag Ext.
DPJ kills agriculture 

The Nikkei Weekly ’10 - (The Nikkei Weekly, “Shrinking clout, more pork as field shifts”, May 24th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/26/10)

A project to repair the Asakasosui Canal in Fukushima Prefecture was put on ice under the DPJ government, despite local farmers' pleas. Nobuyuki Komatani, former head of JA Naganuma in Hokkaido, is upbeat about moves by the Yukio Hatoyama administration to substantially cut spending on tochi kairyo, or farmland improvement. "We have to improve land, but so much has been wasted," he said, speaking from direct experience with snowballing construction costs.  Including things like land reclamation, readjustment and irrigation, farmland improvement builds agricultural infrastructure. Working to shake up the organizational power base of the LDP, DPJ Secretary-General Ozawa led a campaign to halve the budget for farmland improvement in fiscal 2010, and the government wound up cutting it by 60% from the fiscal 2009 figure.  Some are unhappy, of course. Mutsuo Honda, a rice farmer and director of the Asakasosui canal land-reform district in Koriyama, Fukushima Prefecture, was visibly tense as he said, "Water may disappear from our paddies." The project to repair tunnels for agricultural water was suspended anyway.  The Asakasosui canal moves agricultural water from Lake Inawashiro to five municipalities in the prefecture, including Koriyama. Built about 130 years ago under the leadership of legendary statesman Toshimichi Okubo (1830-1878), the 500km-plus canal has worn down over the years. The concrete walls are cracked in many places, allowing groundwater to seep out. On April 27 the district resubmitted a plan that includes the same amount for revamping the canal, 2.2 billion yen.  Under the Hatoyama administration's principle of shifting funding "from concrete to people," the budget for land reform operations was reassigned as income compensation for individual farming households, a clear sign that the DPJ is departing from LDP agricultural policies.  In finalizing The Basic Plan for Food, Agriculture and Rural Areas, the foundation of agricultural policy at the Agriculture Ministry, farmland improvement was little discussed. From top to bottom, the fundamental plan was individual household income compensation.  In October, Agriculture Senior Vice-Minister Akira Gunji instructed the council's planning commission to "reorganize along the lines of 'The manifest,'" referring to the title of the party's campaign platform. Copies of the platform were on every table at the meeting, "like a political science class," recalled a commission member.  The commission has been talking since January 2009. The commissioners, who had been discussing future visions, threw more reformist opinions at the three ministry top executives, saying, "Farmers' resistance to free agricultural trade is unfortunate for the Japanese people," and "The future of agriculture depends on full-time farmers and farming corporations with a certain business scale."  But those voices quieted with the institution of the "income compensation first" policy. In fiscal 2011, compensation eligibility will expand from rice farmers to producers of other products as well and look more like a pork-barrel policy. Miyagi University Vice President Kazunuki Oizumi is critical: "The decline of agriculture will accelerate unless the government shows medium- and long-term vision rather than a makeshift system designed with the next election in mind."  On April 22 a DPJ study group for growth and regional strategy, which is discussing campaign pledges for the coming upper house election, compiled an outline promoting the negotiation of economic partnerships and free-trade agreements.  If freer trade reduces prices on agricultural products, that will benefit consumers. If income compensation is to support that purpose as a safety net, the public will more easily understand it.  Agriculture Minister Akamatsu clearly stated that Japan "will not import rice, even if it signs FTAs." Income compensation should pair with free trade. Unless the contradictions in campaign promises are dealt with, Japan's agriculture will not gain strength. 

DPJ can’t solve agriculture

Press Office ’10 – (Press Office, “New report provides detailed analysis of the Agriculture, Farming & Raw Materials market”, July 2nd, 2010, http://www.officialwire.com/main.php?action=posted_news&rid=171306, accessed 7/26/10)

Our View: As the Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama left office after being in power for less than nine months, his successor Naoto Kan was left to take charge of the increasing bleak outlook for livestock production in the southern island of Kyushu. The island has been hit by an outbreak of foot and mouth disease which has devastated hog and cattle farms in Miyazaki prefecture and has threatened to spread into neighbouring Kagoshima, Japan's largest producer of pigs and second largest producer of cattle. The situation needs drastic action and will be one of Kan's first major tests in office. Beyond the disease crisis, farmers will be looking for Kan to flesh out the detail on the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ)'s vision for the future of the country's agricultural sector.  On April 23 2010, Japan confirmed its first case of foot and mouth disease in a decade. The disease was first found in Miyazaki in southern Japan. The outbreak is particularly damaging as Miyazaki is Japan's second largest pork and third largest beef producing region with around 10% of the nation's stock of both pigs and cattle. By mid-June, almost 160,000 head of livestock had been culled with at least another 100,000 expected in the near future. The central government will be left with a huge bill for disease control and compensation payments. Officials on the ground have been struggling to keep up with orders for more culls. The outbreak will see domestic production of both pork and beef fall in 2010. This should see opportunities for exporters to increase their sales to Japan. Conversely, high-value Japanese Wagyu beef could be in short supply in many markets owing to bans on the import of beef from Japan.  At the end of March the DPJ announced plans to boost Japan's food self-sufficiency in calorie terms to 50% by 2020 from its 2008 level of 41%. Many previous governments have set ambitious targets for improving food self sufficiency only to see them fail as Japanese consumers continue to demand imported products over home-grown rice and domestic farmers remain uncompetitive compared to their foreign compatriots. The DPJ has said it hopes to see domestic wheat production increase rapidly and is encouraging farmers to double crop. We warn, however, that farmers will have to be given yet more subsidies if there is to be a significant jump in production. Given the perilous state of Japan's public finances, we do not see this as a feasible long-term solution to the country's food woes. 

DPJ Bad – Ag Ext.
DPJ bad – decreases agricultural productivity

Nezu ’10 – (Risaburo Nezu, Senior Executive Fellow at the Fujitzu Research Institute, MBA, Harvard University, “Politics are Dragging Agriculture Down”, April 27th, 2010, http://jp.fujitsu.com/group/fri/en/column/message/2010/2010-04-27.html, accessed 7/27/10)

The “individual (household) income support system” for agriculture began in April 2010. This system pays individual farmers, based on farmland area, the difference between the national average of sales prices and production costs. The support will cover only rice production this year, but is expected to eventually apply to all other major crops as well. This framework is a dramatic departure from the LDP government’s policy to protect farmers’ income by cutting rice production to maintain high prices.  1. Japanese agricultural policy: falling apart since long ago Japan’s agricultural sales are currently JPY 4.7 trillion (down from a peak of JPY 7.9 trillion in fiscal 1990), about the same as Fujitsu’s revenue. Yet, there are 3 million farmers, or 20 times more than Fujitsu employees; in other words, agricultural productivity is a twentieth of Fujitsu’s. Japan’s agricultural struggles are rooted in this extremely low productivity. Rice farming requires work only during specific seasons such as planting and harvesting. With no other farming work to be done, farmers earn money either by producing other crops or finding jobs in non-agricultural sectors. Non-farming income is overwhelmingly higher for most farmers, meaning Japanese agriculture is supported by such part-time workers, of which 60% are over age 65. Japan simply cannot compete under such conditions.  2. Consolidation and expansion of farmland is key to becoming competitive  In the case of agriculture, land area and productivity are nearly proportional, so that large-scale farmland expansion is certain to improve productivity. Under the post-war land reform, farmland held by landowners was divided up and handed over to tenant farmers, leaving the average area of arable land at just over one hectare, or a fiftieth and a hundredth of the averages in Europe and the US, respectively. Though Japan faces limits in its mountainous rural areas and cannot reach the levels of the US or Australia, this has been used as an excuse to avoid due efforts. For example, the French government has forcibly bought and consolidated farmland into plots of mostly over 50 hectares. Japan also allows the leasing of farmland and has changed policy to recognize business-like management by agricultural corporations. Yet, these moves have been largely ineffective. In fact, there have been many reports of land prices rising, farmland going idle or being resold as residential plots, and farming activities being hampered because of structural improvement projects such as land consolidation and farm road construction. Japan’s farming landscape is scattered and unattractive to the eye compared to Europe and the US. More than scenery, however, this problem touches on a serious problem of productivity.  What is stopping large-scale expansion of Japan’s agriculture? The answer lies in the agriculture industry becoming a political force. Improving agricultural productivity means reducing the number of farmers. For politicians whose electoral power base is agriculture, raising productivity is to jeopardize their own political foundation. On the surface of the matter, both the LDP and DPJ show they understand the need to improve efficiency and enhance the competitiveness of agriculture, and are enthusiastically securing budgets to this end. But the truth is they do not take this matter seriously. The DPJ’s manifesto states its intent to “facilitate the continuation of farm management, including small farms, to maintain the rural community environment.” In other words, the DPJ appears uninterested in farmland consolidation and large-scale expansion. Even if the individual (household) income support system is implemented, the fiscal burden would only increase and the problems would go unresolved.

***AT:  Japan Modernization Good Advantage***

Yes Conventional Rearm

(  )  Japan conventional prolif inevitable – US refusal to sell F22’s and Chinese modernization

Richard D. Fisher, senior fellow @ Int’l Assessment and Strat. Center, 7-19-2009, “F-22 fighters for Japan,” Washington Times, ln

If Japan's long-standing effort to acquire the Lockheed-Martin F-22 Raptor fifth-generation superfighter falls victim to Washington power politics, the United States may inadvertently encourage an Asian arms race over which it may have little control. It is fortunate for the United States that in what may be the last year a deal is possible, Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Daniel K. Inouye and his supporters have decided to lead an effort to reverse a 1998 law barring foreign sale of the F-22. Through Mr. Inouye's efforts Japan now knows a slightly degraded export model of the Raptor may take five years to develop and cost about $290 million a plane for about 40, compared to the estimated $150 million the U.S. Air Force pays. Japan's long-standing quest to obtain the F-22, however, may be shot down amid the intense political struggle over the F-22s very future. President Obama and Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates have made termination of F-22 production at 187 planes a symbolic goal of their effort to cut defense spending and reorient U.S. military strategy. This has been challenged recently by the House Armed Services Committee, which approved the production of 12 more Raptors, and a Senate committee that approved production of seven more. However, the administration immediately threatened a veto, and the F-22's opponents are working hard to ensure that production ends in 2011 as currently planned. After 2011, the F-22's costs will grow significantly, so Japan and its U.S. supporters have little time to nail down a deal. However, some U.S. officials have long doubted that Japan can afford to pay for the F-22, which is why the George W. Bush and Obama administrations have not seriously promoted the F-22 for Japan. Mr. Gates reportedly favors selling Tokyo the smaller, somewhat less capable and less expensive Lockheed-Martin F-35 Lighting II. While Japan may also purchase the F-35, there are two important reasons Washington should fully support Japan's goal to acquire the F-22. First, the F-22 will be the only combat aircraft capable of countering China's expected fifth-generation fighters. Second, selling Japan the Raptor may become a critical nonnuclear means for Washington to help Japan deter a China on its way to becoming a military superpower by the 2020s. If Washington cannot provide decisive nonnuclear means to deter China, Japan may more quickly consider decisive deterrents such as missiles and nuclear weapons. Though the Chinese government says next to nothing and the U.S. government says very little, what is known about China's fifth-generation fighter program is disturbing. Both of China's fighter manufacturers, the Shenyang and Chengdu Aircraft corporations, are competing to build a heavy fifth-generation fighter, and there are serious indicators China may be working on a medium-weight fifth-generation fighter similar to the F-35. China can be expected to put a fifth-generation fighter on its future aircraft carriers, and it can be expected to build more than 187. Furthermore, China's development of anti-access capabilities such as anti-ship ballistic missiles, its buildup of nuclear-missile and anti-missile capabilities and space-warfare weapons will increasingly undermine U.S. strategic guarantees for Japan. China's development of long-range anti-air and surface-to-air missiles also threatens the electronic support aircraft critical to the "networked" U.S. air-warfare paradigm, meaning that jet fighters could quickly lose force-multiplying radar aircraft, tankers and communication satellites. As such, Japan is correct to prefer the F-22, which reportedly can fly 300 to 400 mph faster and two miles higher than the F-35 - an aircraft optimized for attack, not air-superiority missions. If Japan is serious about the F-22 and its military security, it will have to pay for both. But if Washington is serious about sustaining a strategic alliance, it should sell the Raptor to Japan and be prepared to do more as China's military looms larger.

Yes Conventional Rearm

Laundry list of alt-causes to Japan’s security fears – rearm coming now

Brad Glosserman, their author, 3-24-2008, “Japan peers into the abyss,” Japan Times, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/eo20080324bg.html

One concern is the U.S.-India civilian nuclear cooperation agreement. Japanese worry because the deal appears to reward bad behavior (India hasn't ratified the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty); it could set a precedent that would encourage other countries to proliferate; and it appears to downplay the significance of the NPT, making it just another item in the U.S. diplomatic tool kit, to be discarded when geopolitics dictate, rather than the cornerstone of the nonproliferation regime. Security planners in Tokyo worry that Pyongyang is closely watching those negotiations and using them as a benchmark for its own multilateral talks. (Delhi insists its experience is unique and any deal will not set a precedent.) Shifts in U.S. policy — such as its readiness to talk directly to the North Koreans, to roll back financial sanctions and to move forward with normalization even though Japanese concerns about the fate of its abductees have not been met — harden Japanese fears that the U.S. will make similar compromises when it comes to denuclearizing the Korean Peninsula and that Washington may settle for a "gray" nuclear capability in the North — neither confirmed nor denied. While reluctant to say so out loud, Japanese are especially worried that a reunified Korea — even headed by the South — would retain that nuclear capability. Japanese are well aware of the animosity that colors its relationship with South Korea and wonder: What would the U.S. do in the event of a conflict between its two Northeast Asian allies? China is an equally troubling issue. Japan's confidence was sapped by the "lost decade" of the 1990s; China rose as Japan stagnated. There is a deep-rooted fear that the U.S. will reassess "the most important bilateral relationship in the world, bar none," and seek a great power condominium with Beijing. The close consultation with China in the six-party talks is seen as a harbinger of the future. Nuclear dynamics contribute to the uncertainty. In the Cold War, the U.S. accepted mutual vulnerability with the Soviet Union to create strategic stability. Both superpowers knew that in a crisis each could inflict unacceptable damage on the other; that provided the foundation for stability through mutual deterrence. The U.S. and China have not reached a similar arrangement. The U.S. might decide that it won't accept mutual vulnerability with China and would counter Chinese attempts to create such a relationship. That would threaten an arms race and could create regional instability. But if the U.S. accepts vulnerability to Chinese missiles — China's ability to strike the U.S. in a crisis — there will be doubts in Japan about Washington's readiness to trade Los Angeles for Tokyo. Neither outcome is satisfactory for Tokyo. Collectively, these developments contribute to growing unease in Tokyo about the credibility of the U.S. commitment to defend Japan. And those doubts, rather than any nationalist sentiment or discontent with Japan's international status, will be the drivers of and the most important factors in Japanese national security debates about nuclear weapons.

Yes Conventional Rearm

Japanese rearm coming now – North Korea and economic crisis overwhelms extended deterrence

China Post, 4-13-2009, “Japan May Now Have to Rearm Itself,” ln

North Korea fired a long-range rocket on April 5. Pyongyang claimed the rocket sent a satellite into orbit, but the U.S. North American Aerospace Defense Command said in a statement: Stage One of the missile fell into the Sea of Japan and the remaining stages along with the payload itself landed in the Pacific. No object entered orbit and no debris fell on Japan. Well, that's the reason why the Japanese self-defense forces didn't fire missiles to destroy any debris. But along with the United States, Japan believes North Korea was testing long-range ballistic missile technology that can be used to carry a nuclear warhead far beyond its skies to Alaska. The fear of a nuclear attack from North Korea, coupled with the current economic recession, is more than likely to prompt Japan to re-arm itself. North Korea, rather than Russia or the People's Republic of China, is Japan's only potential enemy. And the country is headed by Kim Jong-Il, the erratic despot son of Kim Il-Song, who launched an invasion to kick off the Korean War in 1950. Pyongyang has gone on the record by saying it has stopped trying to make nuclear bombs, but the Japanese military suspects that they may have been stockpiled. Japan has a mutual defense treaty with the United States. Uncle Sam provides a nuclear defense umbrella for Japan under the treaty signed at the beginning of the Cold War era for protection against attacks from the Soviet Union. Thanks to the mutual defense arrangements, Japan has been able to refrain from rearmament, which is frowned upon by the United States and the People's Republic of China, along with those Asian countries that were invaded or occupied by the Japanese Imperial Army before and during the Second World War. The global financial crisis has changed the situation, however. Japan is one of the countries hardest hit by the silent tsunami, which, if not halted in time, may engulf the world like the Great Depression of the early 1930s. The Wall Street crash of 1929 precipitated a sharp decline in Japan's silk industry first. By 1931, the index of raw silk prices, with those in 1914 at 100, was down to 67, compared with 151 in 1929 and 222 in 1925. Over the same period, the index for rice fell from 257 to 114. A world slump in international trade simultaneously reduced Japan's cotton exports, driving a large proportion of unemployed girl factory workers to seek refuge in their native villages. The result was widespread poverty in rural areas. One solution Japan found to cure its economic woes was to expand military spending. The Kwantung Army created the Mukden Incident on Sept. 18, 1931.

Yes Conventional Rearm
Japan is militarizing now.

Jiji Press Ticker Service.  08. November 25, 2008 “Tokyo Report: Japan to Revise Basic Defense Program” LexisNexis 
The Defense Ministry has begun amending its basic national defense program for the first time in five years against the backdrop of major changes in environments surrounding Japan, such as China's rapid military modernization. The current defense program, mapped out in 2004, states that it should be amended in five years or if significant changes occur in the nation's surrounding conditions. While the ministry is to revise the program in line with the stipulation, Japan has witnessed unignorable changes in its periphery since 2004. The existing defense program therefore will be "fundamentally" revised, says a senior ministry official. Among notable changes taking place around Japan is the "faster- than-expected modernization" of China's military, as another senior ministry official puts it. In 2006, for example, a Chinese submarine stalked the aircraft carrier USS Kitty Hawk and was not detected until it surfaced within torpedo range. China has also shocked other countries with its cutting-edge military technologies such as successfully testing an antisatellite weapon last year. In the meantime, the presence of the United States, Japan's biggest ally, has changed. While the current defense program describes the United States as the sole superpower in the world, ministry officials are wondering if the new program should use the same description now that China and Russia have gained power in the military field and thus lowered the relative position of the United States. The current defense program envisages reducing Japan's main weaponry and the personnel strength of the Ground Self-Defense Force on the grounds of dwindling military threats to Japan. The coming program, for which the ministry hopes to obtain approval from the cabinet at the end of 2009, is expected to adhere to the policy stance of its predecessor and call for cutting the number of tanks, destroyers and fighter jets. GSDF officers stress that a Russian invasion of Japan is still a possibility. But civilian bureaucrats at the ministry shrug off the warning, saying that ground battles between Japan and Russia are unlikely although the Russian armed forces are stepping up activities. Nevertheless, the GSDF is eager to retain its current personnel strength, emphasizing that a cut in strength would hamper its rescue and reconstruction missions in natural disasters, including a big earthquake that could hit the Tokyo metropolitan area.

Japan is replacing fighter fleets now.

Avery 09. Emma Chanlett-Avery, Coordinator Specialist in Asian Affairs William H. Cooper Specialist in International Trade and Finance Mark E. Manyin Specialist in Asian Affairs Weston S. Konishi Analyst in Asian Affairs November 25, 2009 . Congressional Research Service. “Japan-U.S. Relations: Issues for Congress” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA511942&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf.

Washington’s apparent refusal thus far to sell next-generation F-22 Raptors to Japan has struck a raw nerve in Tokyo. Current U.S. legislation restricts exports of the F-22 to foreign countries. Many Japanese defense officials, however, view the F-22 as a potential replacement for Japan’s aging fleet of F-4 fighters, and regard the potential sale of the F-22 as something of a test of the U.S. strategic commitment to the bilateral alliance. As of mid-September 2009, increased production of F-22 Raptors, including a measure to explore possible F-22 sales to Japan, appears in question. President Obama has threatened to veto any defense spending bill that includes additional funds for F-22 production. On July 21, 2009, the Senate passed an amendment to S. 1390, the FY2010 National Defense Authorization Act, that eliminates funding for additional F- 22 aircraft production. The House version of the defense authorization bill (H.R. 2647), however, allocates $369 million for additional F-22 parts. A final decision on F-22 spending will take place when the House-Senate conference completes the FY2010 defense spending bill later this year. 11 If Congress and the Administration do not approve F-22 sales to Japan, experts believe that Tokyo will likely consider alternative fighter aircraft, including European-built Typhoon fighters.

No Conventional Rearm

No risk of military buildup – doesn’t want to spend money on it even though they don’t believe the US will stand up to an aggressive China in the squo

J.R. Nyquist, Patriot, 12-2-2005, “JAPANESE REARMAMENT AND THE CHINA THREAT,” http://www.financialsense.com/stormwatch/geo/pastanalysis/2005/1202.html

Given that Japan prefers to spend less that 1 percent of GNP on defense and openly questions America’s willingness to oppose an aggressive China, what is Japan’s strategy? Japan is cutting its tanks and artillery pieces by a third in order to spend more money on its elderly. The idea of a Japanese military buildup (even in response to China’s buildup) is a myth. Japan’s way of dealing with China may be found in a new opening to Russia. In the last two years Japan has dramatically increased its trade with Russia, investing heavily in Russian oil and gas projects. Toyota plans to build an auto plant in Russia. Japanese military analysts believe that China will not move against Japan if Japan and Russia draw economically closer. (This idea is undoubtedly encouraged by Moscow.)
No Japan conventional prolif – 

a. Massive national debt will remain for the foreseeable future

Reuters, 11-18, “OECD chief: no reform in sight on Japan public debt,” http://www.reuters.com/article/marketsNews/idUST21727420091118

There is no end in sight to Japan's ballooning public debt with the country having put off targets for reforming its fiscal conditions, the head of the OECD said on Wednesday. "With the annual budget deficit approaching 10 percent of GDP, public debt is on track to rise even further to over 200 percent by 2011," Angel Gurria, secretary general of the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development, told a forum in Tokyo.
b. prevents conventional strike development  -- politically outweighs national security interests 

Isabel Reynolds, 4-6-2009, “North Korea rocket revives Japan pre-emptive strike talk,” Reuters, http://www.reuters.com/article/topNews/idUKTRE5351KP20090406?sp=true

Japan's pacifist constitution has been interpreted as allowing a military only for self-defense and some experts say a pre-emptive strike doctrine would stretch that too far.  At present, Japan lacks the necessary missiles or long-range bombers, and acquiring them would be costly.  Given the ballooning national debt and rising spending to combat Japan's worst recession since World War Two, the political momentum may be lacking to transform the armed forces.  Japanese politics has been stalemated by a divided parliament -- the country has had three prime ministers in less than two years and an election is due by October.  "It is very hard to focus for very long and very hard, even on things as important as national security, given the economy," said Richard Samuels, a political science professor at Massachusetts Institute of Technology and an expert in Japan's security policy.
AT:  China Impact – Japan Not Key

The US will contain china, using Korean military instead of Japan. 

Wen Wei Po 7/8/10 BCC Monitoring Asia Pacific  “Hong Kong paper accuses US of 'provoking' China with scheduled military drill,” Lexis Nexis

In response to the joint military exercise that the United States and the ROK militaries would carry out in the Yellow Sea as they announced, Qin Gang, spokesman for the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, said yesterday that under the current situation, all sides should keep their composure and exercise restraint, and should not do anything that may aggravate the regional tension and do harm to the national security interests in this region. In the past days running, senior Chinese military leaders openly expressed strong opposition to the entry of the US aircraft carrier into the Yellow Sea, and emphasized that China has strong will and capability to deal strikes at any invading foreign warships. The United States' action of carrying out a military exercise in an area critically sensitive to China's security under the pretext of the Ch'o'nan [Cheonan] incident will be an extremely serious military provocation to China, not only reflecting the United States' hegemonic arrogance, but also showing that the United States has extended its strategy of containing China to the military domain in an undisguised manner. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and made clear its clear-cut attitude.  This was a necessary move for safeguarding regional peace. The United States should understand that Sino-US cooperation will benefit both sides, but Sino-US struggle will do harm to both sides, immediately stop its activities of military provocations, and prevent the escalation of the tense situation. In the past, the US military mainly carried out exercises in the Sea of Japan. This time, while the situation on the Korean Peninsula became tense drastically because of the Ch'o'nan incident, the United States indicated in a high-profile manner that it would carry out a joint military exercise with the ROK in the Yellow Sea, and announced that it would dispatch an aircraft carrier to take part in the drill. This was actually a targeted action of provoking China, as described in a Chinese proverb - "Xiang Zhuang's sword dance was aimed at killing Pei Gong who was then watching aside". The Yellow Sea is the gateway to the North China region where Beijing, China's national capital, is located. If American aircraft carriers can freely move into this sensitive area, that will put China's Liaodong Peninsula and Shandong Peninsula completely within the attack range of the US military force. This move taken by the US military will obviously smack of military deterrence. On one hand, the show of force in the Yellow Sea may give a warning to the DPRK; on the other hand, this is also to flex muscle towards China and conduct strategic reconnaissance against China's coastal military facilities. No matter what is the purpose, the United States' military presence at the door of China will do nothing good to the easing of the situation on the Korean Peninsula, but will just escalate the confrontation atmosphere in that region. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and first carried out live fire shooting training in the East Sea, showing that China would not be indifferent to the United States' threats, and had capability and determination to protect her national security and the regional stability. China is the largest developing country undergoing the quickest development in the world, and the United States is the world's number one economic and military power. The United States went all out to contain China for the purpose of maintaining its world hegemony. However, China always upholds peaceful development. China's peaceful rise will not pose threats to any other countries, but will just be an important force for safeguarding regional and world peace. In the past, the United States continued to spread the "theory about China's military threats". Now, it presents the "US military threats" in reality. The United States wants to contain China. China certainly will stage anti-containment. The United States should be aware that the age of behaving with unbridled arrogance, as i n the days of the aircraft collision over the South Sea and the "mistaken bombing" of the Chinese embassy building, is gone for ever. Although the trial of strength between China and the United States will not end, the two sides should prevent the outbreak of large-scale conflicts. Coming into large-scale conflicts with China will bring no benefit to the United States.
AT:  China Impact – Japan Not Key
U.S. cooperates with Laos to counter-balance China’s regional influence. 

Rob Corben 7/15/10 GlobalSecurity.org, “Better US, Laos Ties Seen as China Counterweight”http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2010/07/mil-100715-voa09.htm

Regional analysts welcomed the United States' moves to boost bilateral cooperation with Laos, which are viewed as acting as a diplomatic counter-balance to China's growing regional influence.  The improved bilateral cooperation came in talks in Washington this week, at their highest level since the Vietnam War. The increased talks come six years after both countries established normal trade ties, as well as closer diplomatic relations.  The discussions between Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Laos Foreign Minister Thongloun Sisoulith were the highest level meetings between the two countries since the Vietnam War. Both countries pledged to step up exchanges, agreeing to an "open skies" pact, which allows mutual access to each other's airlines and is expected to help Laos' tourism industry.   Pradumna B. Rana, an associate professor at the Singapore-based S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies, praised the moves that come as Singapore and the 10-member Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN) are looking for more U.S. regional engagement.  Rana says countries in Southeast Asia think the conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan led to the U.S. to take a lower profile in the region over recent years.  "It is very welcome move and it certainly enhances the U.S.'s role in Southeast Asia and more so with the region," said Rana.  "Singapore has been making the case for ASEAN plus eight. A new grouping where you have ASEAN - including the U.S. and Russia - more open with the U.S. engagement. It's very consistent with that idea."  Australian-based regional defense analyst Carl Thayer says the moves also reflect U.S. foreign policy steps to re-engage with Asia and to be a counterweight to China's influence in the region.  China's Vice President Xi Jinping visited Laos last month with pledges of investment funds to improve infrastructure for better regional transport of Chinese goods.   Thayer says President Barack Obama has carried on with initiatives started during the administration of President George W. Bush, and those steps will act as a counter to China's own diplomatic efforts to raise its influence in Asia.  "The Obama administration is rethinking relations with Southeast Asia, and part of that obviously is to play the charm offensive game that China has been winning up until now," said Thayer.  "And Laos has seen this rise in the relationship."  

AT:  China Impact – Japan Not Key

India causes Chinese containment – naval base on Maldives to contain Chinese influence 

Nelson 09/2009 Dean Nelson, Ph.D. in journalism, Telegraph.ok.uk, “India plans naval base on Maldives to contain Chinese influence” http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/india/6061193/India-plans-naval-base-on-Maldives-to-contain-Chinese-influence.html
India is planning to establish a naval base and listening post in the Maldives, the tropical holiday islands in the Indian Ocean, in an attempt to contain growing Chinese influence in the region.  Mohammed Nasheed, the President of the Maldives, said he plans to introduce a $3 (£1.80) a day green tax for all tourists at the Indian Ocean nation's popular island resorts. Its naval chiefs and military strategists have become increasingly alarmed by China's expansion in South Asia where it has established a series of bases in neighboring countries. It is currently developing a deep water harbour for its expanding fleet of nuclear submarines in Gwadar, Pakistan, and is developing ports in Sri Lanka and Bangladesh. Indian strategists have described its growing number of ports as a "string of pearls" around its neck. 

AT:  China Impact – Japan Not Key

China feels arm sales were done to contain them. 

Wenran Jiang 2/2/10 former director of the China Institute at the University of Alberta, is a Public Policy Scholar at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington. Bloomberg Business Week. “U.S.-China Fight over Taiwan Exposes a Perception Gap” http://www.businessweek.com/globalbiz/content/feb20 10/gb2010022_481358.htm
The weapons sale indicates Obama is running out of patience with Beijing, while the Chinese worry about a new U.S. plot to contain China. Only a few months ago, U.S.-China relations seemed to be enjoying a honeymoon. President Barack Obama, who visited Beijing and Shanghai in November, had made engagement with China one of his top foreign policy priorities. There was even widespread discussion of a new G2 era, with Washington and Beijing coordinating closely to solve key global problems. But the relationship of the two largest global powers has been constrained by a series of setbacks, ranging from differences over climate change commitments and approaches to Iran's nuclear program to disputes over trade and currency. Last month, the Chinese government reacted angrily to a speech by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton criticizing Internet censorship in China. Now the announcement of $6.4 billion in U.S. arms sales to Taiwan has pushed Beijing to condemn Washington with tougher-than-usual rhetoric and stances. Treating the arms sales as a serious threat to its national security, Beijing has suspended military-to-military exchanges with the U.S. and postponed the deputy ministerial talks on security, arms control, and nonproliferation. For the first time, China also is publicly threatening to take punitive measures against U.S. companies, such as Boeing, involved in the weapons sales to Taiwan. U.S. observers seem perplexed by China's furious response, saying that the Chinese have known about the sales for months, Beijing insists that it had repeatedly warned the U.S. that selling the weapons to the Taiwanese would have severe consequences.
Beijing views the US-Taiwan arm sales as provocation. 

Wenran Jiang 2/2/10 former director of the China Institute at the University of Alberta, is a Public Policy Scholar at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington. Bloomberg Business Week. “U.S.-China Fight over Taiwan Exposes a Perception Gap” http://www.businessweek.com/globalbiz/content/feb20 10/gb2010022_481358.htm

What is emerging, as reflected in the Taiwan arms sales, is a huge perception gap between the U.S. and China on bilateral relations, among other global issues. According to the U.S. State Dept., the Taiwan sale is no more than an effort to enhance the "security and stability" of Taiwan and the region. After all, the U.S. has been selling arms to Taiwan for decades. Beijing perceives it as a provocation. The sales come at a time of improved relations between Taiwan and the mainland, with strengthened economic exchanges, a Taiwan administration pursuing closer ties with Beijing, and works-in-progress for a potential peace treaty. There is no hostility, no threats from Beijing to use force for a speedy reunification, and no Taiwanese agenda to declare independence. The arms sales, including advanced weaponry such as Blackhawk helicopters, Osprey anti-mining ships, and Patriot antimissile systems, may in fact lead to instability and a new arms race across the Taiwan Strait.

Beijing suspects containment efforts by the U.S.

Wenran Jiang 2/2/10 former director of the China Institute at the University of Alberta, is a Public Policy Scholar at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington. Bloomberg Business Week. “U.S.-China Fight over Taiwan Exposes a Perception Gap” http://www.businessweek.com/globalbiz/content/feb20 10/gb2010022_481358.htm

Arms sales to Taiwan may also signal that the Obama Administration is running out of patience with China, following a year in which the U.S. took what it perceives to be a very accommodating approach. The emerging consensus in Washington is that China is not playing along in addressing core interests and concerns: Beijing snubbed the U.S. at the Copenhagen climate talks, for instance, and resisted tougher sanctions against Iran. Hackers from China might have played a role in the cyber-attacks on Google and other U.S. companies, and the Chinese government has behaved assertively on a range of other issues. These are exactly the set of issues that cause Beijing to suspect that the U.S. is launching a new, coordinated containment strategy against the China's rise. Beijing's leadership resents being the scapegoat of the failed climate negotiations and regards Washington's backing of Google as a further indication of U.S. "information imperialism" that interferes with China's domestic affairs. For China's leaders, the arms sales to Taiwan raise serious questions in Beijing about U.S. strategic intentions. Such a perception may well underlie Beijing's stronger-than-expected responses.
AT:  China Impact – Modernization Alt-Causes

(  )  National prestige, Taiwan, and economic status are the most important factors to the PLA. 

Daniel Darling, 7-28-2009, “The Dragon Awakes,” Faster Times, http://thefastertimes.com/defensespending/2009/07/28/the-dragon-awakes-chinas-military-build-up/

While anxiety over the PLA’s buildup has gathered steam at the Pentagon, such concerns certainly extend both ways. China’s military modernization efforts are often attributed to the Taiwan Strait Crisis of 1996 when Chinese missile firing exercises in the waters surrounding Taiwan resulted in the dispatch of two U.S. naval carrier groups into the area. The American response was meant as a show of solidarity towards Taiwan and a message to Beijing that the U.S. would defend its regional interests. The incident exposed the weakness of Chinese military power projection in relation to that of the U.S. and has resulted in the ongoing buildup now being witnessed.  Though, as previously noted, relations between China and Taiwan are recently on the upswing, Beijing still aims to coerce Taiwan and prevent - or at least minimize - the U.S. ability to intervene on the behalf of Taipei in the event of an outbreak of hostilities. The Chinese short-term naval focus is believed to be geared towards creating an anti-access force that could deter or delay the entry of U.S. naval or air force support elements coming to relieve/reinforce Taiwanese efforts at defending its homeland.  But Taiwan is not the only focus of China. National pride and the belief that to be a great power China must have military capabilities commensurate to its economic status also underline the efforts to bolster and modernize the PLA. Thus, the long-term aspiration is to be able to project Chinese military strength well beyond its immediate borders - an achievement that would cement the nation’s status as a truly global power.

China’s nuclear modernization is driven by fears of other countries – not just the US.  Their author.

Mike Gerson, research analyst at Center for Naval Analyses, 1-9-2008, “China’s Boomers,” FNS, ln

There seems to be talk about having some withhold options; having the ability to maintain intrawar deterrence; and moreover, having something left simply because there were other adversaries out there. The U.S. is not the only, there's India, there's other powers. They have to think about Japan. So the sense is that, I think, the more that China gets concerned about the credibility of its deterrent, the more, I would argue, based on the logic -- again, taking this from a theoretical perspective and using the U.S. as an example, the way the U.S. sort of thought about these issues -- the more they eventually get pushed into a strategy that at least allows some flexibility. I don't want to argue that they're moving towards what Ian Johnston from Harvard called the limited deterrence strategy. Essentially, a core minimum deterrent is perhaps what they want, but they want a little bit of flexibility in terms of being able not just to strike, you know, launch everything they have left and attack major cities afterwards.

(  )  Chinese modernization inevitable – based on regional security concerns for resource access

Daniel Darling, 7-28-2009, “The Dragon Awakes,” Faster Times, http://thefastertimes.com/defensespending/2009/07/28/the-dragon-awakes-chinas-military-build-up/

Much to the consternation of both its regional neighbors and Pentagon officials, China has embarked on a military modernization program that has pushed its official defense budget up to the rank of second-highest in the world behind that of the U.S. Many believe the motivation behind China’s steady defense buildup is aimed at extending the nation’s strategic power projection beyond its near-domain further out across the Pacific region. As China is landlocked on three sides - with Russia to its north, India to its southwest and its western fringes ringed by some of the world’s highest mountain ranges - keeping sea lines open to Chinese shipping remains vital for maintaining the crucial imports of energy and raw materials that serve to fuel its burgeoning economy.

AT:  China Impact – No China-Japan War

No China/Japan arms race – inevitable and ineffective

Clifton W. Sherrill, Florida State University, July 2001, “The Need for a Japanese Nuclear Deterrent,” Comparative Strategy, 20.3, p. 267
The People’s Republic of China remains strongly opposed to Japanese possession of nuclear weapons. Accordingly, the argument has been made that Japan’s acquisition of a nuclear arsenal would spur the Chinese to upgrade their own nuclear weapons inventory, which might result in increased nuclear-arms production in India and Pakistan respectively. This argument is � awed in two major respects: First, the Chinese have been attempting actively to upgrade their nuclear arsenal, as well as their conventional offensive power projection capabilities, for the past 20 years regardless of Japan’s actions. The Cox Commission report [11] detailing China’s nuclear weapons espionage activities and theft of warhead miniaturization technology, along with continued nuclear weapons testing through the early and mid-1990s, and intercontinental-range missile development through the Chinese space launch program provide evidence of a state already committed to increasing its nuclear weapons capabilities. Second, the Chinese nuclear arsenal is far too small to pretend that the additional target sets represented by Japanese nuclear weapons would upset a mathematically derived strategic balance. Potential targets in the United States, the Republic of China, India, and Russia are far more numerous than the Chinese arsenal can match currently. A handful of new targets in Japan would have little material effect. Numerical estimates of China’s current nuclear arsenal demonstrate that it is not matched to speciŽ c potential target sets but is based on providing a force large enough to ensure a survivable retaliatory nuclear option. If this is so, then the introduction of Japanese nuclear weapons is irrelevant to the size of the Chinese arsenal. Nonetheless, the evidence indicates that China is determined to build up its nuclear capabilities whether Japan joins the ranks of nuclear weapons states or not. Rather than focusing on possible Chinese reactions, Japan would be better served to concentrate on extant Chinese actions. 

AT:  China Impact – No China-Japan War

No China/Japan war – economic interdependence3 and energy cooperation

James Manicom, Ph.D. student, and Andrew O’Neil, Associate Professor of International Relations at Flinders University,  8-26-2009, “Sino-Japanese strategic relations: will rivalry lead to confrontation?” Australian Journal of International Affairs, 63.2, p. 228-229
While some analysts view competing Sino-Japanese national identities based on historical antagonism as driving perpetual bilateral tension (see He 2008; Heazle and Knight 2007), there is no evidence that policy makers in Beijing or Tokyo are in danger of being influenced by nationalist constituencies to the extent that pragmatic strategic calculations are in danger of being overridden. These strategic calculations are reinforced by the most economically interdependent relationship of any two countries in the world. Both countries remain acutely reliant on continued bilateral trade and investment for their overall economic well-being. As Sutter (2002: 39) points out: ‘China depends heavily on Japan for economic assistance, for technology and investment, and as a market for Chinese goods. Japan is increasingly dependent on China as a market, a source of imports, and an offshore manufacturing base.’ In 2004, China overtook the United States as Japan’s single most important export and overseas investment destination, and Japan remains China’s second largest trading partner (Blustein 2005). Just as significant is that the interdependent nature of the bilateral economic relationship is relatively balanced, with both sides having an equivalent stake in continuing their prosperous economic relationship. Unlike China’s lopsided trading relationship with the United States*/where China enjoys an annual surplus almost 10 times greater than that which it has with Japan*/Sino-Japanese two-way trade is more symmetrical and characterised by a high degree of complementarity. Consequently, there is much less scope for bilateral tensions arising from trade imbalances and associated disputes over market access. The second level of interdependence in the bilateral relationship is shared reliance on a small number of critical sea lanes for reliable energy supplies. For some time, Japan’s energy lifeline of oil imports from the Middle East has passed through the South China Sea, SLOC for Japan that remain vulnerable as strategic chokepoints. Indeed, this has been one of the key factors driving the SDF’s acquisition of enhanced maritime force projection capabilities, which some Japanese analysts have in the past seen as necessary to dissuade (and, if necessary, prevent) China from enforcing its claims to key island territories in the South China Sea. However, since it became a net importer of oil in 1993, China has had a much greater incentive to promote stability in the waters surrounding the same SLOC that Japan depends on for its oil supplies. Beijing and Tokyo, for reasons of economic growth and prosperity, have an overlapping incentive to ensure regional stability in Asia as a whole, including in their own immediate region of Northeast Asia (see Harris and Austin 2000). 

Even Japanese nuclearization would not lead to war – multiple reasons

James Manicom, Ph.D. student, and Andrew O’Neil, Associate Professor of International Relations at Flinders University,  8-26-2009, “Sino-Japanese strategic relations: will rivalry lead to confrontation?” Australian Journal of International Affairs, 63.2, p. 225

The assumption underlying pessimistic views about the likely implications of a nuclear-armed Japan*/that it will inevitably increase the likelihood of conflict between China and Japan*/also invites some scrutiny. On the surface at least, the introduction of nuclear weapons into any bilateral relationship is a recipe for increased strategic tensions. A decision by a state to arm itself with the most powerful weapon in the history of humankind is bound to have some sort of impact on surrounding states, particularly those with which it has adversarial relations. While a decision by Japan to go nuclear would have an unfavourable short-term effect on relations between Tokyo and Beijing, it would not be enduring. Both countries would be able to adapt to the altered strategic circumstances of a dyadic nuclear relationship because there is little China could realistically do to prevent a nuclear-armed Japan from emerging, and there remain powerful material and non-material incentives for both sides to avoid conflict. In short, a range of important factors would serve to mitigate the risks of conflict between China and Japan in the event that the latter decided to acquire nuclear weapons. 
AT:  China Impact – No China-Japan War

No preemptive strikes – deterrence and Japanese BMD

James Manicom, Ph.D. student, and Andrew O’Neil, Associate Professor of International Relations at Flinders University,  8-26-2009, “Sino-Japanese strategic relations: will rivalry lead to confrontation?” Australian Journal of International Affairs, 63.2, p. 225

Critics of this argument may feel justified in pointing out the risk that China could undertake military action to neutralise an incipient Japanese nuclear force before it evolved into a second strike capability. Having already passed through the various critical stages of technological development, this is the stage in the proliferation cycle where Japan would be most vulnerable to preventive strikes from China. But, in addition to the international opprobrium such action would attract, two factors would temper any offensive intentions by Chinese planners. The first is that the United States would probably feel compelled to respond militarily, irrespective of whether its alliance with Japan was still formally in place. In 1969, the Nixon administration clearly signalled to the USSR that it would not remain inactive in the event that Moscow followed through on its thinly veiled threats to strike China’s nuclear facilities at Lop Nor (Goldstein 2003: 60
1). It is highly unlikely that Washington would permit Chinese strikes against Japanese nuclear facilities to go unpunished. This is something Beijing would have to factor into its contingency planning and in itself would probably deter China from carrying out military strikes in the first place. The second key factor that would suppress any appetite for preventive strikes is the possibility that ballistic missile defence systems prove effective in protecting Japanese nuclear assets from a successful Chinese strike. Having invited international condemnation, and risked a forceful American military response, Chinese planners would also be exposing themselves to strategic humiliation in the event that they were unable to completely neutralise Japan’s embryonic arsenal. Japan’s massive military-industrial base and its long-standing expertise in nuclear technology mean that it would not take long for it to recover from any Chinese strike that merely degraded its existing capability. From China’s perspective, Japan’s rapidly improving missile defence capability must add an additional layer of uncertainty about its capacity to prevent a nuclear-armed Japan from emerging. Indeed, in future, missile defence could provide some important coverage for Japan’s key nuclear-related sites during the (comparatively short) time it would take to build up a second strike capability (Monten and Provost 2005: 299
300). 

AT:  China Impact – No US-China War

(  )  China is deterrable

Thomas Christensen, processor of political science at MIT, 2002, “The Contemporary Security Dilemma: Deterring a Taiwan Conflict,” Washington Quarterly, online
That being said, economic growth and job creation are also critical to the stability of the regime in China. The goals of economic growth and nationalism sometimes pull Beijing in opposite directions. Good economic policy requires further foreign penetration of the Chinese economy and positive relations with the United States, Taiwan, and Japan—China’s three biggest economic partners—whereas nationalist posturing in military and economic policy could easily injure relations with those major trading and investment partners. An attack against Taiwan would risk not only military disaster but also prolonged alienation of China’s economic partners. Beijing may be willing to fight over Taiwan even against militarily superior foes, but it is hardly eager to do so. Thus, deterrence is possible, but not simple.

(  )  US-China deterrence stable 

Robert S. Ross, Professor of Political Science, Boston College, 2002, “Navigating the Tiawan Strait: Deterrance, Escalation Dominance, and US-China Relations,” International Security, http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/international_security/v027/27.2ross.html#authbio

This article argues that the United States can be very confident that, absent a Taiwan declaration of independence, it can continue to deter the use of force by China against Taiwan. The United States possesses the capabilities—including a robust war-fighting force and "escalation dominance"—that even the most cautious analysts argued were necessary for deterring Soviet aggression. 6 [End Page 49] Moreover, Chinese leaders respect not only U.S. military capabilities but also U.S. resolve, and thus believe that American retaliatory threats are credible. Effective deterrence enables Washington to avoid policies that undermine U.S.-China cooperation while maintaining peace in the Taiwan Strait.
(  )  No U.S. china war – economic interdependence 

James Mulvenon et al. Associate Political Scientist at the RAND Corporation, 2005. RAND, “China on the Move: A Franco-American Analysis of Emerging Chinese Strategic Policies and Their Consequences for Transatlantic Relations.” http://www.rand.org/pubs/conf_proceedings/2005/RAND_CF199.pdf

Apart from the specific circumstances that suggest value in cooperation with the United States, the Chinese undoubtedly understand that sustainable growth will both require and foster growing economic interdependence between China and America. The two economies are quite complementary: America the source of new technology and insatiable consumer demand, and China an engine of production with a seemingly inexhaustible labor supply. True, this growing economic interdependence constrains the United States as well as China, which might embolden the Chinese to be less compliant. At the same time, awareness that the United States has an immense economic stake in China might cause the Chinese to feel that challenging the United States politically and militarily is not only fundamentally unwise but also fundamentally unnecessary. Opting to expand cooperation with the United States for the long haul would enable China to avoid a massive military buildup and thus to concentrate investment on internal development. At the same time, the Chinese can be expected to continue to expand their military capabilities, especially those relevant to the United States and Taiwan--their most powerful potential adversary and their most coveted symbol of national unity, respectively. Military modernization is not incompatible with a strategy of long-term political cooperation. Indeed, it could be viewed as important both as a hedge and as a way to avoid having to cooperate from a severely inferior position.
AT:  China Impact – US-China War Impact Takeouts

No extinction – Chinese weapons are weak in comparison to those of the United States

Robert A. Manning, Ronald Montaperto, and Brad Roberts. Cochairs of the Council on Foreign Relations. “China, Nuclear Weapons, and Arms Control.” 2000. page 18-19
Missiles form the core of China’s strategic force. The Second Artillery Corps was founded in the mid-1960’s to carry out the nuclear mission (it is roughly analogous to the Soviet Strategic Rocket Force). Most of China’s missiles have ranges suitable for roles in Asia, and most of them are tipped with conventional warheads. Of the long-range strike force, only a small fraction is capable of reaching targets in portions of the continental United States-reportedly only approximately twenty missles in total. China is understood to keep its missiles unfueled and without the warheads mated. It presently has no ability to launch on warning. The emphasis on the land-based component results in part from China’s apparent lack of success in developing on other long-range delivery systems. China has pursued a sea-based missile launch capability for four decades, though its current force reportedly consists of only one submarine armed with twelve medium-range ballistic missiles, which apparently has not sailed outside China’s territorial waters. China has also devoted some effort to developing a nuclear bomber capability, but its bombers are few in number, aged, and highly vulnerable to air defenses. They are also incapable of reaching targets in the United States.
No impacts – China will not use nuclear weapons against us in a war

Robert A. Manning, Ronald Montaperto, and Brad Roberts. Cochairs of the Council on Foreign Relations. “China, Nuclear Weapons, and Arms Control.” 2000. page 30-31
In Western vernacular, China has had a posture built on the principles of minimum deterrence. As the commander of the Second Artillery Corps recently put it, The purposes for which we developed our few strategic nuclear weapons were to break the nuclear monopoly, to eliminate the threat of nuclear blackmail, to reduce the possibility of a nuclear attack against China, and to gain a peaceful environment for economic construction….Without a nuclear capability, China would not have been involved in great power talks. Another senior People’s Liberation Army (PLA) leader has summarized China’s nuclear doctrine as follows: China’s nuclear strategy is purely defensive in nature. The decision to develop nuclear weapons was a choice China had to make in the face of real nuclear threats. A small arsenal is retained only for the purpose of self-defense. China has unilaterally committed itself to responsibilities not yet taken by other nuclear nations, including the declaration of a no-first-use policy, the commitment not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear states and in nuclear-free zones….In short, China’s strategy is completely defensive, focused only on deterring the possibility of nuclear blackmail being used against China by other nuclear powers.
AT:  China Impact – US-China War Impact Takeouts

China is incapable of winning a war with the US – lack of advanced technology

Jayshree Bajoria, Staff Writer. “China’s Military Power.” Council on Foreign Relations. 2-4-2009. Accessed electronically on July 19, 2010. <http://www.cfr.org/publication/18459/chinas_military_power.html>.
But experts say China is still decades away from challenging U.S. military's preeminence. Its ground forces field 1980s vintage armor and suffer from significant shortcomings in command and control, air defense, logistics, and communications. Its air force, too, lags behind those of Western powers, though China flies about one hundred top-end Russian Su-27 warplanes and has contracted to purchase newer Su-33s, which are capable of carrier-based operations. China plans to build aircraft carriers domestically, but currently has none under construction. "China's military modernization makes perfect sense to me as a natural evolution commensurate with China's rise as a great power." -- James Mulvenon, Center for Intelligence Research and Analysis None of this, however, adds up to an arms race. James Mulvenon, director of the Washington-based Center for Intelligence Research and Analysis, says China's military modernization "makes perfect sense to me as a natural evolution commensurate with China's rise as a great power." The concerns expressed by Western military experts focus on longer-term motives. Kerry Dumbaugh, a specialist in Asian affairs at the U.S. Congressional Research Service, sums up these security concerns (PDF) in a 2008 report, citing China's lack of transparency in military funding and operations; recurring instances of espionage directed at obtaining U.S. military secrets; evidence of China's improving military and technological prowess; and Beijing's military and technological assistance to states like Zimbabwe, Myanmar, and others viewed as repressive or international pariahs. Many of these issues may become less contentious through a better military-to-military relationship and improved trust between the two powers, say experts. For instance, the increasing economic interdependence of the United States and China should provide a solid basis for avoiding conflict. But accidents between the two militaries, such as the midair collision between a U.S. spy plane and a Chinese fighter in 2001, or the accidental missile strike on China's embassy in Belgrade in 1999, could still spark a conflict neither side desires. 

AT:  China Impact – US-China War Impact Takeouts

A US-China war would not lead to extinction

Keir A. Lieber and Daryl G. Press. “Superiority Complex – Why America’s Growing Nuclear Supremacy May Make War With China More Likely.” The Atlantic. 7-2007. Accessed on July 19, 2010. <http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2007/07/superiority-complex/5989/>.
In the 1990s, with the Cold War receding, nuclear weapons appeared to be relics. Russian and Chinese leaders apparently thought so. Russia allowed its arsenal to decline precipitously, and China showed little interest in modernizing its nuclear weapons. The small strategic force that China built and deployed in the 1970s and early 1980s is essentially the same one it has today.  But meanwhile, the United States steadily improved its “counterforce” capabilities—those nuclear weapons most effective at targeting an enemy’s nuclear arsenal. Even as it reduced the number of weapons in its nuclear arsenal, the U.S. made its remaining weapons more lethal and accurate. The result today is a global nuclear imbalance unseen in 50 years. And nowhere is U.S. nuclear primacy clearer—or potentially more important—than in the Sino-U.S. relationship.  China has approximately 80 operationally deployed nuclear warheads, but only a few of them—those assigned to single-warhead DF-5 intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs)—can reach the continental United States. (There is no definitive, unclassified count of China’s DF-5 ICBMs, but official U.S. statements have put the number at 18.) China has neither modern nuclear ballistic-missile submarines nor long-range nuclear bombers. Moreover, China’s ICBMs can’t be quickly launched; the warheads are stored separately, and the missiles are kept unfueled. (Unlike the solid fuel used in U.S. missiles, the liquid fuel used to propel Chinese ICBMs is highly corrosive.) Finally, China lacks an advanced early-warning system that would give Beijing reliable notice of an incoming attack.  This small arsenal fulfilled China’s strategic requirements in the 20th century, but it is now obsolete. The current Chinese force was designed for a different era:when China was a poor nation with a limited role on the world stage, and when U.S. and Soviet missiles were too inaccurate to carry out a disarming strike—even against Beijing’s small force. But China’s international presence is expanding, and America’s counterforce capabilities have soared. Moreover, one of the biggest constraints that would deter American leaders from contemplating a disarming strike is fading away. In the past, a U.S. preemptive attack would have generated horrific civilian casualties, but that may soon cease to be the case.  How the United States achieved nuclear dominance after the Soviet Union collapsed is an open secret. The Navy refitted its entire fleet of nuclear-armed submarines with new, highly accurate Trident II missiles and replaced many of the 100-kiloton W76 warheads on these missiles with 455-kiloton W88 warheads. (One kiloton is the explosive energy released by 1,000 tons of TNT.) The result is an unprecedented combination of accuracy and destructive power, essential for an attack on hardened silos. The Navy also recently tested a GPS guidance system that would dramatically boost the accuracy, and thus lethality, of the submarine missile arsenal.  For its part, the Air Force has improved the guidance systems of land-based Minuteman III missiles. Many of these missiles are also being “retipped” with more-powerful warheads—and more-accurate reentry vehicles—taken from recently retired MX (“Peacekeeper”) missiles. The Air Force has also upgraded the avionics on B-2 bombers. These nuclear-mission-capable bombers are already “stealthy,” but the upgrades improve the planes’ ability to penetrate enemy airspace secretly, by flying very low and using the terrain to shield them from radar.  Perhaps as important, the United States is pursuing a slew of nonnuclear weapons that will provide officials options they may find more palatable if they decide to attack an adversary’s nuclear arsenal. These include precision “bunker buster” conventional bombs, high-speed long-range cruise missiles, and conventionally armed ballistic missiles—each of which could be used to destroy enemy missile silos. Furthermore, Washington is undertaking initiatives—including advances in antisatellite warfare and in wide-area remote sensing, designed to find “relocatable” mobile missile launchers—that will make China’s nuclear forces vulnerable. Even a missile-defense system substantially boosts U.S. offensive counterforce capabilities. Critics of this system are right in claiming that it could not shield America from even a modest nuclear attack (e.g., 25 warheads), because it would be easily overwhelmed by decoy warheads and the “penetration aids” that would accompany an adversary’s missiles. But it could enhance offensive nuclear capabilities, by “mopping up” a small number of incoming warheads that survived a U.S. first strike.  
AT:  China Impact – US China War Impact Takeouts

US would always win in a US China War
Robert Ross, professor of political science. “Navigating the Taiwan Strait.” International Security. 2002. Accessed electronically on July 20, 2010. <http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/ross_v27n2.pdf>.

There are two deterrence dyads in the Taiwan Strait. The furst involves U.S. deterrence of China’s use of force against Taiwan for the purpose of unification. The second entails Chinese deterrence of Taiwan from declaring independence from mainland sovereignty. This article examines the U.S.-China dyad because it is of greater concern to U.S. policymakers and drives much of the decisionmaking regarding U.S. policy toward both China and Taiwan. Effective deterrence demands that the status quo state possess the retaliatory capability to inflict costs that outweigh the benefits on a state that seeks to change the status quo. U.S. deterrence in the Taiwan Strait requires that Chinese leaders believe that the United States can use its military capabilities effectively in a war in the Taiwan theater and that it can inflict sufficient costs on China that outweigh the beneªts of uniªcation through war. In some deterrence relationships, the revisionist state may have such a strong interest in challenging the status quo that it is not deterrable, regardless of the costs involved. U.S. deterrence of Chinese force thus requires that China values other interests more than uniªcation with Taiwan. But even if China is deterrable and acknowledges U.S. superiority in the Taiwan Strait, the United States must have still a reputation for resolve, so that its retaliatory threat is credible to China. U.S. interests regarding the Taiwan issue are therefore important because they inºuence China’s assessment of the credibility of U.S. retaliatory threats.7 

China will not be able to use nuclear weapons in a US China war

Robert Ross, professor of political science. “Navigating the Taiwan Strait.” International Security. 2002. Accessed electronically on July 20, 2010. <http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/ross_v27n2.pdf>.

The key to the extended deterrence problem is the role of nuclear weapons in the conventional use of force. Leaders in Beijing may believe that China’s nuclear weapons can deter U.S. conventional use of force in defense of Taiwan, thus enabling the Chinese to start a war. This is the core issue in the “stabilityinstability paradox.”10 On the one hand, the history of the Cold War suggests that the deterrence of conventional war by the danger of accidental or unintended escalation to US mutually assured destruction (MAD) may be a reality.11 On the other hand, during the Cold War, U.S. ofªcials feared that although the risk of nuclear war would deter the United States from launching a conventional war, they could not be sure whether the Soviet Union would respond similarly to the risk of an unintended nuclear exchange. Thus, after the Soviet Union acquired a second-strike nuclear capability in the mid-1960s, many U.S. government ofªcials and defense analysts argued that deterrence required robust U.S. conventional and/or nuclear war-ªghting capabilities and “escalation dominance.”12 These concerns contributed to NATO’s deployment of tactical nuclear weapons in Western Europe.13 Regarding contemporary East Asia, some U.S. policy analysts fear that leaders in Beijing may believe that China’s limited nuclear capability deters U.S. intervention on behalf of Taiwan, thus tempting China to use force for uniªcation. These concerns drive much of the desire of the Bush administration to enhance U.S.- Taiwan defense cooperation and missile defense. But if Chinese leaders are like their U.S. counterparts during the Cold War, they will lack confidence in the utility of nuclear weapons to deter U.S. intervention in a mainland-Taiwan war; instead they will focus on China’s conventional capabilities as its deterrent force.
AT:  China Impact – US-China War Impact Takeouts

US weapons are much more advanced

Robert Ross, professor of political science. “Navigating the Taiwan Strait.” International Security. 2002. Accessed electronically on July 20, 2010. <http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/ross_v27n2.pdf>.

Chinese military officials recognize that because China’s nuclear force is small and underdeveloped, and because potential adversaries possess advanced technologies that permit high-accuracy and long-distance missiles to target Chinese missiles, its retaliatory capability is vulnerable to a preemptive strike. Moreover, there is widespread Chinese acceptance that because advanced U.S. conventional weapons inflict minimal civilian casualties and collateral damage, they can be used with greater flexibility and less restraint than nuclear weapons to achieve strategic objectives.29 Chinese studies note that U.S. precision-guided missiles can play the role that nuclear weapons played during the Cold War in deterring an adversary from using weapons of mass destruction (WMD).30 Chinese analysts have also noted U.S. interest in using low-yield nuclear warheads deployed on high-accuracy missiles to target WMD, suggesting that Washington had “lowered the nuclear threshold” (jiangdi he menkan) for employing nuclear weapons in possible future preemptive strikes. These analysts are also aware that (1) the 2002 U.S. nuclear posture places China, along with “rogue countries,” on the list of states potentially subject to a preemptive nuclear attack, (2) China’s potential for using force against Taiwan signiªcantly drives U.S. nuclear planning, and (3) Washington could use nuclear deterrence in a Taiwan crisis to deter Chinese use of conventional force.31 Beijing’s concern for the vulnerability of its nuclear forces has led it to rely on mobility, dispersed deployment, and camouflage to enhance its secondstrike capability. Yet these methods, particularly its wide dispersal of launch sites, undermine China’s command-and-control systems and thus the reliability of its retaliatory capability.32 Concern for the survivability of its strategic forces has also led to “repercussions and controversy” among PRC specialists over whether China should reconsider its no ªrst-use of nuclear weapons policy. Defenders of this doctrine insist that should circumstances change so that China “cannot not use or has no choice but to use nuclear weapons, it would not be a departure from the intrinsic nature of deterrence, but would be in coordinated unity with it.” Similarly, if an enemy’s conventional attack 
AT:  China Impact – US-China Conflict Inevitable
Conflict inevitable - oil

Steve Yetiv, professor of political science at Old Dominion University, Christian Science Monitor, "How the US and China can avoid conflict; If China and America are to maintain cooperation, both need to manage China's rise effectively. The oil arena is an important place to start.," 6/17/2010, lexis, Alex Agne
From Washington to Bejing to Paris, leaders are asking a defining question of our times: Are China and the United States more likely to cooperate or to become serious rivals?  A lot hangs in the balance - including the ability to deal with global financial crises; America's massive debt; global energy security; climate change; nuclear proliferation and rogue countries, such as North Korea.  Relations depend largely on how Washington and Beijing read and manage China's rising status and oil interests.  China has revived itself as an economic powerhouse and a world power. The CIA's World Factbook forecasts that by the middle of this century China's economy will surpass that of the US in size, though China's per capita income will remain lower. Of course, as China continues to grow it will compete with the US on multiple levels, including strategic control of oil in the Middle East.  Deng Xiaoping, the famous political leader, launched China's Open Door policy in 1978 to open China to the world, partly in order to catch up with Western economies.  But China's economic success has also dramatically increased its oil demand. If current trends continue, China will rely on the Persian Gulf for one-third or more of its oil by 2025. This realization has pushed China to refashion its approach toward that region.  Over the past 25 years, China has significantly expanded its political relations, economic trade, and arms transfers to countries in the Middle East, and especially to Saudi Arabia and Iran. But, to America's chagrin, that means China's oil and gas interests in Iran have made it reluctant to take a serious stand against Iran's nuclear aspirations.  Also, in the past, China had no military capability in or near the Gulf. Now, it aims to project naval power well beyond its coast, not just to the shipping lanes of the Pacific but also to the Middle East. Beijing calls this new approach: "far sea defense."  China has been building naval forces to serve its new strategy - warships that can project its national power. Over the past few years, it has also built a port at Gwadar, Pakistan, which is largely commercial but may become a strategic foothold near the Gulf. In late March 2010, two Chinese warships docked in the United Arab Emirates - the first time the modern Chinese Navy made a port visit in the Middle East.  China cannot match US military might in the Gulf in the near term. But it has become the newest global player in the region, and as Washington is so used to being the global player, any hint of aggression on the part of China has led some American and Chinese officials and analysts to see a possible future Sino-American clash there.  The real threat is not a military clash, but China's rise and movements in the region could trigger tensions with the US that could worsen their global relations.  As China becomes more dependent on Gulf oil, it will be more inclined to ensure that Washington does not totally control this oil jugular.  
Conflict inevitable – trade

BBC Monitoring Asia Pacific , "Scholar says Sino-US trade conflicts inevitable as honeymoon ends," 11/13/2009, lexis, Alex Agne
Trade conflicts between China and the United States have gradually intensified since the second half of 2009. Liu Yuanchun, deputy director of the School of Economics at China Renmin University told our reporter that immediately after Obama took office, Sino-US economic relations generally speaking were more harmonious than expected. However, what the Chinese government needs to consider is that after China becomes the world's second largest economy in 2010, many issues will directly come to the fore and Sino-US trade relations will undergo a change in character. We must realize at a strategic level that trade conflicts between China and the United States are inevitable.  Liu Yuanchun said that in the early days of the Obama administration, President Obama was confronted with a daunting economic situation at home and his White House team went all out to salvage the financial institutions in the United States. Trade was not his focus at the time. With the pressure of the financial crisis in mind, the United States hoped that China would support US treasury bonds so as to stabilize the financial market in the United States. Preoccupied with domestic affairs, we may say, the Obama administration did not have the time to consider external issues, so Sino-US economic relations turned out to be more harmonious than expected. Judging from the Sino-US consultative mechanisms at the time, their bilateral dialogue basically did not touch upon some of the more central issues.  One of the most important changes in Sino-US relations since the second half of 2009 was the steady deterioration in their economic and trade conflicts. On the eve of Obama's visit to China, Sino-US trade friction seems to be worsening. In Liu Yuanchun's opinion, "even as the most dangerous moment in the financial crisis has passed, the crisis in the real economy remains. The United States has now shifted the thrust of its economic policy to the real economy." Under these circumstances, "it is Obama's plan to look to trade to save the country. His plan is to develop trade and the real economy."  Liu Yuanchun added, "When it comes to the development of foreign trade and the real economy, the very first issue to come up will be the trade deficit between China and the United States. US media are watching the Sino-US trade deficit very carefully, which they attribute to China's dumping policy and its currency exchange rate policy." 
AT:  China Impact – AT:  Conflict Inevitable

Conflict not inevitable over trade
China Daily "CASES 'WON'T SPARK US-CHINA TRADE WAR'," 12-11-2009, lexis, Alex Agne
Although trade remedy cases by the United States against China will probably grow this year, there is little possibility that a trade war between the two will be ignited given the promising prospects for China-US trade, according to experts from both sides.  The US Commerce Department said on Thursday that it will launch an anti-dumping and anti-subsidy investigation into imports of drill pipe used for oil wells from China, the first US trade remedy probe against China this year.  Late last year, the United Steelworkers union and several American steel makers lodged the appeal to the US government, calling for anti-dumping duties ranging from 429 to 496 percent on Chinese iron and steel drill pipes. And they also asked for countervailing duties to offset government subsidies, said the US Commerce Department.  According to US statistics, the nation imported drill pipes worth $194.6 million from China in 2008, compared with $107.1 million in 2006.  "This year will continue to be hard for Chinese exporters. Trade remedy cases from the US will surge as the unemployment rate will remain high in the US," said He Weiwen, a World Trade Organization expert from the China Society for American Economy Studies.  "But a trade war cannot easily happen." Chris Adams, minister counselor for trade affairs with the US Embassy in China, agreed. The trade volume involved in the cases accounts for a "small" part of the total, Adams said.  During the first nine months of 2009, imports affected by such cases accounted for 1.3 percent of US total imports from China, according to the WTO statistics.  Last year, China was the major target of the US trade remedy cases, which has intensified the China-US relations. The US already has 82 anti-dumping duty orders against Chinese goods and another 12 countervailing duty orders.  Many of the cases were launched by the United Steelworkers union, which repeatedly claimed imports from China were sold at low prices leading to job losses.  Yao Jian, a spokesperson for the Ministry of Commerce, said at a briefing recently that the Chinese government has noticed the fact, criticizing the cases as "absolutely unreasonable".  "We cannot decide whether or when to do it (the investigation), they are brought up by the industry and consumers," said Sarah Kemp, deputy senior director commercial officer at the US Embassy in China.  World Trade Organization Director-General Pascal Lamy said trade friction between the United States and China over everything from cars to chemicals will increase in the coming years.  The organization was up to the task of ensuring that the US and China never get into an all-out trade war that could have devastating consequences for the global economy.  
AT:  China Impact – Link Turn
U.S. Japan security cooperation key to deter China.

Feng  10. Zhu Feng, He is currently a professor at the university's School of International Studies and Deputy Director of Center for International Strategic studies of Peking university. May 10, 2010 Foreign Policy In Focus “An Emerging Trend in East Asia: Military Budget Increases and Their Impact” http://www.fpif.org/articles/an_emerging_trend_in_east_asia. 

Japan's international behavior and calculations, meanwhile, have been premised on a strong U.S.-Japan security alliance. In return, domestic political dynamics have done little to modify Japan's geostrategic perspective. In the short and medium term, maintaining the U.S.-Japan security alliance is important mainly due to the China factor. Nevertheless, in the long run, it remains unclear if the comprehensive improvement of the PLA's power capability both in quantity and quality will eventually undermine Japan's confidence, shake up alliance politics, and prompt Tokyo to embark on a significant rearming process. Reinforcing Japan's military commitment to its alliance with the United States would be one way of addressing the growing China concern. On the other hand, a rejuvenated nationalism in Tokyo could push the country into assuming a more independent role in security. In either case, China might be less motivated to slow down its pace of military modernization. The major powers in East Asia might increase their struggle for geopolitical gain in the Taiwan Strait, the South China Sea, and perhaps the entire East Asian region. Thus, a looming great-power rivalry will overshadow the region.

AT:  NK Impact – No NK War
North Korea Won’t Engage In War- US Involvement Acts As A Deterrent 

BBC 09 (British Broadcasting Cooperation is the largest news broadcasting organization in the world. “N Korea wants USA to regard it as equal partner at talks - Russian pundit.”BBC. May 27, 2009. Lexis. July 16, 2010.) 

North Korea does not want a war but is trying to get some political concessions by means of balancing on the verge of an armed conflict, Aleksandr Pikayev, head of the department for disarmament and conflict settlement at the Russian Academy of Sciences Institute of World Economy and International Relations, told Ekho Moskvy radio on 27 May. He was commenting on North Korea's statement that it is withdrawing from the 1953 agreement on the ceasefire with South Korea.  Pikayev said: "The statement that North Korea is breaking the 1953 truce is extremely serious. The situation is rather explosive, even if we assume that North Korea in reality does not want a war, which is quite possible, because in this case it would have to wage a war not only on South Korea but also on the USA that supports the latter. I would like to hope that no military actions will follow. However, no-one can guarantee that peace will be preserved."  Konstantin Asmolov, a member of the Centre For Korean Studies at the Institute For Far East Studies at the Russian Academy of Sciences, told Ekho Moskvy on the same day: "North Korea now counts approximately on the following: the USA will either have to regard it not as a rogue state but as an equal partner at the negotiations in relation to whom it is necessary to observe one's share of obligations, or everything will move towards a war that theoretically no-one will resort to. 

AT:  NK Impact – No NK War
(  )  North Korean nuclear deterrence will be stable

John Park, Director of the Korea Working Group at the U.S. Institute of Peace, and Dong Sun Lee, Assistant Professor of International Relations at Korea University, 2008, “North Korea Existential Deterrence and Diplomatic Leverage,” The Long Shadow
While an inadvertent nuclear escalation is a significant potential threat, it does not justify an alarmist view. The potential danger of an unwanted nuclear conflict will eventually breed caution on both sides and reduce the odds of its realization (Jervis i989). The United States will likely avoid applying provocative military and economic pressures for fear of a crisis spiraling out of control into a nuclear j exchange. In fact, Clinton &dministration officials feared this possibility of in— advertent escalation and therefore hesitated to resort to limited use of force or economic sanctions—even when Kim Jong Ii was suspected of having only one or possibly two nuclear devices of unproven potency. Since Pyongyang attained a greater retaliatory capability following its nuclear test, preemption carries higher risks. Should Pyongyang’s retaliatory capability grow, the possibility of U.S. preemption will further decrease. For its part, Pyongyang will avoid overly provocative brinkmanship tactics and participate in negotiations—at least until it moves out of a period of vulnerability when it is not yet able to deploy a secure nuclear force capable of hitting major U.S. urban-industrial targets (CNS 2006: ii). A preemptive strike will be Pyongyang’s last resort in any case, because such a strike would provoke a massive retaliation by Washington. Although the possibility of a preemptive war cannot be altogether dismissed, history tells us that states rarely have launched preemptive attacks because these actions carry considerable political costs of appearing to be an aggressor (Reiter 1995). Given the nuclear taboo, nuclear preemption will have a far greater political backlash; so there has been no such attack.

(  )  No North Korean aggression

Andrew O’Neil, Senior Lecturer in the School of Political and International Studies, Flinders University, 2007, “Nuclear Proliferation in Northeast Asia” 
In this chapter 1 challenge this perspective and argue that it is derived from an overly pessimistic response to nuclear proliferation at the generic level and a misreading oldie main factors driving North Korea’s nuclear program. More specifically, this perspective takes insufficient account of North Korea’s motives for going nuclear and overlooks the inherently defensive objectives that underpin the DPRK’s national strategy in the early part of the twenty-first century In short, the idea that a nuclear-armed North Korea is determined to foment regional instability and challenge the strategic status quo in NcrtheastAsiaissimplynotborneoutbyadoserreadingof Pyongyangs motives and worldview. On die contrary. the behavior and statements olthe regime suggest that the DPRK is likely to be predisposed to accepting the logic of deterrence in its relationship with the United States. For as long as Washington maintains an active and robust posture of strategic deterrence on the Korean peninsula, the Kim Jong-il regime in Pyongyang will Continue to be dissuaded from using nuclear weapons against other regional states. The key to managing North Korea as a nuclear weapon st.ire will be engaging Pyongyang in continuing dialogue while at the same time communicating clearly to the regime the severe costs attached to nuclear adventurism, such as the export of fissile material beyond the DPRK’s borders. In the longer term, this may well have the beneficial effect olpromoting an environment that is conducive to formal arms control and nuclear security more generally.

AT:  NK Impact – No NK War

North Korean War Unlikely- Demilitarization and Increasing Talks Key to Needed Foreign Aid and Resources 


Kirk 10 (Donald Kirk is a long- time journalist of Asian and Middle East foreign policy and politics. He is the author of “Korea Betrayed: Kim Dae Jung and Sunshine.” And he has a bachelor’s degree from Princeton University and a masters in international relations from the University of Chicago. “North Korea’s Desperate Measures.” A Times. July 17, 2010.  http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/LG17Dg02.html. July 17, 2010)

The overwhelming problem for the North is the nation is now on the verge of its worst famine since the mid-1990s when approximately two million people are believed to have died of starvation and disease. "Food shortages and a more general economic crisis have persisted to this day," according to a report released this week by Amnesty International. The North's "delayed and inadequate response to the food crisis has significantly affected people's health". The Amnesty report quotes an assessment by the World Food Program (WFP) that belies the victorious tone of North Korean rhetoric since the United Nations Security Council issued a watered-down statement that avoided holding the North responsible for the torpedo attack in March on a South Korean ship in the Yellow Sea that killed 46 sailors. "The progressive improvement in food security" in the first half of this decade "has been reversed in recent years", said the WFP. "The country's reliance on external food supplies is again increasing."  The question, as always, is where to find the food, and one answer, as far as North Korea is concerned, is to undo some of the damage done by the cutoff of trade and aid from South Korea, from UN sanctions imposed after the long-range missile and nuclear tests of 2007 - and, above all, to get the nations in the six-party talks to approve a tremendous aid package in return for another promise to stop the nuclear program. Recovering the ground lost over the past year or two of worsening recriminations will be difficult, but the Amnesty report, focusing on "the crumbling state of health care in North Korea", offers dramatic testimony of just why and how North Korea has again plunged into such a desperate condition.  "The government has resolutely maintained that it is committed to, and capable of, providing for the basic needs of its people and satisfying their right to food and a proper standard of health," according to the report, concluding, "Food insecurity remains a critical concern for millions of North Koreans." The problem is exacerbated, the report added, "by the government's reluctance to seek international cooperation and assistance" and "its restrictions on the delivery of humanitarian assistance".  The Amnesty report confirms and synthesizes the horrifying evidence of dozens of North Korean defectors as well as the sensational revelations of Norbert Vollertsen, a German doctor who worked in North Korea for more than a year in the late 1990s before the North Koreans expelled him. Dr Vollertsen, now back in Germany, crusaded for years in South Korea on the topic of North Korean abuses, citing extreme shortages of medicine and unspeakably cruel treatments in hospitals and clinics.  Amnesty documents "how widespread and chronic malnutrition, which suppressed people's immune system, has triggered epidemics and mass outbreaks of illnesses related to poor diet." "Interviews with North Koreans depict a country that professes to have a universal free health care system but in reality struggles to provide even the most basic service to the population." Said the report: "Health facilities are rundown and operate with frequent power cuts and no heat" while health workers "often do not receive salaries and many hospitals function without medicines and other essentials". Against this background, it said, "doctors have begin charging for their services, which is illegal under North Korea's universal health care system" and "the poor cannot access full medical care, especially medicines and surgery".  Simply by showing an interest in six-party talks, North Korea is inspiring a positive response in Washington - so much so that some diplomatic observers would not be surprised to see the North returning to six-party talks in August or September after a break of nearly two years. The US couched its response in lingo that appeared ritualistic in its tut-tutting over the North's behavior but clearly showed relief that talks might actually happen.  Or, as Kurt Campbell, US Assistant Secretary of State for East Asia and the Pacific, put it, "We are prepared under the right circumstances to sit down in a dialogue with North Korea," adding that "We do not want to talk for talking's sake". North Korea has to show it "rejects its provocative ways and embraces a path toward denuclearization on the Korean Peninsula".  North Korea undoubtedly will make just the right noises while the US and China do their best to get around a definite annoyance in the form of the war games that the US has been saying it's going to hold with the South Koreans in the very near future. In the face of all US assurances, the Chinese persist in seeing the exercises as a show of force directed against China as well as North Korea, but the US and China have fashioned a bargain that should ease the pain.  In return for the sense that China will rekindle the embers of the negotiations, and hold the North Koreans in check, the US and South Korea say there's no reason to have to stage the exercises off the Korean west coast in the Yellow Sea near where the Cheonan went down in March. Instead, why not have the nuclear-powered submarine George Washington, by far the most intimidating element in the area, conduct exercises off the Korean east coast? Basically, only South Korean vessels, already in the Yellow Sea, need exercise in the Yellow Sea.  With the exercises fast fading in significance, the Americans and Chinese have been falling all over themselves to appear pleasant and understanding.  A Chinese spokesman turned the other cheek to the idea that China should stage counter-exercises, saying to do so would suggest "dividing the region into different military alliances and viewing regional security from an angle of opposition and confrontation". And over at the Pentagon, a spokesman said the joint exercises would "send a clear message of deterrence to North Korea" even if held off the east coast.  The jolly voice of the Pentagon came up with yet another reason why the George Washington would not be flexing its muscles in the Yellow Sea; namely, its home port was at the US base in Yokosuka, south of Tokyo, and by exercising off the Korean east coast instead it would "spend more time training and less time just traveling".  With China adopting a somewhat conciliatory tone, North Korean protests were likely to be ritualistic. North Korea by now would prefer to get talks going - beginning with a meeting of generals at Panmunjom under terms of the 1953 Korean War armistice. North Korea's goal remains where it has always been - to replace the armistice with a peace treaty, to call for a "peace regime" over the Korean Peninsula and withdrawal of US troops, and to press for "denuclearization" without giving up its nukes.  The fact that North Korea wants to talk at all, though, represents a shift. The latest Amnesty report helps explain why. Conditions in North Korea, said Norma Kang Muico, releasing the report in Seoul, have worsened while the isolationist regime has spurned foreign intervention. She called on North Korea to begin "to address these shortages, including acceptance of needed international humanitarian assistance". 

AT:  NK Impact – No NK War

North Korea Is Willing to Continue Six Way Nuclear Talks- Shows Stability and Peace on the Peninsula

Kim 10(Jack Kim is a reporter for Reuters. “North Korea Shrugs Off Ship and Calls For Nuclear Talks.” Reuters. July 10, 2010 http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE66900A20100710 July 16, 2010)

North Korea said on Saturday it was willing to return to nuclear disarmament talks and signaled satisfaction that a U.N. Security Council statement did not directly blame it for the sinking of a South Korean warship.  China, the North's sole key ally, urged regional powers to put the navy ship sinking behind them and return to the negotiating table to end a cycle of confrontation that has raised security tensions to new heights since late March.  On Friday, the Security Council condemned the sinking of the South Korean corvette Cheonan in March that killed 46 sailors but stopped short of directly blaming North Korea, an outcome hailed by Pyongyang's U.N. ambassador as "a great diplomatic victory."Six-way nuclear talks involving North and South Korea, the United States, Japan, Russia and China have been in limbo since 2007 and a 2005 disarmament deal appeared to lose relevance when Pyongyang tested a long-range missile and a nuclear device.  "The DPRK will make consistent efforts for the conclusion of a peace treaty and the denuclearization through the six-party talks conducted on equal footing," the North's Foreign Ministry spokesman said in comments carried by the KCNA news agency.  DPRK is short for the North's official name, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea.  "We take note of the ... statement saying that 'the Security Council encourages the settlement of outstanding issues on the Korean Peninsula by peaceful means to resume direct dialogue and negotiation through appropriate channels'," it added.  A South Korea-led investigation concluded that a North Korean torpedo sank the Cheonan. Pyongyang has denied any involvement in the incident, saying it was a fabrication by the South aimed at politically damaging Pyongyang's leaders.  The Security Council statement, by not identifying an attacker, was able to win consent from Pyongyang's ally China for unanimous approval.  China, which had been the host of the six-way talks that began in 2003, urged regional powers to "flip the page of the Cheonan incident" and quickly resume those negotiations.  "We call for an early resumption of the six-party talks and joint efforts to maintain peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula," Foreign Ministry spokesman Qin Gang was quoted as saying by Xinhua news agency. "MUST ADMIT RESPONSIBILITY"  South Korea and the United States have previously said the North must first admit responsibility for the Cheonan incident before they would consider the resumption of the six-way forum.  Seoul did not immediately have comment on the North's gesture to shrug off the attack, which analysts said was carried out to divert attention from domestic economic woes and to consolidate Kim Jong-il's power to help pave the way for his son to eventually succeed him.  Washington did not immediately respond to the North's offer to resume talks at the multilateral forum.  "At this point we want to let North Korea absorb the fact that the international community has condemned the Cheonan incident," State Department spokesman Mark Toner said when asked about North Korea's offer to return to nuclear talks.  North Korea has consistently sought talks with Washington, claiming the status of a legitimate nuclear power, and has also demanded new negotiations to replace the armistice ending the 1950-53 Korean War with a permanent peace treaty.  South Korea and the United States have rejected the idea of peace talks, saying the dismantling of the North's nuclear program in an irreversible manner must come first.     
Apology For Cheonan Prove North Korea is Doing Everything to Not Start a War

Yokota 10( Takashi Yokato is a the associate staff writer for Newsweek in Japan. He is a graduate of Northwestern University. “No War With North Korea.” Newsweek. June 7, 2010. Lexis. July 17, 2010.)
Still, this fracas may not be all it seems. In fact, North Korean leader Kim Jong-Il  seems to be seeking a face-saving way out. Even as the North's fire-breathing generals vowed to resume the fight that began in 1950, a statement from the regime's political leadership eschewed talk of war, merely freezing relations and scrapping a nonaggression agreement. Western intelligence reported no signs that Pyongyang was mobilizing for an actual armed showdown. And the North's Foreign Ministry issued its own statement, mostly denouncing the United States, but ending with a renewed pledge to denuclearize the Korean Peninsula. Translation: the regime's softer side wants out of this mess.  Seoul, which wants to ease -tensions before hosting the G20 summit this fall, made sure to offer the North a way out: Lee demanded that Pyongyang "apologize and punish those responsible for the attack," laying down relatively easy terms for the North to resolve the conflict. Pyongyang may be preparing to comply. Even before the investigation concluded, the National Defense Commission dismissed Kim Il-Chol, its highest-ranking naval officer, citing his "old age." The naval chief is said to be in his late 70s, but so are many other commission members. Observers speculate that Pyongyang may use the dismissal to claim it has already punished the man responsible, perhaps setting the stage for an apology. Kenneth Quinones, a former State Department negotiator and Korea expert, says a "similar dynamic" guided North Korea's response when one of its submarines infiltrated South Korean territorial waters in 1996. Ultimately, moderate elements in Pyongyang persuaded the military hardliners to make an official apology. So far, history looks set to repeat itself. 
AT:  NK Impact – No NK War
North Korea threats are a bluff

Christian Science Monitor. “North Korea's threats over US-South Korea war games: Another bluff?” 7/25/2010. http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0725/North-Korea-s-threats-over-US-South-Korea-war-games-Another-bluff. Accessed 7/31/2010. 
A flotilla of 20 American and South Korean Navy ships churned the waters off South Korea’s east coast Sunday on the first of four days of military exercises in a show of force that North Korea promises to answer with a “powerful nuclear deterrence.” The rhetoric from North Korea, however, appears to most observers as just that – words that suggest a long-range determination to stick to its nuclear program while avoiding an immediate military confrontation.  “This is just a verbal threat,” says Choi Jin-wook, senior fellow on North Korean issues at the Korea Institute of National Unification, a Seoul-based think tank. “It’s just a bluff.”  What the war games entail The military exercises, led by the 98,000-ton Nimitz class aircraft carrier, come in the aftermath of the sinking of the South Korean Navy vessel, the Cheonan – in the Yellow Sea, on the opposite side of the Korean peninsula – in March. The carrier has 80 war planes taking off from its decks while more than 100 other planes are flying from the major United States air base at Osan, about 30 miles South of Seoul. The exercises, called “Invincible Spirit,” also include destroyers with Aegis-class counter-missile systems – the latest technology for fending off missiles of the sort that North Korea has tested over the years.  The emphasis is on antisubmarine warfare with ships and planes looking for dummy targets similar to the midget submarine that an investigation, led by South Korea and including experts from the US, Britain, Australia, and Sweden, concluded had fired the torpedo that split the Cheonan in two. North Korea continues to deny any role in the attack, in which 46 sailors were killed, but has said it wants to talk about it with investigators. What does North Korea want? After the war games are done on Wednesday, all sides are expected to turn to the possibility of negotiations on North Korea’s nuclear program.   “[The North Koreans] are very distressed by these exercises,” says Mr. Choi, “but they’ve already said they’re going to resume six-party talks [with US, China, Japan, Russia, and South Korea]. That’s what they want. They do not want war.”  But the North Koreans have made clear that they are not going to go along with demands to get rid of their nuclear program even if they return to the table. North Korea has called for “denuclearization” of the entire Korean peninsula – a term that is likely to include banning all nuclear arms from US ships in the Pacific and even banning nuclear-powered vessels such as the George Washington.  And no one rules out the possibility of more North Korean missile and nuclear tests.   North Korea has conducted two underground explosions of nuclear devices, in October 2006 and again in May of last year, and also has tested a long-range missile capable theoretically of carrying warheads as far as Alaska, Hawaii, or even the west coast of the US.  Choi predicts “they will try to conduct a nuclear test or a missile test” but notes the North faces severe internal problems. North Korea's reclusive leader Kim Jong-il, suffering from a variety of illnesses, is attempting to put on an appearance of strength while preparing for his third son, Kim Jong-eun, to take over when he leaves the scene. 
AT:  NK Impact – No NK War
No North Korean retaliation

Christian Science Monitor. “North Korea denounces war games, but is still game for six-party talks.” 7/22/2010. http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0722/North-Korea-denounces-war-games-but-is-still-game-for-six-party-talks. Accessed 7/31/2010. 

At a time when North Korea is attempting to show it's ready to resume six-party talks on its nuclear weapons program, Pyongyang fired off a volley of rhetoric aimed at joint US and South Korean military exercises. The denunciation, one day after the US announced new sanctions may increase regional tensions, say analysts, but does not mean fresh clashes are likely.  At the regional forum of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) in the Vietnamese capital of Hanoi, North Korean spokesman Ri Tong-il characterized US and South Korea war games as “a grave threat to the peace and security not only of the Korean peninsula but of the region.”  While Mr. Ri’s tone was typical of North Korean denunciations of the annual US and South Korean exercises staged every spring, analysts fear North Korea may be using the war games to raise the temperature in the wake of the sinking of a South Korean navy ship in the Yellow Sea. The war games are slated to begin Sunday off South Korea's east coast.  "[North Korea sees] the exercises as a real danger,” says Kim Bum-soo, a scholar on international relations and editor of an influential conservative magazine. “If we carry out the exercises, North Korea needs to fly its own fighters, to take defensive measure," he advises.  But North Korea’s aging warplanes, mostly Russian-built MiGs, are not likely to go anywhere near the exercises. They remain grounded much of the time due to of a lack of fuel and spare parts.  “I don’t think there will be retaliation in the near future,” says Mr. Kim, even though “the exercises will increase tensions.” He says he sees pressure against North Korea as building on the basis of “two-plus two talks” – that is, the meetings this week between Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates and their South Korean counterparts in Seoul.  

AT:  NK Impact – No NK-Japan War

No risk of war between Japan and North Korea – no incentive and the threat is exaggerated
UPI, HIROYUKI KOSHOJI, Analysis: North Korean threat to Japan, March 16, 2009, DA 7/19/10, lexis

Now North Korea seems to be posturing once again. In reality, even though North Korea fires a missile of any kind, experts agree that it would pose almost no threat to neighboring countries or the United States. Since U.S. intelligence satellites have captured the shape, size and movements of the missile, as well as the fact that it takes the North Koreans almost two days to load the liquid fuel, it is unlikely that the launch is seen as a real security threat, Okonogi said. In order to be a serious threat, the missile should be modified to use solid fuel, extend its range to reach the U.S. mainland, and be fired from an underground site where it cannot be observed so easily. &"The purpose of the launch is to receive as much return as possible for stopping the missile development. The missile is only a tool for that, and there is almost no threat,&" Kamiura said. South Korean media have reported that North Korea may launch an improved Taepodong-2, with a range of around 4,400 to 5,000 miles, compared to the earlier one with 2,500 to 4,400 miles. According to Kamiura, however, this analysis is based only on the fact that the roof of the missile assembly plant has been raised, apparently to build taller missiles that can hold more fuel. It is unclear whether the missile has a sophisticated missile guidance system that would enable it to hit its target by re-entry from outer space. Even if the launch is successful, it would only indicate that the missile might be capable of reaching Alaska, Hawaii or other outlying U.S. territories. Iran's success in launching a satellite last month could indicate that North Korea is capable of the same accomplishment, considering that the two countries are suspected of sharing technology and exchanging data. Japan and the United States have suggested they might intercept North Korea's missile, but this seems an improbable scenario, both politically and technically. If North Korea claims it is launching a communications satellite and Japan intercepts it, North Korea could take this as an act of war. Even if the situation did not escalate to that extent, North Korea could extract a heavy price from Japan or the United States over the interception. Also, the current political situation in Japan -- in which the Democratic Party of Japan has a majority in the Upper House and the ruling Liberal Democratic Party has an overwhelming majority in the Lower House -- means the Japanese government is not in a position to make risky political decisions. Even if it were politically feasible, intercepting the missile is technologically almost impossible. Japan now has sea-based Standard Missile-3 interceptor missiles deployed on two d Capability-3 interceptor missile system in six places, including four areas around Tokyo. So far, Japan and the United States have tested the system with two successful interceptions. However, a Taepodong-2 ballistic missile could not be intercepted by the SM-3, which has a range of 180 miles, because the missile heading toward the United States would fly at an altitude of more than 620 miles. In order to intercept a missile with the PAC-3, it should be moved to the expected point of impact in advance, as the PAC-3 has a range of only 12 miles. The missile defense system was developed for medium-range ballistic missiles such as North Korea's Rodong, which flies at an altitude of 180 miles. According to media reports, North Korea is believed to have deployed 200 Rodong missiles, with a range of 800 miles, aimed at Japanese targets. However, this has not been confirmed. &"Since North Korea has never released any information regarding the Rodong and nobody has ever witnessed them, it is still not sure that the Rodong is really a threat to Japan,&" Kamiura said. &"The media reported that the number of deployed Rodongs was around 100 a few years ago, and has increased to 200 recently. Then it will be 300 a few years later.&" He suggested that the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency might be behind such unconfirmed rumors. As a deterrent against multi-warhead intercontinental ballistic missiles and submarine-launched ballistic missiles, which Russia and China are believed to be developing, Washington plans to develop the next-generation SM-3 with multiple warheads and laser weapons and deploy them in space to intercept such intercontinental ballistic missiles, at astronomical development costs. Based on the understanding that North Korea wants to exaggerate its military threat -- and the United States possibly has an ulterior motive for exaggerating the threat as well, in wanting Japan to shoulder the tremendous cost of further weapons development -- both Japan and South Korea should be coolheaded in evaluating the real nature of the current danger. 
AT:  NK Impact – No NK Aggression
North Korea won’t attack – too many troops tied up on the North South border and lack of incentive
Richard Saccone, teaches IR  and political science at Saint Vincent College and author of 7 books on the Koreas, Pittsburg Post-Gazette,  LEARNING TO LIVE WITH A NUCLEAR NORTH KOREA; WE MIGHT NOT HAVE TO, BUT THE HOUR IS LATE, October 10, 2006, DA 7/19/10, lexis 

U.S. foreign policy has become entangled in two thorny nuclear thickets, one in North Korea and one in Iran, with a few similarities but key differences. As North Korea now appears to have won the race to join the list of nuclear nations, and since we so far have not been able to stop the process, the question arises: Can we live with this outcome? North Korea has remained our enemy for 56 years, and while we checked its early aggression, we must ask, compared to the war in Iraq, the threat from a nuclear Iran and the war on terror, where does a nuclear North Korea rank in the list of threats to America? One could argue at least fourth, maybe lower. North Korea is a shell of the threat it posed a half century ago when its economy outpaced South Korea's and its military machine comprised a formidable force determined to attack our ally in the South and threaten Japan. Since the end of the Cold War, North Korea's economy has all but collapsed and its military, while still imposing on paper, has been weakened by a lack of food and resources. As I wrote in "Living With the Enemy: Inside North Korea" (Hollym, 2006), some military units have been reduced to towing artillery with ropes. Unlike Iran, North Korea has no ambition to dominate its region; instead, it routinely functions in survival mode. Unlike Iran, North Korea has no fanatical religious ideals to spread to vulnerable countries. All of its neighbors are prospering and would not even consider embracing its "juche" philosophy of self-reliance, which the North Korean regime struggles to justify even to its own people. Unlike Iran, which sponsors or is connected to many of the terrorist organizations that operate in the world, North Korea no longer supports terrorism, although a few aging Japanese radicals might still find refuge in the country. Finally, North Korea has no oil to use against U.S. interests; in fact, it has nothing of U.S. interest, and we are one of its major food donors. Even so, Assistant Secretary of State Christopher Hill's statement, "We are not going to live with a nuclear North Korea; we are not going to accept it," followed by, "Pyongyang can a have a future or it can have these weapons, it cannot have both," seem rather strong words for a country so bogged down in Iraq that it probably could not field an Army sufficient to challenge the North. The North does not have the ability to project power, but its military still boasts the ideological passion to defend the homeland. In contrast to our two engagements with Iraqi conscripts, many of whom threw down their weapons and tried to surrender even to newsmen, we would face a people of one heritage, highly nationalized, with fervor for their history and love of their country. Fighting them would conjure memories of the fierce Japanese resistance during World War II. In addition, much of the North's million-man army sits deployed near the border with South Korea, and it has had six decades to prepare a defense that would challenge U.S. forces even if they were unencumbered by commitments in Iraq. The terrain is not flat desert on which tanks and large ground forces could maneuver; instead, U.S. troops would face jagged mountains with carefully fortified facilities placed deep underground in reinforced concrete. They also would face an estimated 20,000 artillery pieces ready to rain destruction on the South. And what of the North's neighbors, our allies in the region? South Korea is a modern developed country with much to lose from conflict. Seoul, a modern capital of more than 12 million people, is located within cannon and rocket range of the North. South Koreans want no part in absorbing the North's military might nor in absorbing its population and economy should it collapse under the weight of economic sanctions. The South remains cool to provoking the North and encourages continued negotiations. Japan has taken a hard line rhetorically, but Tokyo is almost as vulnerable as Seoul to North Korean missiles. China and Russia feign annoyance with North Korea but secretly smile that the United States is kept off balance by its antics. China does not wish to see hundreds of thousands of refugees stream across its border from North Korea were war to break out or if tough economic sanctions were imposed on the North Korean regime. China also likes to have 30,000 U.S. troops tied up facing the North Korean threat so they are not free to roam elsewhere in the region or assist Taiwan in a possible bid for independence. Almost everyone agrees that the six-party talks -- among the Koreas, China, Russia, Japan and the United States -- have failed, as have the menacing statements issued by the U.S. government. Yet the Bush administration has continued to employ the same tactics while hoping for a different result, worsening our position with threats we cannot back up. The window of opportunity grows ever smaller, but approached properly, North Korea still might be convinced that it is not in its interest to pursue a full-blown nuclear weapons program. Instead of outsourcing U.S. national security by asking China to dissuade North Korea, we should talk directly with the regime while offering incentives and the ability to save face if it rolls back its nuclear program. The alternative, given our overall position in the world, is that we would have to learn to live with yet another unwanted member of the nuclear club.   

AT:  NK Impact – NK War Impact Takeouts

Empirically Proven North Korea Won’t Use Nukes- South Korea Able to Stop Escalation

Strother 10(Jason Strother is journalist in South Korea. He holds an M.A. in International Relations Theory from the University of Kent's Brussels School of International Studies and a B.A. in Broadcasting from Montclair State University. “Despite North Korea’s Threats, South Koreans Remain Calm.” June 6, 2010. http://www.asiacalling.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=1424%3Adespite-north-koreas-threats-south-koreans-remain-calm&catid=100%3Asouth-korea&Itemid=378&lang=en. July 17, 2010.) 
Tensions on the Korean peninsula continue to rise following an international investigation that blamed North Korea for the sinking of a South Korean naval vessel in March.  Seoul has cut off most economic ties with the north and Pyongyang has responded with threats of all out war.  But despite those threats, most South Koreans remain calm.  That could be because many Koreans, especially young ones, don’t see North Korea as a real danger and aren’t worried that war will erupt.     Jason Strother has more from Seoul.     Protestors waving flags and anti-North Korea banners fill up Seoul Plaza’s grass field.  They’re showing support for South Korea’s President Lee Myung Bak. And they’re calling for tough action against the Kim Jong il regime for the sinking of the Cheonan, which killed 46 sailors .  No one in the crowd is under the age of 60.  Young South Koreans have been visibly absent from the vocal outcry here.    Some students at Seoul’s Yonsei University say until bombs start falling, they won’t worry about North Korea.  Twenty year old Kim Nayeon says she’s heard it all before.  “I’m not very nervous, because around me other people don’t have any nervous feeling, because there are so many threats from North Korea.”  Twenty six year old Lee Seong Bin says even though both sides have stepped up the threats, he’s not ready to get out of town.  But some of his friends are.  My Japanese and Americans friends here are all worried about North Korea, he says. South Koreans are the only ones who aren’t seriously concerned. 
AT:  NK Impact – NK War Impact Takeouts
 North Korea’s nuclear threat is exaggerated

Anne Penketh, British American Security Information Council (BASIC) program director. “US 'exaggerating nuclear threat from North Korea.'” March 3, 2008. http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/politics/us-exaggerating-nuclear-threat-from-north-korea-790484.html. Accessed 7/31/2010. 
International nuclear experts have accused the White House of exaggerating North Korea's nuclear threat to support its claim that the communist state was part of an "axis of evil" – just as it did with Iraq's before the 2003 invasion.   The accusations follow Pyongyang's first revelations about its nuclear programme under an international deal, and at the end of a week that saw an unprecedented opening up by the hermit state to the largest US cultural delegation since the Korean war.  North Korea's acknowledgement that it has 30kg of plutonium – enough for six bombs – is at the low end of Western assessments, according to experts. Although Pyongyang missed a second deadline of 25 February to come clean on all its nuclear programmes – and there are doubts that it ever will – questions are now being raised about the exact threat posed by North Korea, whose one and only nuclear test is generally thought to have been a flop.  The main focus is on North Korea's uranium programme, which could provide a second path to a nuclear weapon, but which its leaders deny having. The US accused North Korea of cheating in 2002 after intercepting a shipment of aluminium tubes which could have been used in gas centrifuges to enrich the fuel. Since then, however, America has backtracked.  "It's up there with the Iraq nuclear assessment," said David Albright, president of the Institute for Science and International Security. "It was aluminium tubes in both cases. They may have done the same (with North Korea) and weighted it far too highly." Unlike the Iraqi case, the 2002 incident did not lead to war. "But it caused a lot of damage," he said, noting that the US accusations led to the breakdown of the "grand bargain" negotiated by the Clinton administration and prompted North Korea to withdraw from the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and end a freeze on plutonium production. Another western expert said that "it's highly unlikely that they've got a full scale programme". Now that the US had raised the enriched uranium programme as an issue, "it becomes difficult for [the North Koreans] to prove they didn't do it" – another echo of Iraq.  A second disputed area exploited by hardliners in the White House is North Korean proliferation to Syria. Israel bombed a Syrian site in September amid reports that it was a nuclear facility. "We know the North Koreans worked with the Syrians on missiles, but it's not remotely plausible on nuclear," said the expert.   The mood music around North Korea changed with last week's performance by the New York Philharmonic orchestra in Pyongyang. But the trip had been planned amid the euphoria of last October's deal in which North Korea agreed to disable its nuclear facilities in return for oil, aid and the normalising of relations with America and its neighbours.  But now, the process has stalled, with a slowdown in the delivery of heavy fuel oil and with North Korea refusing to provide further details on its nuclear programmes and proliferation.   Hans Blix, the former chief UN weapons inspector for Iraq, noted a big difference between America's two enemies: "In North Korea, there was plutonium. The Iraqis had nothing." But he, too, said that the hardliners in the Bush administration "have all the time wanted to hype things, because they ride on scare."  Bomb facts  *Nuclear test in October 2006 considered a failure – yield was a fraction of the Hiroshima explosion  *Pyongyang admitted it has 30kg of plutonium  *North Korea denies enriching uranium. Experts doubt US claims of programme to enrich uranium to weapons grade level  *No confirmation of transfer of nuclear material to Syria 
AT:  NK Impact – NK War Impact Takeouts
CIA exaggerating threat of North Korea’s intercontinental-range missiles

IVAN OELRICH, senior research associate with the Federation of American Scientists. “North Korean threat exaggerated.” February 14, 2003. http://www.seattlepi.com/opinion/108569_missile14.shtml. Accessed 7/31/2010. 
CIA Director George Tenet told Congress Wednesday that North Korea has a missile that can reach the United States, even though North Korea has not yet demonstrated this capability.   Coupled with the crisis of Pyongyang's nuclear weapons, this has led many to believe North Korea could strike the American West Coast with nuclear weapons.   Yet this is not the case. Events in North Korea are indeed worrying, but the public debate is not helped by exaggerating the threat.  Most of our information about North Korean missiles comes from observing flight tests; so we know much about the shorter-range missiles that the North Koreans have flown. But Pyongyang has not tested intercontinental-range missiles. Without flight tests, U.S. intelligence analysts can only estimate the sophistication of North Korean technology and the calculated range of any large missile is extremely sensitive to these estimates.  How far a missile can deliver a payload is determined by the efficiency of the engines, the amount of fuel and the weight of the rocket structure and payload. For any long-range rocket, fuel makes up the great majority of the initial weight. The structure is the great majority of the remainder and the payload is typically a tiny fraction of the total initial weight.  Thus, small changes in the estimates of the required structural weight of the rocket or the efficiency of the engines translate into large changes in the mass left for payload. In general, as the range of the rocket increases, the calculated performance becomes ever more sensitive to these technical assumptions.  It is important to distinguish between what is known about North Korean missiles and what is extrapolation. The North Korean short-range SCUD has been exported and the United States almost certainly has access to samples of the missile. The single-stage No Dong missile has been tested and also revealed much of its capability.  

Washington assesses no threat from North Korea

Stratfor Global Intelligence. “The North Korean Nuclear Threat: How Real Is It?” 7/28/2003. http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/90239/north_korean_nuclear_threat_how_real_it. Accessed 7/31/2010. 
U.S. and South Korean presidents on July 24 discussed options for resolving the North Korean nuclear issue. However, Washington appears to be in no real hurry to re-enter direct talks with Pyongyang, despite rumors that Pyongyang soon will have nuclear weapons and formally declare itself a nuclear state. The U.S. delays reflect Washington’s assessment of the true nature of the so-called North Korean threat — a threat that is much different in reality than in rhetoric. Analysis South Korean President Roh Moo Hyun and U.S. President George W. Bush spoke via telephone July 24 to coordinate steps to re-engage North Korea and end the current nuclear standoff. Washington recently floated the idea of re-engaging Pyongyang in early September if North Korea would agree to multilateral talks. Just a few weeks ago, the United States was suggesting it would re-open talks in July — something that now looks unlikely. The continued delays on Washington’s part come amid increasingly frequent reports that North Korea is on the verge of producing nuclear weapons, some capable of being mounted on its arsenal of No-Dong intermediate-range ballistic missiles. Despite the North Korean rhetoric and “leaked” reports, Washington’s posture toward Pyongyang is much less intense than expected— especially since the Bush administration includes North Korea in its “Axis of Evil.” The U.S. delays in settling this month-old nuclear “crisis” contrast sharply with the military action taken in Iraq, which was conducted partly out of fear that then-President Saddam Hussein was obtaining nuclear materials and technology that he could use to destabilize the region and sell to international militants. The potential of a radiological “dirty” bomb — built with Iraqi uranium — exploding in downtown Chicago or Los Angeles presented a clear and present danger in the minds of U.S. planners.  Similar concerns are raised regarding North Korea, which is believed to have chemical and biological weapons and which has virtually shouted information about its claimed nuclear weapons program. Ironically, the louder Pyongyang yells, the more Washington seems to turn a deaf ear — inspiring a South Korean political cartoonist recently to contrast Washington’s refusal to believe Iraq’s claims of being nuclear-free to its current disbelief in North Korea’s claims of nuclear possession.  The comparison might be exaggerated, but Washington clearly assesses the true threat from North Korea very differently than do international media — and differently from people like former U.S. negotiator to North Korea William Perry, who warns of imminent war.  
AT:  NK Impact – NK War Impact Takeouts

North Korea views nuclear weapons as deterrents
Stratfor Global Intelligence. “The North Korean Nuclear Threat: How Real Is It?” 7/28/2003. http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/90239/north_korean_nuclear_threat_how_real_it. Accessed 7/31/2010. 

A Program or a Pawn? North Korea has made little secret of its nuclear ambitions — if it wanted to hide them from Washington, it would have built facilities underground — not in the open, where frequently passing spy satellites can monitor progress. Rather, Pyongyang restarted its nuclear program in an attempt to get Washington to negotiate a nonaggression treaty — a promise not to attack North Korea or try to effect a regime change. In return, North Korea would give up something it didn’t really have anyway. And, leaders there believe, if Washington chose not to negotiate, a proven nuclear capability would provide a military defense that would — except under dire circumstances — dissuade the United States from striking North Korea. Pyongyang is trying to obtain nuclear weapons, and Washington, which needless to say does not want it to succeed, is counting on China to keep it from happening. Beijing, after all, shares Washington’s concerns about North Korea having nuclear arms.  Even if North Korea did obtain nuclear weapons — something the Pentagon repeatedly said already has happened — Washington stands to gain more support for internationally isolating North Korea, thereby undermining Pyongyang’s goals of obtaining security assurances from Washington so it can experiment with new economic policies and reach out to businesses and investment partners around the world. Washington also knows that North Korean leaders view nuclear weapons purely as deterrents and realize that if they were to launch a first strike, they would incur full retaliation from the United States, resulting in the clear demise of the current regime.  

AT:  NK Impact – NK War Impact Takeouts
North Korea nuclear program is for domestic use

Stratfor Global Intelligence. “The North Korean Nuclear Threat: How Real Is It?” 7/28/2003. http://www.stratfor.com/memberships/90239/north_korean_nuclear_threat_how_real_it. Accessed 7/31/2010. 

The Issue of Proliferation: Not So Pressing? Still, the nagging question remains: What about clandestine sales of nuclear material and technology by North Korea? Pyongyang already is an admitted proliferator of ballistic missiles — it even has hinted it might end this money-earning export in return for cash grants from the United States. Pyongyang also is accused of counterfeiting, extortion, participating in international organized crime and selling arms and drugs.  Though the United States has proposed interdicting North Korean ships and aircraft to prevent illegal arms and drug trafficking, it seems to have paid little heed to the possible spread of nuclear material from North Korea to other so-called rogue nations or to nonstate actors. Notably, in a recent Haaretz report, a U.S. official brushed aside the idea that North Korea might be supplying nuclear technology to Iran, despite known cooperation on ballistic missile development. Washington instead reportedly fingered its own ally, Pakistan. STRATFOR sources familiar with the North Korean regime have explained why Washington seems to pay little attention to possible nuclear proliferation from North Korea.  The regime holds its nuclear program near and dear to its heart: The program is purely for domestic use, for insurance against a U.S. invasion and as a bargaining chip for gaining security, economic and political concessions from Washington and others.  Though countries such as China and Russia might be tempted to share nuclear technology abroad on some level — Russia provided North Korea’s initial nuclear technology, and China assisted Pakistan with nuclear development — Pyongyang does not have the same strategic interests that would cause it to share its limited supplies of nuclear material or even its nuclear technology. Keeping these to itself allows North Korea not only to stay in complete control of its nuclear future but also to avoid divulging the true nature and status of its nuclear program. Also, Pyongyang never could trust that whatever it might share would not get back to the U.S. intelligence services.  Lastly, North Korean leaders view selling nuclear material abroad as much riskier than keeping it locked up at home. After all, Washington might tolerate an ambiguously nuclear state in another part of Asia — U.S. officials believe North Korea already has two or three nuclear devices, and nuclear-armed Pakistan again is in Washington’s good graces — but North Korea’s leaders hold no illusions about their fate if caught selling nuclear material abroad.  China also has little interest in seeing North Korea spread its nuclear weapons or technology abroad — not only because it does not want to see the spread of WMD but also because it does not want a situation to emerge in which the United States might feel it necessary to launch a war against North Korea right along China’s border. And though Chinese-North Korean relations have their ups and downs, Beijing remains Pyongyang’s No. 1 supporter and economic partner. Unless North Korea is willing to shut itself off from the world and militarily challenge the United States alone, it will refrain from exporting nuclear material. This is Washington’s read as well. North Korea’s leaders are not the crazy recluses portrayed in the media. Rather, they are calculating and clearly willing to negotiate. The current crisis is a case in point — fabricated entirely by North Korea, with ample early warning, simply to try to draw Washington into a new round of security talks. From Washington’s point of view, North Korean leaders are desperate to begin a new bilateral relationship and to break free from years of onerous sanctions and international isolation, and they know that using or selling nuclear weapons and material would not help them achieve these goals.  Thus, the White House is comfortable stringing Pyongyang along, offering little in the way of concessions. In the end, neither will give in much, and all sides will return to a sort of status quo: The United States will be slightly more active in stemming North Korean conventional arms sales, North Korea will be slightly more assured of its own survival and North Korea’s neighbors will be left to deal with the day-to-day vagaries of the Pyongyang regime.  

Pentagon inflates threat to justify military spending

John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies. “U.S.-North Korea Relations.” May 1, 1999. http://www.fpif.org/reports/us-north_korea_relations. Accessed 7/31/2010. 

Key points •The North Korean "threat" is a key justification for U.S. military spending, the presence of U.S. troops in Asia, and a new theater missile defense system.  •North Korea has criticized the U.S. for not lifting economic sanctions. The U.S. has criticized North Korean missile exports and has suspected Pyongyang of secretly developing a nuclear weapons program.  •Despite their often hostile rhetoric, North Korea and the United States have cooperated successfully on MIAs as well as famine relief and technical assistance programs. North Korea is the United States’ longest-standing adversary. The U.S. helped to divide the Korean peninsula at the end of World War II, then waged war against North Korea in the 1950s. It has maintained economic sanctions against Pyongyang for nearly fifty years. In this post-cold war era, North Korea remains a useful demon. The Pentagon has inflated the North Korean threat in order to rationalize its desire for a missile defense system, to justify a capacity to fight two wars simultaneously, and to explain the need to maintain 37,000 troops in South Korea (and 100,000 troops in Asia overall).
AT:  NK Impact – Alt Causes
Rising tensions—Cheonan ship, military drills

The Associated Press. “US aircraft carrier ups pressure on North Korea.” 7/25/2010.  Lexis. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

A massive nuclear-powered U.S. supercarrier began maneuvers Sunday with ally South Korea in a potent show of force that North Korea has threatened could lead to "sacred war." The military drills, code-named "Invincible Spirit," are to run through Wednesday with about 8,000 U.S. and South Korean troops, 20 ships and submarines and 200 aircraft. The Nimitz-class USS George Washington, with several thousand sailors and dozens of fighters aboard, was deployed from Japan. The North routinely threatens attacks whenever South Korea and the U.S. hold joint military drills, which Pyongyang sees as a rehearsal for an invasion. The U.S. keeps 28,500 troops in South Korea and another 50,000 in Japan, but says it has no intention of invading the North. Still, the North's latest rhetoric threatening "nuclear deterrence" and "sacred war" carries extra weight following the sinking of a South Korean warship that killed 46 sailors. Seoul and Washington say a North Korean torpedo was responsible for the March sinking of the Cheonan, considered the worst military attack on the South since the 1950-53 Korean War. The American and South Korean defense chiefs announced last week they would stage the military drills to send a clear message to North Korea to stop its "aggressive" behavior. The exercises are the first in a series of U.S.-South Korean maneuvers to be conducted in the Sea of Japan off Korea's east coast and in the Yellow Sea closer to China's shores in international waters. The exercises also are the first to employ the F-22 stealth fighter which can evade North Korean air defenses in South Korea. South Korea was closely monitoring North Korea's military, but no unusual activity was observed Sunday, according to South Korea's Defense Ministry. North Korea, which denies any involvement in the sinking of the Cheonan warship, has warned the United States against attempting to punish it. "The army and people of the DPRK will legitimately counter with their powerful nuclear deterrence the largest-ever nuclear war exercises to be staged by the U.S. and the South Korean puppet forces," North Korea's official news agency in Pyongyang quoted an unnamed government spokesman as saying. North Korea's official name is the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. Though the impoverished North has a large conventional military and the capability to build nuclear weapons, it is not believed to have the technology needed to use nuclear devices as warheads. Its rhetoric regarding using nuclear deterrence was seen by most as bluster, but its angry response to the maneuvers underscores the rising tensions in the region. 

AT:  NK Impact – Alt-Causes
North Korea threatens a “retaliatory sacred war”

The Associated Press. “NKorea vows powerful nuclear response to US-SKorea.” 7/24/2010. Lexis. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

North Korea threatened Saturday to mount a powerful nuclear response to upcoming joint U.S.-South Korean military drills, calling the exercises an "unpardonable" provocation on top of wrongly blaming Pyongyang for the sinking of a South Korean warship. North Korea's powerful National Defense Commission, led by leader Kim Jong Il, warned that its troops would counter the move to hold military maneuvers involving a nuclear-armed U.S. supercarrier with a "retaliatory sacred war." "The army and people of the DPRK will legitimately counter with their powerful nuclear deterrence the largest-ever nuclear war exercises to be staged by the U.S. and the south Korean puppet forces," North Korea's official news agency in Pyongyang quoted an unnamed commission spokesman as saying, referring to the country by its official name, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. Pyongyang routinely threatens war when South Korea and the U.S. hold joint military drills, which North Korea sees as a rehearsal for an attack on the North. The U.S. keeps 28,500 troops in the South to deter against aggression, but says it has not intention of invading the North. U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates and South Korean Defense Minister Kim Tae-young announced earlier this week in Seoul that the allies would stage a massive four-day military show of force starting Sunday to send a "clear message" to North Korea to stop its aggressive behavior. Washington and Seoul blame Pyongyang for the deadly sinking of a South Korean warship in the waters off Korea's west coast. Forty-six sailors were killed in what Seoul calls the worst military attack on South Korea since the 1950-53 Korean War. North Korea vehemently denies any involvement, and has warned that any punishment would trigger war. In Vietnam for a Southeast Asian regional security forum, U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton and a North Korean official traded barbs over the sinking, the military drills and the imposition of new U.S. sanctions against the North. Also Friday, the U.S.-led military command monitoring the cease-fire on the Korean peninsula confronted the North about the March 26 sinking of the Cheonan, calling it a violation of the armistice signed in 1953. Colonels from the U.N. Command, who met at the border with counterparts from the North's army, reminded them of the U.N. Security Council order to honor the truce. Officers also proposed a joint task force to discuss armistice violations, the military commission said in a statement. A team of international investigators concluded in May that a North Korean submarine fired the torpedo that sank the Cheonan. The U.N. Security Council approved a presidential statement this month condemning the sinking, but did not directly blame Pyongyang. The U.N. Command, however, blames North Korea and considers the sinking a violation of the cease-fire, a command official said Friday, speaking on condition of anonymity because the results of the command's own investigation have not been released. At the Association of Southeast Asian Nations meeting in Hanoi, North Korean spokesman Ri Tong Il repeated Pyongyang's denial of responsibility for the sinking. He said the upcoming military drills to be conducted in the Sea of Japan off Korea's east coast and in the Yellow Sea closer to China's shores were a violation of its sovereignty that harkened back to the days of 19th-century "gunboat diplomacy." The exercises will be "another expression of hostile policy against" North Korea. "There will be physical response against the threat imposed by the United States militarily," Ri told reporters. Clinton responded by saying the U.S. is willing to meet and negotiate with the North, but that this type of threat only heightens tensions. She added that progress in the short term seems unlikely. 

Alt Cause- threats over naval exercises 

The Daily Telegraph. “Korea is hotting up.” 7/26/2010. Lexis. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

It can seem at times as if the threats and counterthreats echoing around the Korean peninsula are only a game, and it is true that the bizarre antics of Kim Jong-Il have made for plenty of decent comedy over the years. But last week's renewed sanctions from the US and North Korea's threat of a "sacred war" in response to the joint US-South Korean naval exercises are all deadly serious. This is no pointless ritual. Kim is in charge of what would seem to be an increasingly unstable regime. The leader himself, the latest of a despotic dynasty and figurehead of a pervasive cult of personality, is reported to be in failing health and positioning one of his sons as a successor; ministers are said to have been executed; rivals to have been involved in mysterious car crashes. Who has the upper hand is anyone's guess. In the country's pavilion at the World Expo in Shanghai there is, astonishingly, no picture of Kim. All this matters of course because Kim has nuclear weapons, recently ordered the sinking of a South Korean ship with the loss of dozens of lives, and rules over millions of starving people presumed to be at the point of anarchy. 

AT:  NK Impact – Alt-Causes
Increasing tensions on Korean peninsula

The Guardian. “North Korea threatens ‘nuclear war’ over troop exercises.” 7/24/2010. http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2010/jul/24/north-korea-nuclear-war-threat. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

North Korea has threatened to use its "nuclear deterrent" in response to planned military exercises by the US and South Korea this weekend. The regime promised a "retaliatory sacred war" amid increased tensions on the Korean peninsula over the March sinking of a South Korean navy vessel, which Seoul and Washington blame on Pyongyang. North Korea's National Defence Commission (NDC), headed by leader Kim Jong-il, issued the threat today for what it called a second "unpardonable" provocation for again being blamed for the incident in which 46 sailors died. "The army and people of the [North] will legitimately counter with their powerful nuclear deterrence the largest-ever nuclear war exercises," the commission said in a statement run on the state-run Korean Central News Agency. Pyongyang routinely threatens war when its southern neighbour and the US hold joint military exercises. South Korea's defence ministry said no unusual North Korean military movements were detected. Operation Invincible Spirit, which begins tomorrow, will involve 8,000 US and South Korean troops, 200 aircraft and 20 ships, including the nuclear-powered aircraft carrier the USS George Washington. "The more desperately the US imperialists brandish their nukes and the more zealously their lackeys follow them, the more rapidly the [North's] nuclear deterrence will be bolstered up along the orbit of self-defence and the more remote the prospect for the denuclearisation of the Korean peninsula will be become," the NDC statement said. Yesterday, a North Korea spokesman, Ri Tong-il, told reporters at the Asean regional security forum in Hanoi, Vietnam, there would be a "physical response" to the drills in the Sea of Japan, which he branded another sign of US "hostility". "It is a threat to the Korean peninsula and the region of Asia as a whole," he said, adding that the exercises harked back to 19th-century gunboat diplomacy and violated North Korea's sovereignty. 

Military exercises & South Korean warship pushing situation to the brink of war

BBC News. “North Korea warns of nuclear 'sacred war'.” 7/24/2010. http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-10748148. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

North Korea says it will use its "nuclear deterrent" in response to joint US-South Korean military exercises this weekend. Pyongyang was ready to launch a "retaliatory sacred war" at any time, the state-run Korean Central News Agency (KCNA) said. Washington and Seoul say the war games are to deter North Korean aggression. Tensions between the two Koreas have been high since the sinking of a South Korean warship in March. An international investigation said the ship was sunk by a North Korean torpedo, a claim strongly denied by Pyongyang. Responding to Pyongyang's warning, US State Department spokesman Philip Crowley said that Washington was "not interested in a war of words with North Korea".  "What we need from North Korea is fewer provocative words and more constructive action," the spokesman added. The BBC's John Sudworth, in Seoul, says this is not the first time that North Korea has issued such a warning.  Although it is likely to be dismissed as the usual diplomatic brinkmanship, the rising tension will cause concern among governments in the region, he adds. 'War of words'  The North's powerful National Defence Commission said the war games were "nothing but outright provocations aimed to stifle the Democratic People's Republic of Korea [North Korea] by force of arms," the KCNA reported. "The army and people of the DPRK will start a retaliatory sacred war of their own style based on nuclear deterrent any time necessary in order to counter the US imperialists and the South Korean puppet forces deliberately pushing the situation to the brink of a war," it added. The North had already promised a physical response to the military exercises during an Asian regional security forum in Vietnam on Friday. North Korea's delegation spokesman at the Association of South East Asian Nations (Asean) regional forum said the exercises were an example of 19th century "gunboat diplomacy". "It is a threat to the Korean peninsula and the region of Asia as a whole," he said. 

AT:  NK Impact – Alt-Causes
Cheonan tensions rise to phase of war

Reuters. “South Korea vows caution over ship, North sees war.” 5/21/2010. http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE64I26F20100521. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton strongly condemned North Korea's action and called for an international response. The South announced on Thursday that it had overwhelming evidence a North Korean submarine had entered its waters in March and attacked the Cheonan corvette, killing 46 sailors in what President Lee Myung-bak called a "military provocation." North Korea denied the accusation and said it was ready to tear up all agreements with the South, with whom it remains technically at war under a truce that ended fighting in the 1950-53 Korean War. "It was a military provocation and violation of the U.N. Charter and the truce agreement," Lee, whose two years in office have seen relations with the North turn increasingly frosty, said in a statement. "Since this case is very serious and has a grave importance, we cannot afford to have a slightest mistake and will be very prudent in all response measures we take," his office quoted him as telling a rare emergency National Security Council meeting. Lee is expected to announce his response early next week. CLEAR MESSAGE, INTERNATIONAL RESPONSE Clinton, speaking in Tokyo after talks with Japan's foreign minister, said there must be a clear message to North Korea that provocative actions have consequences. "We cannot allow this attack on South Korea to go unanswered by the international community," Clinton said after talks with Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada. Clinton did not say what international action she wanted to see. Steps could range from fresh U.N. Security Council sanctions on North Korea, although those might be opposed by China, to a statement of condemnation by the world body. South Korean Defense Minister Kim Tae-young said Seoul would work with the international community to come up with non-military sanctions against the reclusive state. In the past, both sides had put a limit on their hostility. "North Korea has surpassed these limits. For those acts, the government will definitely make sure North Korea pays," Kim said. Yonhap news agency reported South Korea and the United States were considering raising the alert status on North Korea as tensions build. A senior U.S. official with Clinton told reporters the United States has already increased the vigilance of its military forces in the region. "PHASE OF WAR" North Korea was typically defiant. "From this time on, we will regard the situation as a phase of war and will be responding resolutely to all problems in North-South relations," the North's Committee for the Peaceful Reunification of the Fatherland said in a statement. "If the South puppet group comes out with 'response' and 'retaliation', we will respond strongly with ruthless punishment including the total shutdown of North-South ties, abrogation of the North-South agreement on non-aggression and abolition of all North-South cooperation projects." Seoul has repeatedly said it would not strike back at the North, aware that would frighten away investors already jittery about the escalating tension on the divided peninsula. Apart from international sanctions, there is little else it can do. Economic relations have come to a near standstill since Lee became president, apart from a joint factory park just inside impoverished North Korea which now has to rely almost entirely on China, its only major ally. Yonhap News cited government sources saying Seoul may shut down sea routes that allow North Korean vessels sail through South Korean waters near its southern end and save costs. North Korea has often threatened to attack Seoul but most analysts say that, in the face of a much better equipped South Korean army backed by some 28,000 U.S. troops on the peninsula, any major confrontation would be suicidal for Pyongyang. Some analysts still warned the more the North's now frail leader Kim Jong-il is pushed into a corner, the greater the risk of clashes. Kim is also trying to secure the succession for one of his sons. 

AT:  NK Impact – Alt-Causes
Alt cause to tension—South Korean warship

CNN World. “North Korea warns it will meet war with 'all-out war'.”5/28/2010. http://www.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/asiapcf/05/27/north.korea.south.korea.warning/index.html. Accessed 7/27/2010. 

Seoul, South Korea (CNN) -- North Korea reacted to a South Korean anti-submarine exercise early Thursday by saying it would meet "confrontation with confrontation" and war with "all-out war," according to North Korean state-run media. "Now that the puppet group challenged the DPRK [North Korea] formally and blatantly, the DPRK will react to confrontation with confrontation, and to a war with an all-out war," according the KCNA news agency. The news agency referred to South Korean leaders as a "group of traitors" and said they would experience "unheard of disastrous consequences" if they misunderstand North Korea's will. The response comes amid high tensions on the Korean peninsula, after Seoul blamed Pyongyang for the sinking in March of a South Korean warship. An official South Korean report has accused the communist North of firing a torpedo at the ship, killing 46 sailors. Explainer: Why are the two Koreas so hostile? U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, visiting Seoul on Wednesday, called the sinking "an unacceptable provocation by North Korea" and said the international community should respond. Also Thursday, the general staff of North Korea's military -- the Korean People's Army, or KPA -- said it was enacting new measures to deal with any "all-out confrontation." The steps would "retract all measures for providing military guarantees for the North-South cooperation and exchange, and the promise of a physical strike. "The KPA will make a prompt physical strike at the intrusion into the extension of the Military Demarcation Line under our side's control in the West Sea of Korea," the army said, according to the KCNA news agency. 
AT:  Japan-ROK Impact

Japan-ROK animosity is already high – fights over textbooks 

Yonhap, 12-26-2009, “S. Korea raps Japan’s new education handbook,” ln
South Korea expressed "strong" regret Friday over Japan's renewed campaign to reinforce its territorial claim to Dokdo, a set of craggy islets that are effectively controlled by South Korea, officials said.  Foreign Minister Yu Myung-hwan called in Japanese Ambassador Toshinori Shigeie to deliver an official South Korean position on the issue, ministry officials said.  "Minister Yu summoned the Japanese envoy at 4:30 p.m. and expressed worries and regret over Japan's move," a ministry official said, requesting anonymity.  The move came in response to Japan's education handbook released earlier in the day that calls for high schools to teach students in classrooms that Japan is locked in a territorial row with neighboring South Korea over Dokdo.  "Whatever claim the Japanese government makes, our (South Korean) government stresses the position once again that no territorial dispute exists between the two sides," Moon Tae-young, a foreign ministry spokesman said in a statement issued earlier.  Dokdo, which lies in the East Sea that is rich in fish and hydrate gas, traditionally belongs to Korea, but Japan has laid claim to it since its brutal colonization of the Korean Peninsula from 1910-45, often causing diplomatic spats with Seoul despite ever-growing cultural and economic relations. "The revision of the educational guidelines for high school textbooks injects a wrong perception about territory into Japan's future generation," Moon said, adding that Japan's move is regrettable, as it may negatively influence the development of future-oriented relations between the two neighbors.  South Korean officials said Japan's position on Dokdo remains unchanged in principle, but took note of the fact that Japan's Education Ministry did not directly mention Dokdo in the new educational document.  The manual to be used at high schools nationwide for a decade says that teachers "need to deepen the understanding (of students) on territorial issue by providing accurate information based on the Japanese government's proper claim and their study at junior high school."  The education handbook for junior high schools, published last year, states students should learn that disputes between Japan and South Korea over Dokdo are similar to those between Japan and Russia over the Northern Territories. It describes them as "Japan's own territory, but they are currently occupied illegally by Russia. It also reads "Japan's demand for their return needed to be taught correctly."  At that time, South Korea strongly protested against Japan's publication of the handbook that could affect textbook publishers, even recalling its Ambassador to Japan Kwon Chul-hyun. Another foreign ministry official said in a background briefing for reporters that the Japanese government led by Yukio Hatoyama seemed to have taken into account its relations with South Korea in dropping the explicit description. Hatoyama has been in an apparent dilemma, as he seeks to improve relations with Asian neighbors under his "fraternity" campaign while struggling to win support from conservatives ahead of key parliamentary elections next July.  The Dokdo issue is not only a diplomatic issue, but also a sensitive political topic here, as anti-Japanese sentiment lingers among many South Koreans due to Japan's colonial rule. They argue Japan has yet to offer an apology for its atrocities during the period. South Koreans are already upset about Japan's latest decision to pay only 99 yen (US$1.08) in a welfare pension refund to each of seven South Korean women who were forced laborers during the colonial era.
Japan-ROK relations manage cooperation despite historical issues

Japan Economic Newswire, 8-20-2009, “Japanese editorial excerpts,” ln

During the latter half of Kim's term as president, relations became strained due to then Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's repeated visits to Yasukuni Shrine and disputes over Japanese history textbooks.  But there is no doubt that Japan-South Korea ties have conspicuously deepened in both quality and quantity. The powerful role that Kim's leadership played in this progress must never be forgotten.  The dogged pursuit of his convictions also shone in Kim's approach to the divided nations of South and North Korea. Often criticized for appeasing Pyongyang, Kim never budged from his belief that the only way to change North Korea was through engagement rooted in sustained exchange and cooperation.  Yet Kim also struggled with the sheer height of the barriers that he faced. Contrary to his hopes, North Korea has not relinquished its nuclear and ballistic missile development programs. Prospects for resolving those issues are still out of sight.  Japan-South Korea relations also remain sensitive over unresolved disputes over history and territories.
AT:  Japan-ROK Impact

Territorial disputes, text book inaccuracies, historical disputes, and Japanese disrespect for South Korea culture devastate relations
Esther Pan writer at the Council of Foreign Relations Japan's Relationship with South Korea Oct. 27, 2005 Accessed July 19, 2010 http://www.cfr.org/publication/9108/japans_relationship_with_south_korea.html//Donnie
What are the major bilateral issues between the two countries? They include: Territory. Japan and Korea have a long-standing dispute over a group of uninhabited islands in the Sea of Japan that the Japanese called Takeshima and the Koreans call Dokdo. Each side claims the volcanic islets, located between South Korea and Japan. The conflict—which experts say is about territorial integrity and also fishing rights in the seas around the islands—stirs intense feelings. In March, two elderly South Koreans protested Japanese claims to the islands in front of the Japanese Embassy in Seoul by each cutting off a finger. Textbooks. Critics across Asia have accused Japan of glossing over its wartime atrocities and responsibility in grade-school textbooks. Anger over such textbooks sparked a series of violent anti-Japan riots in China in April. History. In March, Roh called for Japan to apologize and possibly pay compensation for colonizing Korea. Hundreds of comfort women, whose existence Japan did not acknowledge until 1992, are also demanding compensation and a formal apology from the Japanese government. A non-governmental compensation fund for former comfort women set up in 1995 is set to close in 2007. The shrine visit. When Koizumi visited Seoul in June, Roh urged him to build a new, secular war memorial and visit that one—instead of Yasukuni—to minimize tensions across Asia. The two countries also agreed to collaborate on historical research, and Japan promised to investigate the cases of South Koreans brought to Japan as forced labor during World War II. Then Koizumi went to the shrine, and much of the goodwill from the June visit went down the drain. “Should Japan only pay lip service to what we say during Ban’s trip, it will be difficult not only to have President Roh visit Japan by the end of the year, but also to restore bilateral relations during Koizumi’s time in office,” a South Korean official warned October 25.  
A history of Japanese oppression will prevent relations from ever blossoming 

Esther Pan writer at the Council of Foreign Relations Japan's Relationship with South Korea Oct. 27, 2005 Accessed July 19, 2010 http://www.cfr.org/publication/9108/japans_relationship_with_south_korea.html//Donnie
Experts say the history of wars, occupation, and oppression by Japan in the region lead to disproportionate reactions by South Korea. “Japan and Korea will have to get to a relationship where Japan does one move, andKorearesponds with one move. Now, Japan does one and Korea does ten,” Kang says. But this kind of diplomatic overreaction is not all that uncommon, he says. Kang points to the U.S. antipathy towardFranceafter it refused to support the Iraq war, when politicians were saying “freedom fries” instead of French fries. “It’s not just Asian countries that are needlessly provocative,” he says.
AT:  Japan-ROK Impact

Japan Korea war and terrible relations are guaranteed  unless issues over who owns the island of Dokdo/Takeshima is resolved

John Feffer writer at the Epoch Times Japan-Korea Relations on the Rocks July 13, 2009 accessed July 19, 2010  http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/content/view/19591/Donnie
This anger and resentment—Japan's insufficient apologies, Korea's insufficient gratitude for economic assistance—have simply found different expression. The most prominent object of these displaced sentiments is a set of disputed islands called Dokdo by the Koreans and Takeshima by the Japanese. Located in the waters between the two countries, the two rocks are tiny, only about 56 acres. They don't contain much in the way of valuable resources. They can't support any habitation, though a South Korean couple lives there and relies on goods shipped in by the ferries that bring in thousands of South Korean tourists. South Korea has occupied the islands for decades, but Japan still claims them. The countries have waged a virtual war for this territory. They have battled with one another over maritime boundaries, map designations, postage stamps, and textbook descriptions. Activists from both sides have conducted cyberattacks against one another's websites. In 2004, a more serious conflict was averted at the last moment when the Japanese government stopped four nationalists halfway into their naval mission to plant the Japanese flag on the islands. The United States has played an unfortunate role in this tempest in a teacup. Although Korean claims to the islands go back several centuries, Japan definitely annexed Dokdo/Takeshima when it colonized Korea in 1910. But whether the islands returned to Korea after World War II is not entirely clear. In the San Francisco Treaty that spelled out the disposition of Japan's territory after the end of World War II, the United States did not explicitly include Dokdo as one of the many islands Japan returned to Korea. This lack of clarity, as Japanese historian Kimie Hara convincingly demonstrates, was deliberate. The islands were included in early drafts as clearly Korean. But then the Korean War broke out. And the final draft of the treaty in 1951 left out Dokdo/Takeshima. The U.S. fear of North Korea unifying the peninsula by force, and thus taking control of the strategically important islands, dictated this change in language. That the United States was already using the islands as a bombing range no doubt contributed to this decision as well. While this ambiguity has proven exasperating to later generations of diplomats and historians, it served its purpose at the time. The United States retained a certain flexibility in determining the control of this key area. The islands are not important so much because of fishing rights or the prospect of oil and deposits near its shores. Rather, the passions unleashed by this dispute point to the importance of sovereignty and how it has been distorted by the geopolitics of the 20th century. The division of the Korean peninsula, Japan's Peace Constitution, the U.S. military presence in South Korea and Japan: the countries never regained full sovereign control. The energies devoted to reclaiming Dokdo/Takeshima express an underlying desire to exercise undiminished sovereignty in general. In North Korea, of course, this desire expresses itself differently: launching rockets, conducting nuclear tests, seizing journalists that violate borders, developing a governing ideology of self-reliance. Both South Korea and Japan are also beginning to develop their own ideologies of self-reliance. Japan is pushing at the edges of the Peace Constitution: acquiring new, sophisticated military hardware, engaging in overseas missions against pirates, and transforming its military doctrine from defensive to offensive. South Korea is spending a great deal more money on its military in the anticipation that the United States will not always have troops, ships, and aircraft at the ready. These trends make the Dokdo/Takeshima dispute potentially more dangerous. It is certainly possible to imagine South Korea and Japan working out some form of bilateral compromise: Japan relinquishing its claims to Dokdo if South Korea suppresses its opposition to the Sea of Japan designation. The two countries could work out the maritime boundaries and jointly explore for oil and gas. But such a bilateral deal would not get at the Cold War structures and ideologies still in place in Northeast Asia. South Korea is worried about Japan's new military and foreign policy. Japan is worried about China's military spending. Everyone is concerned about North Korea's nuclear program. And U.S. military presence still encounters significant resistance in parts of the region. Tokdo/Takeshima is part of a larger group of security concerns. Resolving the islands issue will ultimately require a multilateral deal that addresses the vestiges of the Cold War in the region. Europe—along with the Soviet Union and the United States—was able to resolve its final territorial issues from World War II with a package deal that established a regional peace and security structure (the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe). The Dokdo/Takeshima issue will ultimately need a similar structure in Asia. After all, the conflicts between South Korea and Japan will persist until and unless a structure is in place that permits the ongoing resolution of security disagreements and the ongoing reduction of tensions and armaments in the region 
AT:  Japan-ROK Impact
North Korean prolif makes an arms race between South Korea and Japan inevitable—kills relations

Peter Brookes is a Senior Fellow for national security affairs at the Heritage Foundation, a Washington, D.C.-based think tank  served in the Bush administration as the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Asian-Pacific Affairs. Prior to the Pentagon, he worked as a staff member with the Republican staff of the Committee on International Relations in the House of Representatives. Brookes also served with the CIA's Directorate of Operations, and worked on international economic issues for the State Department at the U.N. “Korean Fallout” Oct. 10, 2006 Accessed July 19, 2010. http://www.military.com/opinion/0,15202,116481,00.html//Donnie
It appears that North Korea's kooky leader, Kim Jong Il, did exactly what he said he'd do: conduct Pyongyang's first nuclear-weapons test.  Sadly, we've got more than Pyongyang's (worthless) word on this: Seismic data seems to confirm the explosion, though some suggest it was a ruse -- a large conventional explosion, not an actual underground nuclear blast.  If it was a nuke, what's the likely global fallout? The consequences are deadly serious for American interests -- and a watershed event for international security as Pyongyang becomes the ninth member of the once-exclusive nuclear-weapons club.  Take Northeast Asia. Relations among the regional major powers -- Japan, China and South Korea -- were already tense. North Korea's atomic firecracker certainly won't help.  Japan and South Korea may feel obligated to go nuclear themselves. Japan, with a large nuclear power industry and a top-notch scientific community, could go nuclear in a flash.  South Korea similarly. While the South Korean government is generally conciliatory toward the North, if Seoul's historical rival Tokyo goes nuclear, it might feel compelled to do so as well out of pride as much as for security.  The U.S. pledge to consider an atomic attack on either Japan or South Korea by North Korea as an attack on America was clearly intended to deter Kim as well as to encourage the others to hold off on splitting daily atoms. But even if Japan and South Korea decide against the nuclear option, they might instead engage in a conventional arms buildup to deter North Korea.  Such a significant arms buildup would affect the security policy of other Northeast Asia powers. China, Taiwan and/or Russia might respond in kind -- resulting in a dangerous conventional (or nuclear) arms race. 

***Japan Prolif***
No Japan Prolif – Capability
Japan is not capable now, nor will it be in the next 10 years, of going nuclear 
Matake Kamiya, associate professor of IR at the National Defense Academy of Japan. The Washington Quarterly. “Nuclear Japan:Oxymoron or Coming Soon?.” 2002. Page 63-75
Those who emphasize the potential for Japan to go nuclear in the foreseeable future argue that, of all the elements required to be a nuclear power, the only one that Japan lacks is the will. The proponents of this view are mistaken, however, because Japan currently has only latent, not immediate, nuclear capability. In other words, even if Japan decided to build its own nuclear arsenal tomorrow, it could not achieve that goal overnight. First, Japan has intentionally avoided acquiring the necessary weaponsgrade plutonium to make bombs; Japan’s plutonium stockpile consists only of reactor-grade plutonium. Although some kind of small-scale nuclear bomb production with reactor-grade plutonium may be possible, experts generally agree that bomb production with this kind of plutonium involves an extremely dangerous technological process and that such bombs are likely to be too unstable and too militarily unreliable to be deployed as acl Matake Kamiya 70 THE WASHINGTON QUARTERLY _ WINTER 2002-03 tual warheads. In fact, no country has ever tried to produce nuclear weapons with reactor-grade plutonium. If Japan decided to develop its own nuclear weapons, it would surely choose to do so with weapons-grade plutonium because the process would be much easier, safer, and cheaper. The amount of weapons-grade plutonium, however, that Japan could obtain from existing nuclear power plants would be limited. For a major power such as Japan, having a small number of nuclear warheads is militarily meaningless. A militarily meaningful nuclear arsenal would require production of hundreds of warheads, which would first necessitate that Japan spend at least a decade constructing new facilities to extract the grand amount of weapons- grade plutonium required.23 These facts clearly demonstrate that Japan’s plutonium program and its plutonium stockpile are unrelated to the possibility of nuclearization. Japan’s acceptance of comprehensive International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards further assures that Japan operates its plutonium program strictly for peaceful purposes. Moreover, since 1994, Japan has disclosed specific figures on its plutonium stock as part of its effort to promote the transparency of the country’s nuclear-fuel recycling program, to help assuage any inevitable suspicion of Japanese intentions. The second technological hurdle that Japan must clear before claiming to possess a militarily meaningful nuclear arsenal entails ballistic missile development. For Japan, tactical nuclear weapons would be useless in practical terms; as an island nation, it would find few meaningful targets for such weapons. But Japan would have to devote many years to developing a ballistic missile program before achieving deployment capability. Among other difficulties, converting Japan’s H-2 rocket into a form for military use is not realistic. Liquid oxygen and liquid hydrogen, the fuels used to power Japan’s H-2, must be maintained at extremely low temperatures. Because maintaining the huge H- 2 at these temperatures for extended periods of time is practically impossible, technicians must first cool the H-2’s fuel tanks before they are filled, shortly before launch, a process that requires at least a few hours. Finally, Japan lacks the technology necessary to build an accurate inertial guidance system and the reentry mechanisms that are essential for ballistic missiles. Even if Japan technologically mastered ballistic-missile development, its small physical size (in territorial square miles) would still make it vulnerable to a first strike. Land-based missiles on such a small territory would not ensure a retaliatory capability, and air-launched missile systems would not necessarily receive adequate warning time to allow the deploying aircraft to scramble to secure locations. Japan would have to deploy submarines to possess a credible second-strike capability. For that purpose, Japan would be faced with building nuclear engines as well as an extensive terrestrial or satellite communications grid to support their activities. The time needed for Japan to make this extensive list of technological strides can more realistically be measured in decades than years. In conclusion, for all its latent nuclear potential, Japan is not capable now, nor will it be anytime soon, of going nuclear quickly. The likelihood that Japan would secretly pursue nuclear weapons development without the world knowing about it, even if Japan had the desire, is minimal. Japan is an open society; all of its nuclear power activity is subject to IAEA regulation; and it is practically incapable of surmounting all the technological hurdles without international assistance. 

No Japan Prolif – Capability
Japan cannot develop nuclear weapons – impractical
The Daily Yomiuri (local newspaper), “NORTH KOREA'S NUCLEAR THREAT; Japan could build N-weapons, but...” March 22, 2007. Accessed electronically on July 26, 2010. Lexis. Pg. 1
Nuclear bombs come in two types: plutonium and uranium. Japan is said to have the technology to develop both types. But it would have to overcome many hurdles to do so. Plutonium is extracted in the process of reprocessing spent nuclear fuel from a nuclear power plant. But weapons-grade plutonium with a purity of more than 90 percent cannot be obtained from the light water reactors that are operated in Japan. It is possible to increase the purity of plutonium by shortening the period of burning fuel within a reactor by repeating the stoppage and resumption of operations and exchange of fuel. But this method is inefficient and not a realistic option. The most effective method is to use a graphite-moderated reactor, as North Korea did. But no such reactors are operated in this country, and it would take several years to build a reactor of this type. One expert said that should Japan wish to develop just one nuclear bomb, it could be manufactured using a light water reactor, and if it wants to mass-produce them, it should use graphite moderated reactors. To produce a uranium-type bomb, it is necessary to enrich the density of uranium from the 3 percent to 5 percent density needed for power generation to the more than 90 percent density required for making nuclear weapons. It is technically possible to procure weapons-grade uranium if a large number of centrifuges are used. However, the explosive yield of such a bomb is smaller than that of the plutonium type, and it is difficult to miniaturize the warhead for such a weapon. Even after procuring weapons-grade nuclear materials, it is necessary to develop a detonation device that can ensure a certain level of explosive power. In the case of an implosion-method bomb, for example, extremely advanced technology capable of simultaneously detonating at least 32 fuses within a margin of error of one-millionth of a second is required. The explosive power of the atomic bomb detonated by North Korea last October was less than one kiloton (TNT equivalent), far smaller than the four-kiloton class Pyongyang told Beijing it was going to test beforehand. The rudimentary detonation technology used in the bomb was cited as a major factor in its limited yield. Tetsuo Sawada, an expert in nuclear engineering at Tokyo Institute of Technology, said: "It takes at least a year to develop a nuclear bomb, going through the whole process from design, manufacture and verification to a detonation test. If the time needed to build a nuclear reactor and related facilities are included, it takes several years to develop a nuclear bomb." To deploy manufactured weapons and turn them into an effective deterrent force, it is necessary to develop specialized nuclear warfare units and equipment including vehicles to deliver nuclear warheads. In the case of Japan, which is a small country, it would be extremely difficult to locate a nuclear base on land, given the strong opposition among the public even to the construction of a nuclear power plant. The prevalent view is that it would be more appropriate for Japan to build a submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) system like Britain's, which is less susceptible to an enemy attack. It would take a very long time for Japan to develop a single nuclear submarine fitted with an SLBM system on its own, and costs involved would reach 500 billion yen, Sawada said. If several SLBM-outfitted submarines were built, costs would top 10 trillion yen, including research and development expenses, Sawada added. 

Japan cannot develop nuclear weapons – IAEA checks

Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009. Accessed July 28, 2010. <http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf>.

To counteract public concern, Japan emphasizes transparency in all aspects of its nuclear activities to assure the public and international community that atomic energy is used solely for peaceful purposes. All reactor-operating electric power utilities in Japan are required by law to make public the quantity of plutonium in possession and a plutonium use plan each fiscal year. All of Japan’s nuclear facilities are subject to IAEA full-scope safeguards, and an Additional Protocol to its IAEA safeguards agreement came into force in December 1999. The protocol augments the agency’s authority to verify that nuclear activities are not diverted to military purposes. Once the Rokkasho Reprocessing Plant starts operation, it will be the largest facility ever placed under IAEA safeguards. Japan has worked with the IAEA since the design phase to incorporate unique IAEA verification measures into the plant. 
No Japan Prolif – Capability
Japan cannot develop nuclear weapons – costly and impractical

Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009. Accessed July 28, 2010. <http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf>.

However, the ability to develop a few nuclear weapons versus the technological, financial and manpower requirements of a full nuclear deterrent should be considered. Producing nuclear weapons would require expertise on bomb design including metallurgists and chemists; while a reliable deterrent capability may also require reliable delivery vehicles, an intelligence program to protect and conceal assets from a first-strike, and a system for the protection of classified information. The 1995 JDA report stated that Japan’s geography and concentrated populations made the political and economic costs of building the infrastructure for a nuclear weapons program “exorbitant.” If one assumes that Japan would want weapons with high reliability and accuracy, then more time would need to be devoted to their development unless a weapon or information was supplied by an outside source. As some analysts have pointed out, if Japan manufactured nuclear warheads, then it would need to at the minimum perform one nuclear test—but where this could be carried out on the island nation is far from clear.19 Furthermore, Japan’s nuclear materials and facilities are under IAEA safeguards, making a clandestine nuclear weapons program difficult to conceal. The Rokkashomura reprocessing plant was built in close consultation with the IAEA, with safeguards systems installed in process lines during construction. Japan seems to have intentionally built its nuclear program so it would not be ideal for military use, in compliance with Japanese law. 

No Japan Prolif – Capability

Other countries would prevent Japan from developing nuclear weapons
Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009. Accessed July 28, 2010. <http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf>.

Lacking adequate indigenous uranium supplies, Japan has bilateral civilian nuclear cooperation agreements with the United States, France, United Kingdom, China, Canada, and Australia. If a Japanese nuclear program for military purposes were declared or discovered, Japan would need to return the supplied material to its country of origin. Japan’s civilian nuclear energy program— which supplies over a third of Japan’s energy—would then be cut off from world supplies of natural uranium, enriched uranium and related equipment. The United States most recent nuclear energy cooperation agreement with Japan took effect on July 17, 1988. Article 12 of this agreement states that, if either party does not comply with the agreement’s nonproliferation provisions or violates their IAEA safeguards agreement, the other party has the right to cease further cooperation, terminate the agreement, and require the return of any material, nuclear material, equipment or components transferred or “any special fissionable material produced through the use of such items.” If Japan withdrew from the NPT, it would likely be subject to UN Security Council-imposed sanctions and economic and diplomatic isolation. Penalties under a U.N. Security Council resolution could include economic sanctions beyond the Nuclear Suppliers Group cut-off of nuclear-related supply. 
No Japan Prolif – Public Opposition

The public is highly opposed to rearmament

Matake Kamiya, associate professor of IR at the National Defense Academy of Japan. The Washington Quarterly. “Nuclear Japan:Oxymoron or Coming Soon?.” 2002. Page 63-75
Hyodo, insisted that Japan should try to acquire a credible second-strike capability by deploying a small number of nuclear submarine-launched ballistic missiles and nuclear submarines to carry them.13 In October 1999, Shingo Nishimura, parliamentary deputy director-general of the Defense Agency, argued that the Diet should debate the possibility for Japan to go nuclear, like India and Pakistan had.14 Each of these proposals was rejected in Japan. The public either severely criticized them, in the Shimizu and Nishimura cases, or ignored them as complete nonsense, in the case of Hyodo’s nuclear submarines. Nishimura’s remarks even cost him his position as parliamentary vice-minister just one day after the major national dailies reported his comments. Opposition to nuclear weapons is deeply embedded in postwar Japanese culture and society. Although there may be no guarantee that this sentiment will last forever, it is still far stronger, even today, than those who warn of impending Japanese nuclear armament realize. 
Even the threat of Nuclear states will not cause Japan to rearm

Matake Kamiya, associate professor of IR at the National Defense Academy of Japan. The Washington Quarterly. “Nuclear Japan:Oxymoron or Coming Soon?.” 2002. Page 63-75
The recent comments of Japanese officials Fukuda and Abe never suggested that Japan is likely to begin developing nuclear weapons anytime in the near future. Their remarks were highly hypothetical, suggesting only theoretical possibilities. Unfortunately, the international media failed to report or translate their statements accurately, thereby exacerbating international misunderstanding about Japan’s nuclear intentions. The New York Times, for example, quoted Fukuda as saying that “in the face of calls to amend the Constitution, the amendment of the [three nonnuclear] principles is also likely.”29 Fukuda’s original statement in Japanese, however, used an expression “…mo … kamoshirenai,” which is not accurately translated as “likely.” A more precise translation should read “…even the amendment of the principles could take place.” The same article reTHE WASHINGTON QUARTERLY _ WINTER 2002-03 Nuclear Japan: Oxymoron or Coming Soon? l 73 ported that Abe said that Japan’s possession of nuclear weapons would be legal under Japanese law if it were “small.” Although this translation was technically accurate—the word Abe used, kogata, does mean “small” in Japanese—the article failed to explain that use of the word “small” in this context in Japan implies “small enough to be considered strictly defensive nuclear warheads.” Ever since the late 1950s, the Japanese government’s official position has been that possession of strictly defensive nuclear weapons is not unconstitutional. This position, however, rests on the assumption that such weapons may be invented someday in the future. In reality, strictly defensive nuclear weapons have not yet been invented. Because all existing nuclear weapons are offensive in nature, possession of any nuclear weapons by Japan today would be unconstitutional. Japan has ample reasons to remain nonnuclear. Even an acceleration of North Korea’s nuclear program would not likely cause Japan to follow suit. Facing nuclear threats is not a new experience for Japan. During the Cold War, the country was exposed to a substantial Soviet nuclear threat as well as a lesser threat from China, but even then, there was never serious discussion in Japan about Japan pursuing its own nuclear weapons. Japanese memory of World War II experiences ensured strong antinuclear sentiments in Japanese society, and the Japanese elite was very aware of the enormous military, political, and economic costs associated with the development of a nuclear arsenal. Today, no one should assume that the U.S.-Japanese alliance serves as the “cap in the bottle,” without which Japan would easily go nuclear. Japan’s nonnuclear policy is much stronger than that characterization would imply. It is more legitimate, however, to claim that Japan will be even less likely to reconsider its nonnuclear policy as long as it maintains a strong partnership.

Japanese public is opposed to nuclear weapons
Satake Tomohiko, Austral Policy Forum 09-12A, “Japan’s Nuclear Policy: Between Non-Nuclear Identity and US Extended Deterrence.” Nautilus Institute: Austral Peace and Security Network. 21 May 2009. Accessed July 31, 2010. <http://www.nautilus.org/offices/australia>.
After the Cold War, some International Relations scholars predicted that Japan would become an independent power from the US by acquiring nuclear weapons because of the changing security environment in the region. [6] Despite these predictions, and despite Tokyo’s increasing threat perceptions for both China and North Korea, Tokyo has maintained its non-nuclear policy, which is sustained by both Japan’s non-nuclear national identity on the one hand and its reliance on the US nuclear umbrella on the other. For example, the majority of Japanese still believe that nuclear weapons are essentially ‘immoral’ even in the post-Cold War era. One opinion poll surveyed in 2002 showed that 97 percent of Japanese respondents either agreed (77 percent) or somewhat agreed (20 percent) that an international treaty should exist that bans all nuclear weapons. [7] Another opinion poll in 2005 revealed that only 6 percent favoured Japan’s nuclearisation, while 86 percent were opposed. [8] In 2007, Japanese Defence Minister Fumio Kyuma resigned from his post, after stating that the American nuclear bombing of Nagasaki ‘could not be helped’ in order to finalise World War Two. Both opposition parties and the domestic audience severely criticised Kyuma’s statement, although this kind of reasoning is widely accepted by the American public. As this episode shows, for most Japanese people, nuclear weapons are still ‘absolute evil’—which cannot be legitimised by any reason or purpose. 
No Japan Prolif – Public Opposition
Japan will not proliferate – future position
BBC. “South Korea said "very concerned" about possibility of Japan "going nuclear"” Yonhap News Agency. November 6, 2006. Accessed electronically on July 26, 2010. Lexis. 

Ban stressed that it is not desirable for Japan to develop nuclear weapons. "It is not that desirable for the future of Japan, which is a major member of the UN and Northeast Asia," he said. "Of course, the basic position of the Japanese prime minister and the government is to abide by the three-point non-nuclear principles." In 1967, Japan announced a policy that it would refuse the possession, production and presence of nuclear weapons on its soil.
Japan will not proliferate – decreased credibility

Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf
The notion of Japan developing nuclear weapons has long been considered far-fetched and even taboo, particularly within Japan. Hailed as an example of the success of the international nonproliferation regime, Japan has consistently taken principled stands on non-proliferation and disarmament issues. Domestically, the largely pacifist Japanese public, with lingering memories of the destruction of Hiroshima and Nagasaki by atomic bombs in the closing days of World War II, has widely rejected any nuclear capacity as morally unacceptable. The inclusion of Japan under the U.S. nuclear “umbrella,” with regular reiterations from U.S. officials, provides a guarantor to Japanese security. Successive Japanese administrations and commissions have concluded that Japan has little to gain and much to lose in terms of its own security if it pursues a nuclear weapons capability.
Japan will not proliferate – public opposition
Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009. Accessed July 28, 2010. <http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf>.

In general, public opinion on defense issues in Japan appears to be shifting somewhat, but pacifist sentiment remains significant. In the past, Japanese public opinion strongly supported the limitations placed on the Japanese military, but this opposition has softened considerably since the late 1990s. Despite this overall shifting tide, the “nuclear allergy” among the general public remains strong. The devastation of the atomic bombings led Japanese society to recoil from any military use of nuclear energy. Observers say that the Japanese public remains overwhelmingly opposed to nuclearization, pointing to factors like an educational system that promotes pacifism and the few surviving victims of Hiroshima and Nagasaki who serve as powerful reminders of the bombs’ effects. 
No Japan Prolif – Constitution

Japan cannot develop nuclear weapons – constitutional prohibitions
Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs and Mary Beth Nikitin, Analyst in Nonproliferation. “Japan’s Nuclear Future: Policy Debate, Prospects, and U.S. Interests.” Congressional Research Service. February 19, 2009. Accessed July 28, 2010. <http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf>.

Although the Constitution may be interpreted to allow for possession of nuclear weapons, since 1955 Japanese domestic law prohibited any military purpose for nuclear activities.23 Its basic policy statement (Article 2) says: “the research, development, and utilization of atomic energy shall be limited to peaceful purposes, aimed at ensuring safety and performed independently under democratic management, the results therefrom shall be made public to contribute to international cooperation.” This law, which also established regulatory bodies for safety and control issues, is at the core of Japanese policy in maintaining a peaceful, transparent nuclear program. Japanese leaders have often cited the “Three Non-Nuclear Principles” as another obstacle to Japanese development of nuclear weapons. The trio consists of Japanese pledges not to allow the manufacture, possession, or importation of nuclear weapons. Many security experts, however, point out that the principles, passed as a Diet resolution in 1971 as part of domestic negotiations over the return of Okinawa from U.S. control, were never formally adopted into law, and therefore are not legally binding.24 Although not technically a legal constraint, Japanese leaders have consistently stated their commitment to the principles, including a reiteration by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe in the aftermath of North Korea’s nuclear test in 2006. Japan is obligated under Article 2 of the NPT not to “receive the transfer from any transferor whatsoever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or of control over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not to seek or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.” Under Article 3 of the NPT, Japan is required to accept IAEA full-scope safeguards on its civilian nuclear program. Japan signed an Additional Protocol in 1998 under which the IAEA can use an expanded range of measures to verify that civilian facilities and materials have not been diverted to a military program. 
Japan Prolif Bad – Arms Race
Japan violating the NPT would set off an arms race. 

Chanlett avery and nikitin 09 (Specialist on Asian Affairs, Analyst on Nonproliferation, “japan’s nuclear future: policy debate, prospects, and us interests” 2-19, p 11) “to many security experts…risks outweigh potential stabilizing factors” http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf
Any reconsideration of Japan’s policy of nuclear weapons abstention would have significant implications for U.S. policy in East Asia. Globally, Japan’s withdrawal from the Nuclear Non- Proliferation Treaty (NPT) could damage the most durable international non-proliferation regime. Regionally, Japan “going nuclear” could set off a nuclear arms race with China, South Korea, and Taiwan and, in turn, India, and Pakistan may feel compelled to further strengthen their own nuclear weapons capability. Bilaterally, assuming that Japan made the decision without U.S. support, the move could indicate Tokyo’s lack of trust in the American commitment to defend Japan. An erosion in the U.S.-Japan alliance could upset the geopolitical balance in East Asia, a shift that could indicate a further strengthening of China’s position as an emerging hegemonic power. These ramifications would likely be deeply destabilizing for the security of the Asia Pacific region and beyond.
Asian arms race could easily lead to a nuclear conflict. 

Stephen J. Cimbalaa 2005 (Distinguished Professor of Political Science, Pennsylvania State University (Brandywine Campus “Anticipatory Attacks: Nuclear Crisis Stability in Future Asia” Routledge http://pdfserve.informaworld.com/846430_918013288_791929340.pdf)
The spread of nuclear weapons in Asia presents a complicated mosaic of possibilities in this regard. States with nuclear forces of variable force structure, operational experience, and command-control systems will be thrown into a matrix of complex political, social, and cultural crosscurrents contributory to the possibility of war. In addition to the existing nuclear powers in Asia, others may seek nuclear weapons if they feel threatened by regional rivals or hostile alliances. Containment of nuclear proliferation in Asia is a desirable political objective for all of the obvious reasons. Nevertheless, the present century is unlikely to see the nuclear hesitancy or risk aversion that marked the ColdWar, in part, because the military and political discipline imposed by the Cold War superpowers no longer exists, but also because states in Asia have new aspirations for regional or global respect.12 The spread of ballistic missiles and other nuclear-capable delivery systems in Asia, or in the Middle East with reach into Asia, is especially dangerous because plausible adversaries live close together and are already engaged in ongoing disputes about territory or other issues.13 The Cold War Americans and Soviets required missiles and airborne delivery systems of intercontinental range to strike at one another’s vitals. But short-range ballistic missiles or fighter-bombers suffice for India and Pakistan to launch attacks at one another with potentially “strategic” effects. China shares borders with Russia, North Korea, India, and Pakistan; Russia, with China and NorthKorea; India, with Pakistan and China; Pakistan, with India and China; and so on. The short flight times of ballistic missiles between the cities or military forces of contiguous states means that very little time will be available for warning and attack assessment by the defender. Conventionally armed missiles could easily be mistaken for a tactical nuclear first use. Fighter-bombers appearing over the horizon could just as easily be carrying nuclear weapons as conventional ordnance. In addition to the challenges posed by shorter flight times and uncertain weapons loads, potential victims of nuclear attack in Asia may also have first strike–vulnerable forces and command-control systems that increase decision pressures for rapid, and possibly mistaken, retaliation. This potpourri of possibilities challenges conventional wisdom about nuclear deterrence and proliferation on the part of policymakers and academic theorists. For policymakers in the United States and NATO, spreading nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction in Asia could profoundly shift the geopolitics of mass destruction from a European center of gravity (in the twentieth century) to an Asian and/or Middle Eastern center of gravity (in the present century).14 This would profoundly shake up prognostications to the effect that wars of mass destruction are now passe, on account of the emergence of the “Revolution in Military Affairs” and its encouragement of information-based warfare.15 Together with this, there has emerged the argument that large-scale war between states or coalitions of states, as opposed to varieties of unconventional warfare and failed states, are exceptional and potentially obsolete.16 The spread ofWMDand ballistic missiles in Asia could overturn these expectations for the obsolescence or marginalization of major interstate warfare. Bad – Relations with China Militarization of Japan will have negative effects on relations with China. 
Japan Prolif Bad – Arms Race

Japan’s decision to develop nuclear weapons would lead to an arms race with China, South Korea, and Taiwan. 

Chanlett avery and nikitin 09 (Specialist on Asian Affairs, Analyst on Nonproliferation, “japan’s nuclear future: policy debate, prospects, and us interests” 2-19, p 11) “to many security experts…risks outweigh potential stabilizing factors” http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf
 To many security experts, the most alarming possible consequence of a Japanese decision to develop nuclear weapons would be the development of a regional arms race.33 The fear is based on the belief that a nuclear-armed Japan could compel South Korea to develop its own program; encourage China to increase and/or improve its relatively small arsenal; and possibly inspire Taiwan to pursue nuclear weapons. This in turn might have spill-over effects on the already nuclear-armed India and Pakistan. The prospect—or even reality—of several nuclear states rising in a region that is already rife with historical grievances and contemporary tension could be deeply destabilizing. The counter-argument, made by some security experts, is that nuclear deterrence was stabilizing during the Cold War, and a similar nuclear balance could be achieved in Asia. However, most observers maintain that the risks outweigh potential stabilizing factors. 

Asian Proliferation is the most probable than anywhere else in the world.

Joseph Cirincoine  2000 (President of Ploughshares Fund, a global security foundation. “The Asian Nuclear Reaction Chain” WashingtonPost NewsWeekInteractive. Jstor.org)
The blocks would fall quickest and hardest in Asia, where proliferation pressures are already building more quickly than anywhere else in the world. If a nuclear breakout takes place in Asia, then the international arms control agreements that have been painstakingly negotiated over the past 40 years will crumble. Moreover, the United States could find itself embroiled in its fourth war on the Asian continent in six decades-a costly rebuke to those who seek the safety of Fortress America by hiding behind national missile defenses. Consider what is already happening: North Korea continues to play guessing games with its nuclear and missile programs; South Korea wants its own missiles to match Pyongyang's; India and Pakistan shoot across borders while running a slow-motion nuclear arms race; China modernizes its nuclear arsenal amid tensions with Taiwan and the United States; Japan’s vice defense minister is forced to resign after extolling the benefits of nuclear weapons; and Russia – whose Far East nuclear deployments alone make it the largest Asian nuclear power – struggles to maintain territorial coherence. Five of these states have nuclear weapons; the others are capable of contracting them. Like neutrons firing from a split atom, one nation’s actions can trigger reactions throughout the region, which in turn, stimulate additional actions. These nations form interlocking Asian nuclear reaction chain that vibrates dangerously with each new development. If the frequency and intensity of this reaction cycle increase, critical decisions taken by any of these governments could cascade into the second great wave of nuclear weapons proliferation, bringing regional and global economic and political instability and, perhaps, the first combat use of nuclear weapons since 1945.

Japan Prolif Bad – Japan-China Relations
Japan’s remilitarization could lead to a larger arms-race with China and hurt relationship.

Jiji Press 6/9/10, “Japan in Low-Key Arms Race with China: U.K. Think Tank,” Jiji Press Ticker Service. Lexis Nexis.

Japan is "engaged in a low-key arms race" with China as it aims to catch up with the neighboring country, which continues to boost its military power, a British think tank said in a report Monday. Japan has become a more important player in the field of global maritime security, sending Maritime Self-Defense Force troops to the Indian Ocean to support the U.S.-led war against terrorism in Afghanistan and to waters off Somalia for the fight against pirates, according to the report published by the International Institute for Strategic Studies. The moves are also intended to counter China, which is boosting its presence in the regions, said the report written by Christopher Hughes, professor of international politics and Japanese studies at the University of Warwick. The report, titled Japan's Remilitarization, noted that China is increasingly cautious about Japan's moves to expand its role in the area of the global security. Japan's remilitarization could further stimulate competition between the two countries as a result, the report added. Japan needs to be more aware of the effects its remilitarization could cause on relations with its neighboring countries said. 

Japan Prolif Bad – US-Japan Relations
Japan acquiring nuclear weapons would lead to:

-destruction of NPT

-destory US-Japan SecurityTreaty

-domestic confusion

-economic and political instability in Asia

Gregory Kulacki 3/10 (Union of Concerned Scientists, “Japan and America’s Nuclear Posture” http://www.ucsusa.org/assets/documents/nwgs/japan-american-nuclear-posture.pdf)
As a result, the 1968 study concluded that the costs of becoming a nuclear power far outweighed the principle benefit, which was to reduce Japan’s reliance on the United States for its national security. The second official assessment of Japan’s nuclear options was the 1995 JDA study, which was conducted as Japan was considering permanent extension of the NPT. In addition to reiterating and reconfirming the conclusions of the 1968 study on Japan’s vulnerability to a nuclear attack, the JDA study concluded that a decision to acquire nuclear weapons would: • Lead to the destruction of the present nonproliferation regime • Undermine and potentially destroy the U.S.-Japan Security Treaty • Create domestic political confusion and unrest • Involve enormous political and econ-omic costs for developing the infra-structure to control nuclear weapons • Create economic and political instability in Asia 
US-Japan relationship will prevent nuclear escalation. 

Richard L. Armitage ’00 (United States Deputy of State and second in command at the State Department from 2001-2005, “The United States and Japan: Advancing Toward a Mature Partnership” INSS Special Report” http://www.rosenet.ne.jp/~nb3hoshu/ArmitageRep.html”

Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a wellequipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy. Japan, too, is experiencing an important transition. Driven in large part by the forces of globalization, Japan is in the midst of its greatest social and economic transformation since the end of World War II. Japanese society, economy, national identity, and international role are undergoing change that is potentially as fundamental as that Japan experienced during the Meiji Restoration. 
Japan Prolif Bad – Isolation

Japan’s decision would lead to economic and diplomatic isolation. 

Lacking adequate indigenous uranium supplies, Japan has bilateral civilian nuclear cooperation agreements with the United States, France, United Kingdom, China, Canada, and Australia. If a Japanese nuclear program for military purposes were declared or discovered, Japan would need to return the supplied material to its country of origin. Japan’s civilian nuclear energy program— which supplies over a third of Japan’s energy—would then be cut off from world supplies of natural uranium, enriched uranium and related equipment. The United States most recent nuclear energy cooperation agreement with Japan took effect on July 17, 1988. Article 12 of this agreement states that, if either party does not comply with the agreement’s nonproliferation provisions or violates their IAEA safeguards agreement, the other party has the right to cease further cooperation, terminate the agreement, and require the return of any material, nuclear material, equipment or components transferred or “any special fissionable material produced through the use of such items.” If Japan withdrew from the NPT, it would likely be subject to UN Security Council-imposed sanctions and economic and diplomatic isolation. Penalties under a U.N. Security Council resolution could include economic sanctions beyond the Nuclear Suppliers Group cut-off of nuclear-related supply. 
Remilitarization of Japan will cause international disapproval and internal disputes. 

Peter Zhou ‘5 (Staff Writer for the Harvard Law Review. “The Decline in Japanese Pacifism, Harvard International Law Review”, volume 27, issue 2 http://hir.harvard.edu/index.php?page=article&id=1352) 

 In addition to domestic opposition, the remilitarization of Japan will likely bring about international disapproval and regional instability. China, North Korea, and South Korea still remember being victimized by the Japanese military during World War II. The possibility of a nuclear armed Japan, presently outlawed by Japan’s “peace constitution,” has reentered the public spotlight with support from top Japanese officials. Japan’s nuclear ambitions would add a new dimension to East Asia’s present fears. A belligerent North Korea and a threatened China would acquire more weapons and resources—leading to a potential Asian arms race that could destabilize the region.   Although the rallying forces of nationalism have raised the spirits of the Japanese people, the militaristic actions of the government will only divide public opinion. Reasserting Japan’s presence in the international arena may require strengthening its role as a peaceful negotiator, but breaking away from pacifism harms the credibility of Japan in the eyes of its people and its neighbors. 
Japan going nuclear would lead them to have negative international diplomatic consequences. 

Chanlett avery and nikitin 09 (Specialist on Asian Affairs, Analyst on Nonproliferation, “japan’s nuclear future: policy debate, prospects, and us interests” 2-19, p 11) “to many security experts…risks outweigh potential stabilizing factors” http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/RL34487.pdf
Diplomatically, the policy turn-about would have profound implications. Japan has built a reputation as a leader in non-proliferation and as a promoter of nuclear disarmament. It has consistently called for a “safe world free of nuclear weapons on the earliest possible date.” Japan submits a resolution to the General Assembly’s First Committee each year on a nuclear-free world and submits working papers to the NPT review conferences and preparatory committees on disarmament. It has been a vocal advocate for IAEA verification and compliance and was the first to respond with sanctions to nuclear tests in South Asia and North Korea. It has been a constant voice in support of nuclear disarmament in international fora. An about-face on its non-nuclear weapon state status would dramatically change the global view of Japan, or might dramatically change the perception of nuclear weapons possession in the world. This move could have profound implications for nuclear proliferation elsewhere, perhaps leading to additional NPT withdrawals. Acquiring nuclear weapons could also hurt Japan’s long-term goal of permanent membership on the U.N. Security Council. 
NPT Good

The perception of complying with the NPT prevents the fear of proliferation. 

Lewis A. Dunn 7/09 (Vice President of Science Applications international Corps. “THE NPT:

Assessing the Past, Building the Future” http://cns.miis.edu/npr/pdfs/npr_16-2_dunn.pdf)

In the early 1960s, there was a growing fear that widespread proliferation of nuclear weapons was possibly unavoidable. President John F. Kennedy warned in 1963 that a world with many dozens of nuclear weapon states might emerge. This fear of runaway proliferation gave urgency to the negotiation of a nonproliferation treaty, not least because of the belief that growing worldwide use of nuclear power would place access to nuclear weapons material in the hands of many countries.21 Such warnings of runaway proliferation, however, could well have become a self-fulfilling prophecy. Fearful of a world of nuclear powers, many countries might have sought nuclear weapons lest they be left behind. Responding to such fears, the United States took actions to enhance the nuclear security of its European non-nuclear allies. In parallel, the United States, the Soviet Union, and many other countries joined together to create what became the nonproliferation regime. The NPT was and remains a key part of that regime. Steadily growing membership in the NPT after its opening for signature in 1968*including critical countries in Europe and Asia*provided a valuable symbol that demonstrated to many countries that runaway proliferation was not the wave of the future. So did the prospect of an international system of nuclear safeguards*run by a then-new International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)*to prevent diversion of nuclear weapon materials from peaceful nuclear uses. In effect, partly because of more traditional security mechanisms and partly due to the growing NPT membership, early fears of a world of runaway global proliferation became a self-denying prophecy. Today, fears have again emerged that runaway proliferation could develop. It is often argued that the spread of nuclear weapons is at a ‘‘tipping point,’’ that there is a danger of ‘‘cascading’’ proliferation, and that we could be entering a ‘‘new nuclear age.’’22 In this context, however, widespread adherence to the NPT alone will not suffice to counter fears of nuclear weapon proliferation. Rather, the NPT’s contribution to counteringfears of runaway proliferation will depend heavily on whether there is a widespread perception that countries are complying fully with their NPT obligations. 

***AT:  Japan BMD Advantage***

AT:  Japan BMD Advantage

Missile defense reiterates US extended deterrence commitments – key to successful assurance

Tow, Professor of IR, and Choong, Senior Writer @ Straits Times, 1
William, William, Asian Perceptions of BMD: Defence or disequilibrium?, Contemporary Southeast Asia, Proquest

BMD is a reflection of this trend. Without a BMD "shield" supplementing increasingly formidable RMA capabilities in their armed forces, will Americans really be willing to sacrifice Los Angeles for Tokyo, Seoul, or Sydney? If not, can the United States still continue to be a credible "balancer" in a region where massive casualties incurred during wars has been the historical rule rather than the exception? As Paul Dibb has speculated, "the manner in which the United States intervenes [in future Asian conflicts] will be strongly shaped by domestic considerations".31 American and allied offshore power might well be sufficient to quell maritime crises in Asia-Pacific littorals. TMD would supplement such operations by deterring conflict escalation via missile strikes launched in anger or frustration. The introduction of U.S. ground forces in future Asian conflicts - and the significant casualties they would inevitably incur - would be increasingly controversial under such circumstances. Extended deterrence would become more "qualified" as a result of greater reliance on RMA and TMD to fulfill U.S. geopolitical objectives without introducing U.S. ground forces into regional combat environments, especially those affected by WMD applications.  Alliance burden-sharing has also become more integrated with changing American extended deterrence strategy in the region. U.S. expectations for allied participation in BMD research and development have intensified now that Japan and Australia collaborate with American TMD programmes. Such participation signals to potential regional adversaries that brandishing missiles with WMD warheads cannot automatically intimidate them. TMD may decrease these potential adversaries' propensity to redouble their own capabilities to overcome BMD. U.S. extended deterrence is thus sustained without directly involving the American nuclear arsenal in the process.
Significant political opposition to Japanese TMD
Mitchell, Professor @ Pitt and Member of CSIS Working Group on TMD, 1
Gordon, Japan-U.S. Missile Defense Collaboration: Rhetorically Delicious, Deceptively Dangerous, The Fletcher Forum of World Affairs, Scholar

Japan’s interest in BMD dates to the mid-1980s, when several Japanese companies participated in the Pentagon’s WESTPAC project, a preliminary study of missile defense requirements in the Western Pacific. The Japanese government got directly involved in BMD discussions in 1993, when an official Japan-U.S. TMD Working Group was created “to provide a forum for regular discussion of TMD.”2 Subsequently, U.S. corporations and defense officials lobbied heavily for Japan to endorse the TMD concept and pursue collaborative missile defense pro- jects. Some commentators criticized such back room lobbying because it pre- empted more robust public discussion regarding the wisdom of TMD for Japan. As one editorial in the Tokyo Mainichi Shimbun argued, “[A]mid the absence of government and public arguments, the actual situation is that the defense indus- try is jumping the gun...”3 Toshiyuki Toyoda, a physicist at Meiji Gakun University, expressed similar skepticism with the observation that “people who harbor a blind belief in technology may be easily deceived by the promoters of these expensive schemes.”4  Such reservations did little to temper American zeal in promoting a Japanese TMD system. At the second meeting of the Japan-U.S. TMD Working Group in 1995, U.S. Ballistic Missile Defense Organization (BMDO) represen- tatives presented Japanese officials with a 40-page document entitled “Japan’s  Choices Regarding TMD.” Strongly endorsing several Asian theater missile defense options, the report warned that TMD is “the last military business oppor- tunity for this century.”5 While visiting with a senior Japan Defense Agency (JDA) official, a former U.S. Deputy Undersecretary of Defense said on March 10, 1995 that “relations with the U.S. military, industry, and Congress will suffer if no progress is made in introducing the TMD.”6 After release of the 1995 report, JDA officials questioned the feasibility of TMD and protested the lan- guage of BMDO’s presentation on the grounds that it “gives the impression that Japan has already committed itself to the TMD.”7
1NC NK Condition CP
The United States Federal government should eliminate Asian missile defense if and only if China agrees to limit North Korean nuclear proliferation.

China would say yes – TMD can be successfully used as a bargaining chip
Urayama, PhD from Boston, 2k
Kori, Research Assistant for Project Alliance Tomorrow, Chinese Perspectives on Theater Missile Defense: Policy Implications for Japan, Asian Survey, Vol. 40, No. 4 (Jul. - Aug., 2000), pp. 599-621, JSTOR

Use of TMD as a Diplomatic Card in Discussing Regional Missile Initiatives Continuation of the TMD co-research does not imply disregarding China's concerns over TMD altogether. Japan and the U.S. should certainly work to decrease China's threat perception where possible. Recently, some observers have urged that TMD should be used as a card to entice Chinese participation in a formal trilateral security dialogue.39 In fact, some Chinese analysts have indicated that China might consider making missile-related pledges in ex​change for a partial TMD deployment commitment and Chinese official statements have appeared to bespeak the possibility of such bargaining. For instance. Zhu Rongji has been quoted as saying, "Whether or not you [the U.S.] build a TMD, that's your business. But if you were to get Taiwan involved in this TMD. then China's position is that it would be adamantly opposed to such an action."40 As another example, some Chinese experts have indicated that China would soften its position on U.S.-Japan TMD ini​tiative to a "de facto acquiescence" if the U.S. and Japan would explicitly reject Taiwanese involvement in the joint project.41 Such statements would appear to indicate that a degree of bargaining is possible if heed is paid to China's bottom line on TMD.  There are a number of missile initiatives worth discussing with China. For example, possible TMD limits could be set in return for China's pledge not to deploy MIRVs and strategic cruise missiles. A TMD system also could be only partially deployed in return for China's pledge to decrease its coastal missile deployments. However, Japan should not pursue initiatives such as these on an exclusively Chinese basis, as North Korean missiles are of seri​ous concern as well. It is desirable to pursue any missile initiatives with a long-term goal of including North Korea. Christensen argues that by agree​ing to limit TMD. Japan and the U.S. may be able to gain more active partici​pation from Beijing in discouraging further North Korean missile develop​ment.42 The U.S. and Japan could, for example, agree to limit TMD in ex​change for North Korea's full compliance with the Perry process.43 The crit​ical element in promoting such initiatives will be how to positively and constructively engage both China and North Korea in discussions on the re​gion's missile milieu for which they are largely responsible.
1NC NK Condition CP
North Korean proliferation leads to Asian arms race and conflict – US-China co-operation is key

Jackson, Founder and Executive Editor of Asia Chronicle, 9 
Van Jackson, also a Contributing Analyst for Foreign Policy in Focus and a nationally recognized expert in U.S.-Asia relation, Examiner, July 6, http://www.examiner.com/x-16317-DC-Asia-Policy-Examiner~y2009m7d6-Obamas-nuclear-plan-could-prevent-Asian-arms-race
From an East Asian security perspective and that of the Six Party Talks to denuclearize the Korean peninsula, the timing of President Obama’s announcement could not have been better.  Tensions have been rising in Asia in recent months.  Negotiations over North Korea’s nuclear program have deadlocked, yet again, and North Korea has just tested its long-range Taepodong-2 Intercontinental Ballistic Missile, against the expressed desires of not simply the United States, but all the countries participating in the Six Party Talks.  One of the myriad fears associated with North Korea’s possession of nuclear weapons is the potential for it to spark a nuclear arms race in Asia.  The doomsday scenario plays out rather intuitively: 1) North Korea confirms unequivocally that it will be keeping its existing nuclear weapons or possibly adding to its stockpile; 2) Japan, which has repeatedly mentioned its belief that a nuclear North Korea is a threat to Japanese security, dramatically builds up its defensive and offensive military capability, possibly developing its own nuclear program while it pushes for greater involvement in transnational security issues such as terrorism; 3) China, continuing to see Japan as the only near-peer realistically capable of challenging its regional leadership, is threatened by Japan’s remilitarization and responds by increasing its own military spending; 4) Partly in response to China’s increased military expenditures and partly in response to nagging historically based concerns over Japan’s remilitarization, both South Korea and Taiwan build up their own conventional armaments, potentially engaging in secret nuclear programs as well. Under such circumstances, political risk indicators would shoot through the roof and foreign direct investment inflows of capital would quickly dry up as multinational corporations seek a safer, more stable region in which to do business.  The region’s resulting economic contraction would place increasing pressure on national governments to pander to xenophobic and nationalistic sentiments, as has been done many times before, thus stoking the fire of conflict.  The region, in sum, would become a powder keg. This is not overly pessimistic hyperbole but a realistic scenario according to the classic literature on security dilemmas.  Just imagine a world where the most powerful countries in Asia all either possess nuclear weapons or are engaged in covert programs to develop a nuclear weapons capability, each in the name of its own security.  Such a dreadful possibility is exactly what the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was designed to prevent. But the efficacy of the NPT has been called into question by some in recent years because of the actions of de facto and aspiring nuclear weapons states.  De jure nuclear weapons states like the United States have done little to help matters.  In 2005, the Bush Administration took actions that some consider contrary to the spirit of the NPT by initiating a push to rewrite U.S. law and international regulations to recognize India’s nuclear capability in such a way that NPT-based sanctions would no longer apply.   Legally speaking, the NPT is the only thing that has prevented a global nuclear arms race to date and it is increasingly at risk of becoming irrelevant.  Absent strategic changes on the part of global leaders like the United States and China, a North Korean decision to keep its nuclear weapons could spark the spiral model arms race described above.
2NC NK Condition CP – Solvency
Should condition the plan on Chinese support for non-proliferation

Godwin, Professor of Int’l Affairs and Medeiros, Research Associate @ Center for Non-Prolif Studies, 2k
Paul, Professor of Int’l Affairs @ Naval War College, Evan, Research Associate @ Center for Non-proliferation Studies, China, America, and Missile Defense: Conflicting National Interests, Scholar

Although challenging, theater defenses to be deployed in East Asia are more amenable to nego- tiation and deal-making than are bilateral NMD pro- grams. The issue of Taiwan presents major difficulties, however. Before making any final deci- sion, the United States must decide whether lower- or upper-tier TMD enhances or degrades Taiwan’s security. Because China can simply overwhelm TMD with a barrage attack or countermeasures, the secu- rity benefits from TMD may be ephemeral, at best, and provocative, at worst. The value of TMD for the United States and Taiwan lies in its potential use as a bargaining chip. Theater missile defense transfers to Taiwan could be limited to the land-based PAC-2 or the least-advanced model of the PAC-3 in exchange for China’s restraint in deploying short- range ballistic missiles in coastal provinces. Link- ing TMD sales to Taiwan with curbs on Chinese missile technology exports to both Pakistan and Iran is also in the United States security interest.

The counterplan solves – brings China to the table over arms control
Kaneda, former vice Admiral of Japan’s Defense Forces et al 7
Hideaki, Japan’s Missile Defense Diplomatic and Security Policies In a Changing Strategic Environment, Japan Institute of International Affairs, Scholar

In the relationship between Japan and China, for example, even if Japan presses China to reduce weapons that directly threaten Japan, China will not likely concede unless it can obtain something of value in return.  Although the BMD system Japan is to introduce is defensive in nature, it can be developed into a capability that could strongly influence China’s nuclear strategy. In this respect, it could become a card to bring China to the negotiating table on arms control and disarmament.
China will say yes – their objections are purely political
May, assistant director @ Nixon Center, 2k
Greg, assistant director and research associate in Chinese studies at the Nixon Center, China's Opposition to TMD Is More About Politics Than Missiles, Nixon Center, http://www.bu.edu/globalbeat/usdefense/May0200.html

Just as many of China's objections to TMD are political in nature, so too are the potential consequences should the U.S. and Japan proceed with missile defense. TMD will impact the overall relationship the U.S. and Japan have with the Middle Kingdom. TMD will heighten the PRC's sense that it is the victim of an American neo-containment policy. As a result, China will have a greater motivation to cooperate with Russia, and even France, to restrain U.S. power. (On December 2, Russia, China, and France all voted in favor of a UN General Assembly resolution upholding the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty and indirectly criticizing U.S. missile defense plans.)  Japan, however, may have more to lose in terms of Chinese cooperation than the United States. If TMD is extended to Taiwan, Japan may see its relationship with China further mired in the Taiwan issue and Tokyo may find Beijing less helpful in critical areas like North Korea, non-proliferation, and environmental concerns such as acid rain. Also, TMD will surely harden China's resistance to a permanent seat for Japan on the United Nations Security Council and, more generally, to Japan's efforts to become a "normal" country with a more independent foreign and defense policy.
2NC NK Condition CP – Say Yes
Say yes – China would perceive the concession as worth a decrease in presence

Waldron, Professor of IR, 2k
Professor of International Relations at the University of Pennsylvania, Congressional Statement, http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/congress/2000_hr/00-06-21waldron.htm
At present China is working very hard to cut our alliance ties in Asia. Our ties with Taiwan were decisively cut twenty years ago and the instability since is a good lesson in the importance of security anchors in the international system. Now China wants to cut our connections with other allies. The recent Korean diplomacy, in which China clearly had a major role, prepares the way for a campaign to end South Korea’s close alliance status with the United States. That in turn will bring the Japanese alliance into doubt.  Some Americans are not particularly concerned about these developments. China is a rising power, they argue, and needs to be accommodated. It makes sense for us to move away from the close tie to Japan toward something more balanced that includes China. But I find it all deeply worrying.  The reason is that the pattern is so similar to what occurred before World War II: the cutting of Japan’s alliance with Britain, the substitution of a weak multilateral system, an international tilt toward China that left Japan feeling cheated—and finally, of course, Japan’s catastrophic decision that, because the international community was unwilling to take her security needs seriously, therefore she had no choice but to act unilaterally.  At the same time that China is attempting to cut US alliances she is building up a network of her own. Internationally she is cultivating Russia by pouring money into the floundering ex-Soviet arms industry, and receiving in return technology that greatly increases her militarily wherewithal. She is also deeply involved in Serbia. She works to weaken trans-Atlantic links. She has developed a very substantial relationship not only with the Muslim states of the Middle East, but also with Israel.
2NC NK Condition CP – China Pressure Solves
Chinese pressure on North Korea solves

Medcalf 9
Rory, directs the international security program at the Lowy Institute. He has previously worked as an intelligence analyst, diplomat and journalist. From 2003 to 2007 he was with the Office of National Assessments, Australia's peak strategic analysis agency, where his work focused on power relations in Asia “Wicked Weapons: North Asia’s Nuclear Triangle” Low Institute for International Policy, http://www.lowyinstitute.org/Program_IntSecurity.asp
The new international push against nuclear weapons needs to be pursued with care lest it paradoxically worsen nuclear dangers in North Asia. This region, where the interests of great powers intersect, presents a ‘wicked problem’: fixing one aspect risks aggravating others. Two linked dilemmas stand out: how China and others can turn North Korea away from the nuclear path without increasing regional instability; and how the United States can engage China on nuclear disarmament without increasing Japan’s strategic anxiety.  A way out will demand mutual and coordinated concessions. Washington has led the way, and President Obama’s chairing of a special summit of the United Nations Security Council on 24 September 2009 will provide an opportunity for next steps. China should explain its long-term nuclear intentions, declaring an end to its non-strategic nuclear arsenal and a cessation of fissile material production. Beijing and North Korea will need assurances that US strategic capabilities are not intended for coercion. Japan will have to accept that the US nuclear umbrella is not meant to counter every kind of threat. And Washington will need to convince Tokyo and Seoul that it can defend them even with reduced reliance on nuclear weapons. All of this will be more feasible with China demonstrably leaning on North Korea.
Only China can prevent North Korean proliferation

Medcalf, director of Int’l Security @ Lowy, 9
Rory, directs the international security program at the Lowy Institute. He has previously worked as an intelligence analyst, diplomat and journalist. From 2003 to 2007 he was with the Office of National Assessments, Australia's peak strategic analysis agency, where his work focused on power relations in Asia “Wicked Weapons: North Asia’s Nuclear Triangle” Low Institute for International Policy, http://www.lowyinstitute.org/Program_IntSecurity.asp
But the role of China remains central. China’s growing tolerance of the PSI is valuable, as is its support of UNSCR 1874. Beijing’s frustration with the North Korean regime, and its wish to be seen as a responsible power on this issue, is mounting. This is reflected in the hardening tone of its public utterances on the matter, including officially sanctioned public opinion polling.12
If polls published in the Chinese press now categorically conclude that a nuclear North Korea is bad for China, observers can assume that this finds at least some echo in China’s official policy and analytical circles – in addition to serving as a warning to Pyongyang. It would seem that China now sees a real need for change in North Korea: not regime change as such, but movement towards engendering greater respect for China’s wishes, whether from the current leadership or a post Kim-Jong Il order.  Ultimately, China would have powerful leverage through its economic relationship with North Korea, if it chose to exert it to the full. It could cut off food and oil supplies, with attendant risks. Or it could set out to influence North Korean society through accelerated economic opening. Given that Pyongyang guards against any commercial interaction that smacks of ideological contagion, China would stand a better chance than other countries – including South Korea – of thus altering the nature of the North.  Either way, China will need reassurance from the United States, Japan and South Korea about how they would respond to instability in North Korea. The Six Party Talks may no longer have life or purpose, but there is plenty of work ahead for a five party process. This would be a logical forum to talk about how to manage North Korea’s future. In parallel, it would make sense for the United States to begin a frank and confidential bilateral dialogue with China about North Korea contingencies and coordinating national responses, to match the conversations one hopes and assumes Washington is already having with Seoul and Tokyo. Such consultation would help the United States reduce the concerns in Japan, China and South Korea prompted by its new- found willingness to deal bilaterally with the North.
2NC NK Condition CP – AT:  Perm Do Both
The counterplan is comparatively the best negotiating strategy

Krauthammer 9
Coaching, consultation and training company that respond to clients needs on operational improvements at team levels, http://www.krauthammer.com/index.cfm?media=1
However, certain basic principles can apply to any situation where a win-win agreement and a lasting partnership are sought.  Conversely, what particular kinds of behaviour or technique can sabotage a negotiation? What can lead to a breakdownin either a particular negotiating process, or indeed, the subsequent relationship? Here are 22 ‘don’ts’ from Krauthammer’s Research and Development cellar.  Of course, every element has a ‘do’ behind it. What’s more, we can assure you that these are not necessarily the simple reverse of the ‘don’ts’! If you would like to find out what the ‘do’s’ are, contact your local Krauthammer office. They will be happy to help  
Don’t…

	1.
	make this a single-issue process - “price agreement or nothing”

	2.
	be single-intention when considering a particular element, such as price, “this price, no lower/no higher or nothing”

	3.
	horse trade - unless of course, you are selling a horse

	4.
	unveil or limits too early - or bluff on those limits

	5.
	force an agreement to the detriment of the relationship (‘one-shot’ versus ‘partnership’) - this approach will also mean that even this particular agreement is a fragile one

	6.
	consider the goal as being a one-side victory - for your side

	7.
	underestimate, or fail to foresee, what the consequences of a breakdown could cost

	8.
	put out all your arguments from the beginning (the ‘bombardment through argumentation’ approach)

	9.
	talk to fill the gaps

	10.
	fail to understand the ‘why’ behind the reaction of the other party

	11.
	polarise your behavioural approach using EITHER ‘hard approaches’, like battle or power, OR ‘soft approaches’, like exchange or circum navigation

	12.
	accept no concessions

	13.
	neglect to seek a quid pro quo for every concession you make

	14.
	give nothing away, when the other party considers it important that you should

	
	


Absent strict condition, china will pocket

Hagstrom 8
Jerry, National Journal Congress Daily, HEADLINE: Revised Schedule Suggests Turbulence In Doha Trade Talks, Lexis
Meanwhile, lawmaker reaction was negative. After Reutersreported that an Indian official said the U.S. offer did not pass "the laugh test," Senate Finance ranking member Charles Grassleysaid, "I have yet to see India make a constructive proposal that will actually advance these negotiations. This is not a laughing matter. ... We need to see meaningful reductions in tariff and non-tariff barriers to trade -- from all sides." Senate Budget ChairmanKent Conrad charged that Trade Representative Schwab is "not negotiating in the interests of hard-working family farmers in North Dakota and elsewhere in the country. ... This administration's trade negotiators have made unilateral concessions with only a hope that our trading partners might later match those concessions. In the past, other countries have just pocketed our concessions and demanded even more from the U.S. while refusing to open their markets to our agricultural exports." Rep.Earl Pomeroy, D-N.D., said he was "disappointed" by Schwab and that her negotiations "run completely counter to the interests of U.S. farmers."
2NC NK Condition CP – AT:  Perm Do Both
Quid pro quo is key

Sacks 10
Leslie, Fair and Balanced An Essential Quid Pro-Quo By Leslie J. Sacks, http://www.theabsurdreport.com/2010/fair-and-balanced-an-essential-quid-pro-quo-by-leslie-j-sacks/
If China balks, however, then America should execute its deal with Taiwan, supporting an independent and democratic ally. While Chinese power is undoubtedly rising, it is not yet in a position to blatantly challenge the United States military.  America thereby stands up, and not too late, to China, a country which continues to undercut our attempts to achieve peace and prevent a belligerent Iran from exploiting (and/or exporting) its nuclear capabilities.  Particularly in the international arena, China has proven to be a rapacious competitor, rather than a partner, and it is time to acknowledge this fact. At this time, with the US still clearly atop the military heap, it’s a win-win for America to force China into a quid-pro-quo – and not the other way around.
2NC NK Condition CP – AT:  Perm Do Both
Perm can’t create leverage – China sees unilateral concessions as a sign of weakness – only starting from an offer of mutual exchange solves and encourages full reciprocity
Chang 9
Gordon, testified before the U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission and has delivered to the Commission a report on the future of China’s economy, Barack in Beijing: How the Chinese regime hopes to make use of him, The Weekly Standard
Chinese leaders know that the stability of the modern Chinese state depends on prosperity and that prosperity largely rests on continued access to American technology and especially markets. Last year, all but $27.5 billion of China's $295.5 billion trade surplus related to sales to the United States. Fortunately for the party, Washington has continued to accept large trade deficits with China, and this unbalanced relationship gives Obama extraordinary leverage in his dealings with Beijing--but only if he uses it. So far, he has mostly chosen not to do so. To his credit, Obama imposed Section 421 surge tariffs on Chinese tires in September, the Commerce Department levied anti-subsidy duties on steel products in late October, and his administration filed a World Trade Organization case against China in June, but he has failed to take concerted action in a period of Beijing's increasingly mercantilist behavior. Obama's predecessor also failed to use America's enormous economic leverage on the Chinese, but George W. Bush did apply geopolitical pressure. First, changing course from the Clinton administration, he shored up relations with Tokyo. Obama, by contrast, has weakened ties with America's core ally in Asia. Second, in what could turn out to be his most lasting legacy, Bush reached out to India and established strong working ties in vital areas, especially nuclear energy. His successor, unfortunately, has undermined these relationships. A partnership between the world's most populous democracy and its most powerful one--even if it remained informal--would be a setback of immense proportions for Beijing. To prevent such a threatening tie-up--and to avoid the formation of an "arc of freedom and prosperity" from India to Japan, as Tokyo once proposed--the Chinese would do almost anything, even accede to Washington's initiatives. Obama's failure to consolidate relations with Japan and India, the countries China fears most, is a critical mistake. As a result, he has little to bargain with. Beijing's foreign policy is, above all, ruthlessly pragmatic. The Chinese generally do not reciprocate friendly gestures; they interpret them as weakness. Obama, who comes from the rough and tumble of Chicago's politics, should instantly recognize the way Chinese policymakers think. Inexplicably, he doesn't.  As a result of misunderstanding the Chinese, America is losing friends in Asia fast. Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama, who ended the decades-long reign of the Liberal Democratic party in September, has signaled he wants to reorient Japan's foreign policy toward China. And some policy-makers in New Delhi, noticing Obama's unusually soft approach, are pushing their country away from America as they feel India too now needs to placate the Chinese. Washington, in a real sense, is undermining its own role in Asia. Obama is not the only American president to get China wrong. Bill Clinton gave the Chinese an extraordinarily favorable World Trade Organization deal, and George W. Bush sought to enlist them in grand geopolitical projects at a time when they were not ready to help. At least Obama's predecessor told China that it had to play a constructive role in the international system, pushing Beijing to be a "responsible stakeholder." That language was dropped in late September for a less demanding formulation. "We are ready to accept a growing role for China on the international stage," said Deputy Secretary of State James Steinberg. The price for American acceptance would be "strategic reassurance"--in other words, "a shared commitment to building an international system based on mutual trust." At one time, it might have been possible to think that Beijing would actually share strategic visions with the United States. Jiang Zemin, China's leader from 1993 to 2003, desired recognition for his country's growing status, but he saw himself working cooperatively with the United States and its partners in a Congress of Vienna-like atmosphere.  Hu Jintao, the current supremo, has shifted policy in a new direction. Like Jiang, he believes Beijing should assert itself. Unlike his predecessor, Hu thinks China should actively work to restructure the international system more to its liking. This change in outlook has had consequences as China, to give just a few examples, has recently increased its support for nuclear rogues Iran and North Korea, used aggressive tactics at sea to push the U.S. Navy from Asian waters, stepped up its efforts to remove America from Central Asia, and formed a loose coalition of developing nations to undermine the dollar. Unlike Jiang, Hu is ideologically anti-American. Yet we cannot place all the blame on Hu. Washington's generous policies have encouraged China to move in wrong directions. Even before the end of the Cold War, we sought to ease the Chinese into the international system. In so doing, we made their economic "miracle" possible by opening our market to their goods and accepted the severe limitations they place on access to theirs. This economic policy has been accompanied by a generous policy of "engagement." Yet by engaging China we have inadvertently created perverse incentives. In the past, when the Chinese acted aggressively, we indulgently rewarded them. So they continued unfriendly conduct. We rewarded them still more. In these circumstances, why would they ever improve?
Assurance DA Link – BMD
Missile defense reiterates US extended deterrence commitments

Tow, Professor of IR, and Choong, Senior Writer @ Straits Times, 1
William, William, Asian Perceptions of BMD: Defence or disequilibrium?, Contemporary Southeast Asia, Proquest

BMD is a reflection of this trend. Without a BMD "shield" supplementing increasingly formidable RMA capabilities in their armed forces, will Americans really be willing to sacrifice Los Angeles for Tokyo, Seoul, or Sydney? If not, can the United States still continue to be a credible "balancer" in a region where massive casualties incurred during wars has been the historical rule rather than the exception? As Paul Dibb has speculated, "the manner in which the United States intervenes [in future Asian conflicts] will be strongly shaped by domestic considerations".31 American and allied offshore power might well be sufficient to quell maritime crises in Asia-Pacific littorals. TMD would supplement such operations by deterring conflict escalation via missile strikes launched in anger or frustration. The introduction of U.S. ground forces in future Asian conflicts - and the significant casualties they would inevitably incur - would be increasingly controversial under such circumstances. Extended deterrence would become more "qualified" as a result of greater reliance on RMA and TMD to fulfill U.S. geopolitical objectives without introducing U.S. ground forces into regional combat environments, especially those affected by WMD applications.  Alliance burden-sharing has also become more integrated with changing American extended deterrence strategy in the region. U.S. expectations for allied participation in BMD research and development have intensified now that Japan and Australia collaborate with American TMD programmes. Such participation signals to potential regional adversaries that brandishing missiles with WMD warheads cannot automatically intimidate them. TMD may decrease these potential adversaries' propensity to redouble their own capabilities to overcome BMD. U.S. extended deterrence is thus sustained without directly involving the American nuclear arsenal in the process.

Deterrence DA Link – BMD
US-Japan TMD cooperation is key to successful Asian deterrence

Hughes, Lt. Col @ National Defense University, 97
Mark T, Why We Must Pursue a Cooperative TMD, Naval War College, Scholar

Despite eight years of study on a proposed Japanese - United States multi-billion dollar theater missile defense (TMD) development program, recent reports indicate Japan may be reluctant to continue to participate in this effort "for fear of offending China and overspending scarce military resources 2 Clearly, to preserve United States and Japanese enduring interests m the highly volatile, dynamic Asian security environment, the United States must continue to aggressively pursue Japanese cooperative support for this essential defense program Integrated TMD systems support our regional interests by maintaining a strong defensive posture to deter aggressors, protect our forces and freedom of navigation, and defeat or negate ballistic missile delivered weapons of mass destruction should diplomatic or deterrence efforts fail. Additionally, the program would further strengthen our bilateral security arrangement in major areas, such as enhanced technology transfer and improved interoperability.
Solves emerging Asian threats

Hughes, Lt. Col @ National Defense University, 97
Mark T, Why We Must Pursue a Cooperative TMD, Naval War College, Scholar

As long as we are activists in world airs, theater ballistic missiles are a direct threat to our forces and allies, and may cause small regional conflicts to widen, in turn impacting our, or our allies, vital interests 6 Today, China and North Korea have demonstrated the capability, but not the intent or will, to threaten vital United States and Japanese interests with either conventional munitions or weapons of mass destruction delivered by theater ballistic missiles If in the future their intent changes, as their missile and weapons of mass destruction arsenals grow, these potential regional competitors will pose an increasing threat to our strategic interests in Japan, defended by only a minimal TMD system.

***AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage***

1NC AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Trivialization Turn

Focusing on rapes by US military personnel trivializes rapes by the local populace – their argument is coopted into xenophobic jingoism.   The focus should be on the CRIME, not the perpetrator.

Luis Poza, English and Computer Science Prof @ Lakeland College in Tokyo, 2-15-2008, “Rape in Okinawa,” Blog From Another Dimension, http://blogd.com/wp/index.php/archives/3333

Inevitably, it’s happened again: another reported rape  of a teenager by an American serviceman in Okinawa. By “inevitably” I do not mean to suggest that American servicemen are predisposed to rape teenagers, what I mean is that in any population of a certain size, there will always be all manner of crimes committed.  Naturally, the Japanese press is going nuts with it. Stories on the news are almost as constant as the poisoned Chinese gyoza story. And the politicians are using it as a reason to call for the U.S. forces to leave.  First, let me set some items straight lest you misunderstand. I do not approve of, trivialize, or excuse in any way, shape, or form any act of rape by anyone against anyone else. I do not claim that this specific accusation of rape is true or not true; it is an accusation at this time and not judged in a court of law. And I do not offer judgment here about whether or not U.S. bases should or should not be in Japan.  What I am saying is, it is unreasonable for the Japanese press to stoke up stories like this for jingoistic and xenophobic purposes, and for politicians to use them for unrelated political arguments.  Here’s the fact: rape happens, and it’s not just American servicemen doing it. You can be certain that there is at least as much of that crime being committed in Okinawa and everywhere else in Japan, by Japanese men. But that is rarely if ever reported, and certainly is never used as an issue to push for any Japanese rapist’s affiliated organizations.  Consider the situation in reverse; with so many Japanese living in the U.S., there are bound to be rapes by Japanese men against American teens. If a rapist worked for Sony, for instance, should that be sensationalized in the U.S. press and then used to suggest that Sony should be made to pack up and leave?  I guess the reason I mention this is because I get nervous when these things are blown out of proportion by the Japanese media. (Again, not that rape should be trivialized, but rather that only rapes by Americans against Japanese are sensationalized. If anything, this kind of misplaced emphasis devalues the perceived importance of other rapes; by placing emphasis on who commits the crime rather than on the crime itself, it suggests that rapes committed by others are not as objectionable, or not as important.) It brings back the specter of the 1980’s and the rampant xenophobia and its resultant discrimination brought out. I am reminded of the Yoshi Hattori case, an event also blown way beyond any reasonable proportions, especially relative to similar events happening within Japan.  And even today, Japanese politicians, especially the ultra-nationalists like Tokyo’s Ishihara, have a habit of singling out crimes by foreign populations, exaggerating them, and frightening the domestic population with scare stories about them. Just like American nationalists do on their turf, and it’s just as reprehensible.  If the politicians want American bases out, then fine; but that argument should be made on its merits, and not in a way that creates and encourages disproportionate fear, anger, and discrimination.
1NC AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Statistics

Crimes by US servicepeople in Okinawa is exceptionally rare and a fraction of the rate of the local populace.  Our argument isn’t that it doesn’t happen – but the affirmative’s advantages are substantially exaggerated by the media

Bill Stonehill, engineer, regular columnist for Morrock News Service, 2001, “Crime and U.S. servicemen,” Eyes On Japan, http://www.eyesonjapan.com/jp22.htm

Somewhere in there also are the crimes committed by U.S. servicemen in Okinawa. If you have a powerful enough microscope, and we recommend one of the super-duper high, high, high magnification models, you might be able to find the microscopic amount of "serious" crimes committed per year by U.S. servicemen in Okinawa.  A short look at the figures shows that U.S. servicemen are well behaved and law-abiding, particularly compared to the Japanese.  Looking at the Internet pages about crimes by U.S. servicemen in Okinawa (taking our information from the pages most strongly opposed to the U.S. presence in Okinawa), in the last 30 years since Okinawa reverted to Japan, U.S. servicemen in Okinawa have committed 5,000 "serious crimes."  Serious, of course, as defined by the NPA. Enter the bull hamster factor again. Of these 5,000 crimes, 90 percent can be immediately dismissed as misdemeanors: car accidents, drunken driving (a serious matter in Japan), shoplifting, drug possession and drug sale, and of course barroom brawls. The remaining 10 percent of incidents are what Americans would consider truly serious crimes, the rapes, the murders, the assaults, and the armed robberies.  Altogether, about 160 of what are considered "serious" crimes (once again, the NPA definition) are committed in Okinawa every year by U.S. servicemen.  By contrast, how many "serious" crimes are committed every year in Okinawa by Japanese? Roughly 23,800 crimes a year.  Let's take this a bit further. Making the assumption — it isn't correct, but there is no male/female breakdown given in NPA statistics — that all the crimes are committed by men, then 650,000 Japanese males in Okinawa (Okinawa's population is 1.3 million) are committing 23,800 crimes per year while 30,000 U.S. servicemen are committing 160 crimes per year.  This gives a crime rate of 366 crimes per 10,000 Japanese males against 53 crimes per 10,000 U.S. servicemen. In other words, the per capita crime rate of U.S. servicemen in Okinawa is only 14 percent of that of the Japanese.  But for the sake of argument. let's say that the women in Okinawa are specially depraved and commit as many serious crimes as Japanese men do. So if we count all 1.3 million Japanese inhabitants of Okinawa, let's see how low we can get the Japanese crime rate per 10,000.  In this case, for all Okinawa, we end up with a Japanese crime rate of 183 per 10,000, as against a crime rate of 53 per 10,000 among U.S. servicemen. In other words, the crime rate among U.S. servicemen on Okinawa is only 28 percent of the Japanese crime rates, which is nearly 3.5 times per capita of the crime rate of U.S. servicemen.  But we know this isn't true. Women in Japan aren't carrying switchblades or knocking over banks. Women in Japan, much like women in America, commit roughly one twentieth the amount of crime that men do, and violent crime commited by women, in either the U.S.A. or Japan, is rare.  So it is not at all unjustified to make a rough comparison of the per capita crime rate of Japanese men on Okinawa with that of U.S. servicemen, because it tells volumes about what the real situation is.  The 160 crimes per year U.S. servicemen commit are lost in a sea of Japanese criminality, among the 23,800 crimes committed every year by the Japanese.  But there is another factor that skews the statistics even more in the favor of U.S. servicemen. During the last 30 years, over 2 million U.S. servicemen have passed through Okinawa, perhaps as many as 4 million, but for the sake of argument, let's use the lower figure.  The average stay of U.S. servicemen stationed in Japan is said to be about 18 months. Thirty thousand U.S. servicemen are currently stationed in Okinawa. During the Vietnam War and the Gulf Conflict, those numbers swelled as servicemen would be rotated through for a short time and then be reassigned. At times, there have been considerable flows of servicemen (and women) to and from Okinawa from other service stations in the Far East, Hawaii, Guam and the West Coast of the United States. So 2 million is not extreme for the number of troops that have passed through Okinawa in the last 30 years.  In other words, in 30 years, 2 million U.S. servicemen have committed 5,000 "serious crimes," as against 650,000 Japanese males committing 23,800 serious crimes in just one year, during 2001.  Need I say more? Yes, I and every American should scream this at the top of our lungs until everyone, including the Japanese government, the Japanese press, and most of all, Time Magazine, hears it.  So the next time a genuinely serious crime is committed in Okinawa by an American soldier, we should treat it as what it really is, a terrible exception to the rule that American servicemen are decent, well-disciplined, and respectful.  Then maybe the Japanese cops, and Japanese press, can get back to catching the real criminals, all 23,800 of them.
1NC AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Alt-Cause

Alt causes—military bases everywhere else in the world and Hawaii 

Annie Fukushima author at Gender and Security “Bases, Violence against Women, and Resistance”  april 2009 accessed July 27, 2010  http://www.genuinesecurity.org/Newsletter/Bases%20Violence%20against%20Women%20and%20Resistance.html//donnie

 In illuminating these two points, I would like to not simply say that this is all there is to say about violence against women in the context of militarisms, but to extend an invitation to all of us to think deeply on the multiple sites in which military violence against women is systemic, institutionalized, and normalized. And that working towards unpacking such complexities necessitates the need to understand such complexities in their multiple locations, both historically and in real embodied experiences.  For example, in 2004 Korea passed its prostitution laws that organizations such as the Center for Women’s Human Rights had hoped would change perceptions of women in prostitution to that as “victims” rather then criminals, and in 2005, Bush signed, the Department of Defense memoranda and Executive Order 13387 which made patronizing prostitution as leading to “dishonorable discharge.” Organizations such as durebang still deal with the continued influx of women from South East Asia, the Philippines, and Europe into military camptowns. And in the Yong-San District Korean police found 1,093 foreign women, from the Philippines and Russia, to work as entertainers near the U.S. military camp. However, it is difficult to count the number of bodies of those trafficked due to the underground networks they function.  The current climate of prostitution surrounding military bases is historically constituted. While cases such as the “Comfort Women” in the Asia-Pacific would not receive a “pay check” for militarized prostitution, it is documented that the U.S. military would also use the “Comfort Women” stations set up by the Japanese military. The reason for women/men entering prostitution varies, but studies have shown that provided other alternatives, women in prostitution would choose those alternatives. The lack of options for women/men in occupied territories fed by the fuel of a demand for prostitution around military camptowns both feed into the economy of military prostitution. I recall when Koon-Ja kim was in Berkeley, she was asked why did she go into military prostitution? She responded, “who would want to go knowing what would happen to us?” While “comfort women” would be coerced through false hopes of jobs in factories, the reason “why” people enter into prostitution is multiple, but also systemically reinforced.  How women‘s bodies come to matter is best illuminated by Jeon, who in 1956 was driven by hunger to Dongduchon, a camp town near the border between the two Koreas: “The more I think about my life, the more I think women like me were the biggest sacrifice for my country’s alliance with the Americans,” she said. “Looking back, I think my body was not mine, but the government’s and the U.S. military’s.” -- this was cited in a recent article by Katherine HS Moon   But, if we are to take seriously the multiple contexts within which militarisms operate, what is apparent is how the multiple sites in the Asia Pacific are deeply linked. Hawai`i, a major tourist destination, is the embodiment of how tourisms and militarisms are deeply interconnected. I recall, an outreach worker in Hawaii once saying that “when the ships come to dock in Waikiki, the women go out to work.” While Hawaii has worked with “prostitution free zones” as a means to change its’ visible prostitution industry in areas such as Honolulu and Waikiki, the linking of exotic Hawai`i is historically rooted in perceptions of the “exotic” indigenous. How prostitution figures into the history of a people who socio-economy prior to contact did not depend on capitalisms, is that it was introduced. In the early 1900s, prostitution in Hawai`i was military enforced, as illuminated by the work of Richard Greer. Many of the women who were in prostitution in the early 1900s, were white women from the continental US and abroad. As Hawai`i reached “statehood,” prostitution would move into underground venues including the hostess bar system, and later the increase of massage parlors. The first hostess bar to open in Hawaii in 1959 was called Arirang, a love song. While diverse, many of the hostess bar systems in Hawaii are identified as Korean, in spite of the diverse origins of the women. In part, this is historically rooted in the hostess bar systems that developed surrounding military camptowns in Korea that would crop up in the United States around the 1950s. 
1NC AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Guam Shift

No solvency – the Plan shifts troops to guam  

Yoshida Kensei, Tokyo Obirin University Professor, 6/28/2010, "Okinawa and Guam: In the Shadow of U.S. and Japanese “Global Defense Posture”," http://japanfocus.org/-Yoshida-Kensei/3378

To meet the “pressing need to reduce friction on Okinawa,” the U.S. consulted allies such as Korea, the Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Australia, but they were all “unwilling to allow permanent basing of U.S. forces on their soil.” “The military’s goal,” the Draft EIS  continued, “is to locate forces where those forces are wanted and welcomed by the host country. Because these countries within the region have indicated their unwillingness and inability to host more U.S. forces on their lands, the U.S. military has shifted its focus to basing on U.S. sovereign soil.” Guam was “the only location for the realignment of forces” that met “all criteria”—freedom of action, response times to potential areas of conflict and U.S. security interests in the Asia-Pacific region.” It was also considered “ideally” located. Says the Joint Guam Program Office in “Why Guam - guambuildupeis.us”: “Guam is a key piece of the strategic alignment in the Pacific and is ideally suited to support stability in the region. It is positioned to defend other U.S. territories, the homeland, and economic and political interests in the Pacific region.” 

That causes the same violence all over again 

Gwyn Kirk author at fpif  “Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific” March 14, 2008, accessed July 27, 2010 http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific //Donnie
Violence against women recurs around U.S. bases in Asia. A particularly brutal rape and murder of a Korean woman in 1992 led to street demonstrations in Seoul and the formation of a new organization, the National Campaign for the Eradication of Crime by U.S. Troops in Korea, to document crimes and help victims claim redress. Activists in Guam are justifiably concerned that such violence will rise in their communities with the proposed increase in U.S. Marines stationed there.

AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Statistics

US military in Okinawa commit an extremely low number of crimes relative to the local baseline – their evidence is hypocritical media hype

Michael Hassett, 2-26-2008, “U.S. military crime,” Japan Times, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/fl20080226zg.html

Disgusted? I was. The memory of this atrocious crime came flooding back to me upon hearing of the latest charge of rape against yet another U.S. serviceman. Moreover, it brought back to mind a remarkable claim I came across while reading about the shift of many U.S. forces to Guam: The assertion that members of the U.S. military are four times less likely than a Japanese citizen to commit a crime on the island of Okinawa.  Skeptical? I was. Let's look at the numbers and see what they really tell us.  First, we need to know how many Japanese and non-Japanese we have in this country, and how many tourists are passing through. In 2006, Japan had a total population of 127.77 million people. Some 2.08 million of those were registered foreigners, and 51,321 of those registered foreigners were U.S. citizens not covered under the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) between Japan and the U.S.  A SOFA clarifies the terms under which a foreign military is allowed to operate in another country, and covers service members, their dependents and certain civilian workers. In October 2006, the American military community in Japan consisted of 96,790 SOFA-covered individuals.  During the same year, Japan welcomed a little more than 4.98 million foreign tourists, and 490,472 of those were from the U.S.  Now let's see how many arrests we had that year. The National Police Agency reports 384,250 for penal code offenses, such as murder, bodily injury, bicycle theft and the like. Of these arrests, 14,418 were of non-Japanese, 211 of which were U.S. citizens not covered by the SOFA and 120 of which were SOFA-covered individuals. Illegal immigrants were responsible for 13.2 percent of penal code offenses by non-Japanese.  In addition to penal code offenses, there were 83,147 arrests for special law violations. Non-Japanese accounted for 12,303 of these, 84 of which were U.S. citizens not covered by the SOFA and 25 of which were SOFA-covered individuals.  What's a "special law violation"? Basically it's a breach of a certain established law, such as the Stimulants Control Law, Firearms and Swords Control Law, or even the Horse Racing Law.  Now, before we continue, take note that here in Japan an arrest indicates that a person was taken into custody by police. It does not indicate whether the case was prosecuted in court or whether the suspect was convicted.  A little math gives us an arrest rate of 0.351 percent for Japanese in Japan. For non-Japanese here — tourists and registered residents, excluding illegal immigrants and SOFA-covered individuals — the arrest rate would be a little lower at 0.326 percent, assuming that illegal immigrants were also responsible for 13.2 percent of special law violations. And if we were to deem arrests of tourists to be negligible, the rate for registered non-Japanese residents would surge to around 1.115 percent.  For U.S. tourists and U.S. citizen residents of Japan not covered by the SOFA, the arrest rate would be 0.054 percent. And if we were to assume arrests of U.S. tourists to be negligible, the arrest rate for U.S. citizens not covered by the SOFA would increase to 0.575 percent.  A strong argument can be made against the inclusion of transgressions of the Immigration Control Law and the Alien Registration Law, which may inflate arrest numbers of non-Japanese. But Japanese can and do violate these laws. In 2006, of the 35 arrests for violations to the Alien Registration Law, eight of those arrests were of Japanese.  Moreover, once we move down this path of discounting particular transgressions, we open up a giant can of worms because certain other laws — the Public Elections Law, for instance — could be considered to be inherently biased against Japanese.  The rates we have calculated so far are for the entire Japanese archipelago. However, approximately 75 percent of the total land area exclusively used by U.S. forces in Japan is located in Okinawa. So let's narrow our focus to Okinawa Prefecture.  In 2006, the Okinawan islands had a population of 1,368,000 people, 6,808 of which were registered foreign residents not covered by the SOFA. In 2006, there were 4,188 arrests for penal code offenses and 605 arrests for special law violations. Foreigners not covered by the SOFA were responsible for 44 of these penal code offenses, and we can use partially reported figures to estimate that this group committed around 22 special law violations.  Doing the math gives us an arrest rate of 0.342 percent for Japanese in Okinawa, a bit lower than the rate for the entire country.  Now let's turn to the U.S. military in Okinawa. There are about 42,570 SOFA-covered Americans living in the prefecture. In 2006, 63 SOFA-covered individuals were arrested for penal code offenses. Eleven arrests for special law violations can be estimated. A little math using these numbers gives us an arrest rate of 0.174 percent, about half that of Japanese in Okinawa (0.342) and the entire country (0.351).  Shocked? I am! It's particularly surprising when you consider that almost half the U.S. military population is 25 years old or younger. In fact, 80 percent of U.S. service members are younger than 35. And men comprise nearly 85 percent of the U.S. military force.  If we were to attribute 80 percent of arrests of Japanese in Okinawa to men and women aged 15 to 64, a group that makes up 65.1 percent of the prefecture, the arrest rate among Japanese in this age bracket in Okinawa would rise to 0.420 percent. In fact, we would have to attribute 67 percent of arrests in Okinawa to those under the age of 15 and over the age of 64 before the arrest rate of Japanese in the 15-to-64 age bracket would fall below that of SOFA-covered individuals in the area. Shocking indeed!  Let's not pretend, though, that living among foreigners trained to kill is Disney in fatigues. On-base arrest data is not released. Environmental issues and land-use concerns abound. And noise has always been a problem.  However, there were no arrests in Japan of SOFA-covered individuals for rape or sexual assault in 2006, even though the NPA did arrest 1,094 Japanese for rape and another 4,733 for sexual offenses — that's nearly 16 a day.  Many feel that society would be great if we had no need for military forces, but as long as governments don't feel the same way the fact remains that we have to put them somewhere. All of which raises the question: Is it hypocritical to give such disproportionate media exposure to crimes committed by U.S. service members when the data shows that their adherence to our laws apparently exceeds our own?

AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Statistics

Okinawan’s Overreact to Violence Claims- Statistics Prove USFJ Commit Less Crimes

DPRK Studies 7 (DPRK studies is a weblog that focuses chiefly on social, political and security issues in North Korea. “U.S. MILITARY CRIME IN OKINAWA: MYTH VS. REALITY.” February 11, 2007. http://www.dprkstudies.org/documents/asia015.html. July 19, 2010.) 
Many Japanese and Okinawan NGOs seek the reduction or removal of USFJ (U.S. Forces Japan) from Okinawa, where American troops have been stationed since taking the island in World War II.       One of the primary justifications given is that USFJ uses nearly 75 percent of the island for military facilities. (Japan Oks, 1997)  However, another angle often used is that USFJ personnel commit relatively more, and more violent, crimes compared to native residents:      Japan called on the U.S. military on Wednesday to crack down on crimes by servicemen, a day after police issued an arrest warrant for a U.S. Marine for attempted rape on Okinawa, home to most of the U.S. forces in Japan. (Lies, 2002)  This perception is often echoed:      For some local Okinawans, the attack only served to reinforce their feeling that the forces are not welcome on the island. “These incidents happen again and again. There seems to be no end to crimes against Okinawans,” said Hagu Kido, a 25-year-old computer salesman who works near Kadena. In the past the people of Okinawa have reacted with fury to crimes committed by US forces, whose presence dominates the island. (Japan rape, 2001) [emphasis added]       This begs the question: Do U.S. service members stationed in Okinawa actually commit more crime than the local population? If so, how much more crime do American service members in Okinawa commit? According to the available statistics, the answer is not only that USFJ members do not commit more crime, but that they actually commit several times less crime than Okinawans.       In order to reach this conclusion with any level of confidence, one needs some specific information:  1.) The number of U.S. SOFA [1] status personnel (active duty service members, civilians & dependents) in Okinawa:          There are approximately 50,000 SOFA status personnel in Okinawa. This includes about 21,000 Marines, 8,000 civilian employees, 12,000 dependents, and about 9,000 USAF active duty, civilian, and dependents. (Active Duty, 2002; Major Marine, 2003 & Deployment, 1994)  2.) The number of male Okinawans in a comparable age group to the SOFA status group (roughly 15-50), and the ratio of Okinawans vs. SOFA status:       Japan’s population is about 127 million. Okinawa’s population is about 1.29 million, or about 1 percent of Japan’s population.       The number of males in the most likely age group to commit crimes (15-64) in Japan is approximately 43 million, or 33 percent of the population. The comparable number of Okinawan males is about 426,000. However, since the likelihood of committing a crime tapers severely after 50 (i.e., senior citizens rarely commit violent crimes), the group of Okinawan males will be reduced to about 400,000. (World Factbook, 2002 & Outline, 2001)       SOFA status personnel at 50,000 vs. 400,000 comparable Okinawans yield a ratio of 1:8. SOFA personnel make up about 3.9 percent of the overall Okinawan population, and about 20 percent of the most likely offender population (this is skewed slightly in favor of the Okinawans since Japanese males are excluded, while SOFA females and children are included).   3.) Data on the numbers of crimes committed by both Japanese and military in Okinawa & putting the numbers together:       SOFA personnel comprise approximately 3.9 percent of the populating and committed about 1.7 percent of crimes (average, 1972-2001), or about half as much crime compared to the entire population of Okinawa. In the past ten years of data (1992-2001) SOFA personnel committed only 0.82 percent of crimes in Okinawa, or nearly five times less than the general population. (The Number of, 2001)       Although this does not take into account a very small fraction of crimes committed on USFJ installations, there is no possible way to deny that USFJ personnel commit several times less than the native population on Okinawa. Links in the references section below are available for anyone who would like to verify the above conclusion. Japanese, NGO members, or anyone else who continues to insist that, “There seems to be no end to crimes against Okinawans,” are not obviously not aware of the facts, or are purposely dissemination misleading information in order to further other ends likely related to the removal of USFJ from Okinawa and Japan. 
AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Alt-Cause

Korea is another area that is full of military prostitution—the aff has no way to solve that and its just as bad as the aff 

Katharine H.S. Moon is Professor of Political Science at Wellesley College and the author of Sex Among Allies: Military Prostitution inU.S.-Korea Relations, Columbia University Press, 1997. Military Prostitution and the U.S. Military in Asia Feb. 11. 2009 accessed July 27, 2010 http://ikjeld.com/en/news/81/military-prostitution-and-the-us-military-in-asia//Donnie

Currently, military prostitution in Korea has been transformed in line with global economic and migration trends. Foreign nationals, primarily from the Philippines and the former Soviet Union, have become the majority of sex-providers and “entertainers” for the U.S. troops. Young Korean women, with better education and economic and social opportunities than their mothers or grandmothers, are not available for such work. And they are not as easily duped by traffickers. In a more complex, globalized and multicultural sex industry environment, however, political and legal accountability for various problems and conflicts that both the prostitutes and the servicemen encounter become even more difficult to understand and more difficult for activists to target effectively. Nevertheless, on a day-to-day basis, hardworking advocacy organizations on behalf of the women, such as Saewoomtuh, continue to offer shelter, counseling, and health and legal assistance to the best of their ability.

AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – SQ Solves

Tight Restrictions on Soldiers Prevent Human Right Violations

Coleman 8( Joseph Coleman is the chief bureau correspondent for the Associated Press in Tokyo. “Tight Restrictions Put on Okinawa Marines.” February 20, 2008. http://www.marinecorpstimes.com/news/2008/02/ap_Japan_update_080219/ July 19, 2010.) 
The military imposed tight restrictions on all servicemen in Okinawa on Wednesday, limiting troops to bases, places of work or off-base housing amid a furor over the arrest of a Marine on suspicion of rape.  The restrictions, which go beyond a midnight curfew already in place for enlisted Marines on the southern Japanese island, started early Wednesday and were indefinite, U.S. Forces Japan officials said.  The order, which also included all the 18,000 Marines based in Japan, was issued as a string of crimes blamed on American servicemen — rape, drunk driving and other allegations — has stoked antimilitary sentiment.  “This period of reflection will allow commanders and all service members an opportunity to further review procedures and orders that govern the discipline and conduct of all U.S. service members serving in Okinawa,” a U.S. military statement read.  Most damaging to the U.S. military’s image in Japan was the arrest last week of 38-year-old Staff Sgt. Tyrone Luther Hadnott in the alleged rape of a 14-year-old girl in Okinawa. The arrest sparked outrage in Japan, which hosts some 50,000 U.S. troops under a security treaty.  Hadnott admitted to investigators that he forced the girl down and kissed her, but said he did not rape her, police said.  The tensions have been compounded in recent days by allegations of additional less serious crimes by American troops, such as drunk driving and trespassing. Japanese leaders have deplored the behavior and accused the U.S. military of lax discipline.  The Japanese government welcomed the bolstered restrictions.  “Japan plans to have close consulations with the U.S. for appropriate prevention measures over the mid- and long-term to be taken by the U.S. side,” the Foreign Ministry said in a statement.  The new restriction bans military personnel from leaving their bases except for official business, work, worship or travel to and from off-base housing. It applies to all branches of the military in Okinawa, and the Marines throughout the country. Military families and military-linked, expatriate civilians were also included. 
AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – SQ Solves
New drinking rules will prevent crime—and stats prove its been going down in recent years

Stars and Stripes news paper “Okinawa troops banned from bars after midnight” June 10, 2010 accessed July 27, 2010  http://www.stripes.com/news/pacific/okinawa/okinawa-troops-banned-from-bars-after-midnight-1.106726//Donnie
Servicemembers on Okinawa have been banned from bars and clubs after midnight in a crackdown announced Friday to curb off-post alcohol-related incidents. The midnight-to-5 a.m. prohibition, which covers all branches of the military on Okinawa and Marine Corps Air Station Iwakuni and Camp Fuji in mainland Japan, applies to any establishment where the “primary business is the sale and consumption of alcohol,” the Marine Corps announced in a statement. Restaurants that also serve alcohol were not included in the liberty restriction, said Lt. Col. Douglas Powell, spokesman for the Marine Corps on Okinawa. But, he warned, “Just because they sell a Slim Jim behind the bar, that does not make it a restaurant.” Punishment for violators will be determined by unit commanders based on individual circumstances, according to Powell, who said the prohibition will remain indefinitely.  Marine Lt. Gen. Terry Robling, the senior U.S. military commander on Okinawa, ordered the prohibition Friday after a monthlong review found that most off-base misconduct and accidents on the island happened between midnight and 5 a.m., the Marine Corps said. Even though Japanese crime statistics for Okinawa show a decrease in recent years of crimes committed by servicemembers, even minor incidents can stoke anti-U.S.military tensions that already are running high as local citizens and politicians clamor for a reduced presence of the military on Okinawa. In 2008, a string of alcohol- and bar-related incidents — including two alleged rapes — caused the Marine Corps to order a monthlong ban on off-base drinking. More recently, several accidents and run-ins with Japanese police have occurred. For example, two Marines were arrested in March near Camp Kinser for drunken driving and interfering with law enforcement. Two days later, a Navy petty officer was accused of being drunk and fleeing the scene when her Humvee hit a Japanese family’s vehicle near Camp Schwab. Robling ordered every unit on the island to be trained on how to behave off base following those incidents. This week, the mayors of Okinawa City and Chatan, which both host military bases, demanded even more action, said Mitsuru Kishimoto, spokesman for Chatan Mayor Masaharu Noguni. They met with Col. Kevin Bishop, chief of the Okinawa Area Field Office — which represents U.S. Forces Japan concerns. The mayors underscored public alarm over the number of crimes and accidents, Kishimoto said. In Chatan, U.S. servicemembers were linked to 10 serious crimes in 2009, including cab driver robberies, Kishimoto said. The Marine Corps said it is now considering more patrols by uniformed servicemembers in areas such as Chatan. The so-called courtesy patrols go into establishments and walk the streets in groups of three or four usually during the night in areas popular during off-duty hours. Kozo Senda, manager of a Chatan beer tavern frequented by Americans, said the military liberty policies have been on his mind since he started his job 10 years ago.  “Every time, when I hear about any incident that involves Americans, it worries me,” he said. “Although it is not just Americans who cause trouble, but when they do, it certainly is blown up here.” 
AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – No Solvency

Can’t solve without eliminating the whole military – soldiers are trained to dehumanize women

FPIF Foreign Policy In Focus A project of the Institute for Policy Studies Foreign Policy in Focus Women and the U.S. Military in East Asia march 1 1999 http://www.fpif.org/reports/women_and_the_us_military_in_east_asia//Donnie
Military personnel are trained to dehumanize “others” as part of their preparation for war. This process, and the experience of combat, can make them edgy, fearful, frustrated, alienated, or aggressive—negative feelings that are often vented on host communities, especially women. Sexism is central to a militarized masculinity, which involves physical strength, emotional detachment, the capacity for violence and killing, and an appearance of invulnerability. Male sexuality is assumed to be uncontrollable and in need of regular release, so prostitution is built into military operations, directly or indirectly, with the agreement of host governments. Suzuyo Takazato of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence, told the San Jose Mercury News, “These young troops go out into the field all day and are trained to be aggressive and to kill.... They may change out of uniform and into a T-shirt and jeans, but their attitude does not change.” 
AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – No Solvency 

The military is made to fulfill masculine goals—as long as it exists gender inequality is inevitable 

Gwyn Kirk author at fpif  “Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific” March 14, 2008, accessed July 27, 2010 http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific //Donnie
U.S. military expansion and restructuring in the Asia-Pacific region serve patriarchal U.S. goals of “full spectrum dominance.” Allied governments are bribed, flattered, threatened, or coerced into participating in this project. Even the apparently willing governments are junior partners who must, in an unequal relationship, shoulder the costs of U.S. military policies. For the U.S. military, land and bodies are so much raw material to use and discard without responsibility or serious consequences to those in power. Regardless of gender, soldiers are trained to dehumanize others so that, if ordered, they can kill them. Sexual abuse and torture committed by U.S. military personnel and contractors against Iraqi prisoners in Abu Ghraib prison illustrate a grim new twist on militarized violence, where race and nation “trumped” gender. White U.S. women were among the perpetrators, thereby appropriating the masculinized role. The violated Iraqi men, meanwhile, were forced into the feminized role. Gendered inequalities, which are fundamental to U.S. military operations in the Asia-Pacific region, affect men as well as women. Young men who live near U.S. bases see masculinity defined in military terms. They may work as cooks or bartenders who provide rest and relaxation to visiting servicemen. They may be forced to migrate for work to larger cities or overseas, seeking to fulfill their dreams of giving their families a better future. 

AT:  Okinawa Rape Advantage – Gender Not Key

Gender violence does not cause war—but war does cause gender violence 

Brian Martin, is Professor of Social Sciences at the University of Wollongong, Australia. “Uprooting War” 1990 accessed July 27, 2010 http://www.uow.edu.au/~bmartin/pubs/90uw/uw10.html//Donnie

While these connections between war and male domination are suggestive, they do not amount to a clearly defined link between the two. It is too simplistic to say that male violence against women leads directly to organised mass warfare. Many soldiers kill in combat but are tender with their families; many male doctors are dedicated professionally to relieving suffering but batter their wives. The problem of war cannot be reduced to the problem of individual violence. Rather, social relations are structured to promote particular kinds of violence in particular circumstances. While there are some important connections between individual male violence and collective violence in war (rape in war is a notable one), these connections are more symptoms than causes of the relationship between patriarchy and other war-linked structures.

War is declining now—that proves there is no correlation between gender violence and war

Dan Griswold senior fellow at the Cato institute  “Peace on Earth? Try Free Trade among Men” Dec. 28, 2005 accessed July 28, 2010  http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=5344
As one little-noticed headline on an Associated Press story recently reported, "War declining worldwide, studies say." According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, the number of armed conflicts around the world has been in decline for the past half-century. In just the past 15 years, ongoing conflicts have dropped from 33 to 18, with all of them now civil conflicts within countries. As 2005 draws to an end, no two nations in the world are at war with each other.  The death toll from war has also been falling. According to the AP story, "The number killed in battle has fallen to its lowest point in the post-World War II period, dipping below 20,000 a year by one measure. Peacemaking missions, meanwhile, are growing in number." Those estimates are down sharply from annual tolls ranging from 40,000 to 100,000 in the 1990s, and from a peak of 700,000 in 1951 during the Korean War.  
SOFA CP Solves
SOFA protects US troops from Japanese jurisdiction – insulates them from prosecution

Stephen Lendman, 6-7-2010, “South Korea’s Ship Sinking,” Atlantic Free Press, ln

Key perhaps was to pressure now former Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatayoma "to reverse course on moving the US Marine Corp base off Okinawa," Japan's southern-most, poorest prefecture, home for thousands of US troops.  Since WW II, America has maintained 88 bases in Japan, 37 on Okinawa, a tiny sliver of land about the size of a large US city. Understandably, Okinawans are furious, and with good reason. Their choicest real estate was stolen. They've practically been pushed into the sea, and for decades US forces have committed thousands of robberies, rapes, homicides, assaults, and other abuses they'd never get away with at home.  On Okinawa, they're subject to "administrative discipline" under US jurisdiction, not Japan's, the result of America's Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) Article 17 (on criminal justice) stating:  "The custody of an accused member of the United States armed forces or the civilian component (shall) remain with the United States until he is charged."  In other words, it shields US felons from prosecution under Japanese law, whisks them out of the country to avoid it, and creates an intolerable situation for Okinawans or wherever US forces are stationed. The Pentagon is in charge, not the host country. Imagine how that would go down in America if, say, China or Russia had bases here. Okinawans have no choice but to protest as 100,000 did in late April, to no avail.

SOFA CP Solves

Renegotiating the SOFA with Japan solves

Ian Roberts McConnel, Ed. In Chief of b.C. Int’l and Comp. L. Rev., Winter 2006, “A Re-Examination,” 29 B.C. Int’l & Comp. L. Rev. 165, ln

The United States should alter the current SOFA in two ways. n68 First, the U.S.-Japan SOFA should be a reciprocal agreement. n69  "Drafting a SOFA does not merely create a legally binding document, but rather fosters a partnership, embracing another culture and sharing human values." n70  By making the arrangement reciprocal, the United States will recognize that Japan is a legally equal sovereign, and this recognition may ease some of the tension between the two nations. n71  Second, the United States should amend the Agreed Minutes of the U.S.-Japan SOFA to allow for a joint effort in investigating and securing off-base U.S. military accident sites. n72  The new guidelines recently set forth regarding U.S. military accidents outside U.S. military bases on Okinawa are just that: "guidelines." n73 The new policies and procedures should be directly incorporated into the U.S.-Japan SOFA to  [*174]  ensure that they are binding on both parties. n74  By requiring U.S. military officials to cooperate with Japanese officials regarding U.S. military accidents that occur off-base, friction with the local populace and perceptions of malfeasance on the part of U.S. investigators will be further reduced. n75
SOFA CP Solves
The CP solves the advantage—it prevents gender violence and avoids our disads to withdrawal 

FPIF Foreign Policy In Focus A project of the Institute for Policy Studies Foreign Policy in Focus Women and the U.S. Military in East Asia march 1 1999 http://www.fpif.org/reports/women_and_the_us_military_in_east_asia//Donnie

Grassroots movements for national sovereignty and self-determination in East Asian countries have gained momentum in recent years. Women’s organizations play a key role in these movements and bring a gender perspective to protests against U.S. bases. Organizations in East Asia and the United States as well as international networks are developing alternatives to militarized security that address the security of women, children, and the physical environment. These advocates recommend a series of policy changes: The U.S. military should adopt international standards regarding women’s human rights and must take responsibility for violations committed by U.S. troops in East Asia. Military training should include substantial prestationing and early stationing education to sensitize all personnel to local customs and laws, gender issues, and violence prevention. Specific personnel in each unit should be responsible for monitoring the situation, maintaining accountability, and counseling. Severe sanctions must be imposed for human rights violations, and legal investigations should be conducted by the victim’s lawyers, by independent investigative and prosecuting bodies, or by both.  All military personnel must be required to pass rigorous local driving tests and provide adequate insurance coverage for full compensation of damages done to local people in East Asia. Until this requirement can be implemented, the U.S. government must fully compensate local victims when accidents occur.  SOFAs should be revised to protect host communities against crimes committed by U.S. troops and against environmental contamination from U.S. military operations. This includes the Visiting Forces Agreement with the Philippines, which should be revised to protect the human rights of women and children.  Congress should pass the Violence Against Women Act II (HR 357/S 51). Title V has provisions that address U.S. military violence overseas.  The U.S. military should support the research, counseling, and rehabilitation work of NGOs dealing with the negative effects of U.S. military operations. It should also encourage efforts to create employment opportunities for women besides military prostitution.  The U.S. should take responsibility for Amerasian children. Congress should pass the American Asian Justice Act (HR 1128), an amendment to the Immigration and Nationality Act (HR 1128) to facilitate the immigration of Amerasians born in the Philippines, or Japan who were fathered by U.S. citizens. Immigration procedures will need flexibility in documentation requirements.  The U.S. military should investigate contamination of land and water and should undertake cleanup to acceptable standards. It should conduct research into the health effects of military toxics and should publicize its findings widely in accessible languages.  Policy debates should broadly consider the question: What is genuine security for women and children living near U.S. bases? The notion of security needs to be demilitarized. Women’s voices and a gender perspective should be included in U.S. foreign and security policy discussions as a matter of routine.  
SOFA CP Solves
Now the military doesn’t have to clean the environment—this has adverse impacts on women, the CP solves that 

FPIF Foreign Policy In Focus A project of the Institute for Policy Studies Foreign Policy in Focus Women and the U.S. Military in East Asia march 1 1999 http://www.fpif.org/reports/women_and_the_us_military_in_east_asia//Donnie
Environmental contamination affects whole communities but is most significant for women and children, because they tend to show signs of disease earlier than men. Militaries cause more pollution than any other institutions. Bases store fuel, oil, solvents, and other chemicals as well as weapons, including defoliants like Agent Orange, depleted uranium-tipped bullets, and nuclear weapons. The SOFAs with Japan and Korea do not hold the U.S. responsible for the cleanup of contamination. In the Philippines, records of environmental contamination were incomplete and unavailable to concerned nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) for several years. Studies—both by the People’s Task Force for Bases Cleanup and by environmental consultants—show that the U.S. military did not follow its own guidelines on cleanup. In Okinawa, community leaders are trying to get information about contamination and assurances that the U.S. will take responsibility for cleanup, even though the SOFA with Japan explicitly excludes this. In both the Philippines and Okinawa, women are gathering information from local people who have worked on the bases or who live nearby. Host governments have downplayed contamination or denied its existence for fear of fueling antibase sentiment (Korea) or deterring prospective investors (Philippines). Environmentally induced illnesses may not be apparent for many years, and it is difficult to establish a clear cause-and-effect relationship. Determined efforts by NGOs, researchers, and some elected Philippine officials, as well as deaths of children born in contaminated areas have at last resulted in official recognition of the existence of military contamination in the Philippines. 
***AT:  Other Advantages***
AT:  Offshore Balancing Good Advantage
Offshore balancing leads to chaos & destabilizing competition

Gary J. Schmitt, Resident Scholar and Director of Advanced Strategic Studies at AEI. “To Be, or Not to Be . . . an Empire.” American Enterprise Institute. June 25 2007. http://www.aei.org/outlook/26387. Accessed 7/17/2010.
An additional problem, perhaps tied to the way the book is structured, is that Layne spends the majority of his time criticizing the argument for primacy without giving the reader much of a handle on the particulars of his own preferred strategy. As a result, we do not know whether his model of "offshore balancing" is more British in style--that is, fairly active in playing the decisive power broker among the other competing states--or more passive in content, such as the United States in the 1920s and 1930s.  If the former, a key problem with the strategy is that it requires a far more calculating style of statecraft than the United States has ever had. And even if we had Henry Kissinger upon Henry Kissinger to carry it out, would the American people really let their government play this particular game of international politics, shifting partners based on power relations rather than on the character of the states themselves? The disappearance of the United States as a security guarantor is likely to lead to more competition among states and to the creation of a more chaotic and fluid international environment. Britain had a hard enough time playing this role in its day, finding itself in numerous conflicts regardless.  If the latter, the passive offshore balancing approach leads to the question of whether such a strategy results in putting off a security challenge until it may be far more difficult to deal with. Layne's bet, at least in the case of Iran and China today, is that if the United States would only get out of the way, other powers would naturally begin to meet the challenge. It is possible, but doing so might create even more destabilizing competition among other regional powers or lead those same powers to acquiesce to China or Iran's new hegemony, fueling their ambitions rather than lessening them.  The history of international relations suggests that most great crises result from neglecting to address more minor ones early on. As Thayer argues, it is probably less costly to nip these threats in the bud to than wait for them to become full-blown security crises.   And speaking of money, Layne's argument about looming imperial overstretch is itself a stretch. Even with all the problems in Iraq, a war in Afghanistan, and an emerging hedging strategy vis-à-vis China, the defense burden is still barely over 4 percent of the U.S. gross domestic product. The United States has had far higher defense burdens in the past while still retaining its status as the world's economic juggernaut. There may be plenty of reasons to worry about the U.S. economy, but "guns over butter" is not one of them.  Moreover, while pulling back from a forward-leaning defense strategy would undoubtedly save money, offshore balancing would still require the United States to have a major military establishment in reserve if it wanted to be capable of being a decisive player in a game of great power balancing. Is the $100 billion or so saved--or, rather, spent by Congress on "bridges to nowhere"--really worth the loss in global influence that comes from adopting Layne's strategy?  As someone who has been called a neoconservative, I read Thayer's argument in friendlier light. Nevertheless, his presentation suffers from its own problems. First, in response to Layne's argument that Iraq has been an unmitigated disaster, Thayer tries too hard to put a happy face on the problem. But a strategy of primacy does not rest on success in Iraq. It may tell us how prepared or unprepared we are for that role, but it does not necessarily vitiate the primacy strategy's general validity. That said, having a strategy dedicated to maintaining primacy puts a premium on preemption--not necessarily military preemption, but certainly a strong impetus to use all the tools of statecraft to shape the security environment and other states' behavior. As such, it is an inherently active and open-ended strategy that requires heading off challenges before they become threats. 

AT:  Offshore Balancing Good Advantage
Offshore balancing empirically fails

Thomas Donnelly, Resident Fellow and Director, Center for Defense Studies at AEI. “One Crusader’s View.” American Enterprise Institute. October 20, 2008. http://www.aei.org/article/28811. Accessed 7/17/2010.

The Bush years have also marked a transition in U.S. military strategy and posture, from being an "offshore balancer," to talk like a social scientist, to a deeper involvement. We're still more a balancer, for all the interventions since 9/11, but we've come ashore and we're not leaving. An Obama Administration may value Afghanistan over Iraq, and may eventually reduce our overall "footprint," but the fundamental commitment continues. These are tactical, not strategic adjustments (although they may contribute to a strategic adjustment if they spiral into a larger defeat). Nor will it be easy to return to the comfy concept of the past, that we can entrust our interests to the tender mercies of the region's monarchs and autocrats. We may have more modest definitions of what better governance looks like in Iraq and Afghanistan, but it would be a reflection of that larger defeat if we again pretended that it looked like Saddam Hussein or Mullah Omar.  This may indeed be carrying our principles past pride to hubris, if not a crusade per se (since our motives are entirely secular and worldly rather than religious) then perhaps a vaulting ambition that may o'erleap itself. On the other hand, the conservative offshore-balancing approach was tried for more than five decades and was ultimately found wanting; the "small-footprint" strategy failed long before and even more catastrophically than in Iraq circa 2006. The attacks of September 11, 2001 were many things, but they were critically a reflection of the idea that Afghanistan was simply a place to fight Russians and that an erratic "indirect approach" could meet all our needs. It's not just the American crusading impulse that argues for a larger force, persistently present, in the Middle East, but a realistic appraisal of our own interests and strategy. To repeat: the conservative strategy was given a long trial, and it failed. Of course it did not produce liberty, but it also did not produce the stability that was its one and only goal. 
AT:  Offshore Balancing Good Advantage
Offshore balancing fails

Thomas Donnelly, Resident Fellow and Director, Center for Defense Studies at AEI. “Winning Iraq: A Briefing on the Anniversary of the End of Major Combat Operations.” American Enterprise Institute. May 4, 2004. http://www.aei.org/EMStaticPage/811?page=Summary. Accessed 7/17/2010.

The invasion of Iraq was an extraordinary military success--a lightning war that brushed aside Saddam Hussein's army and toppled his statues in Baghdad in record time. General Tommy Franks' forces moved as far in three weeks in 2003 as George Patton's did in three months in 1944. In the year since the end of major combat operations in Iraq, President Bush has emphasized that the victory in Iraq remains incomplete. The larger mission--trying to introduce a more decent and democratic political order throughout the greater Middle East--is far from accomplished. The question is whether the United States can sustain the level of effort needed to accomplish its admittedly ambitious goals.  Iraq was not a war of choice. Rather, it was a reaction to the disintegration of the old order in the Middle East, underway since at least 1979. It was in that critical year that the Shah fell in Iran, the Soviets invaded Afghanistan, the Grand Mosque in Mecca was temporarily seized by Islamic extremists, and perhaps most significantly, Saddam Hussein openly came to power in Iraq. The American military presence in the region has steadily grown since then, beginning with the creation of the Rapid Deployment Joint Task Force-the forerunner of U.S. Central Command-under Jimmy Carter.  The growing footprint of the U.S. military in Middle East also reflects the failure of America's traditional diplomacy in the region-often described as "offshore balancing"--in which Washington worked with local autocrats to preserve stability and ensure access to energy resources. It is safe to say that this policy was a casualty of the September 11 attacks.  Of course, it is possible that a president other than George W. Bush might have been content, after the September 11 attacks, to invade Afghanistan and end the war there. But it is a delusion to think that America's enemies would have been any more content with the occupation of Kabul than they are with the occupation of Fallujah. And to have directed the Pentagon toward an ever more detailed and intricate manhunt for Osama bin Laden or Mullah Omar would have relinquished the strategic initiative.  The scandal of Iraq is less what Bob Woodward describes in Plan of Attack-namely, that the United States began planning for the invasion of Iraq shortly after the war in Afghanistan-but, rather, that the resulting war plan was so at odds with the strategic goals set by the president. To oversimplify, the Pentagon planned to win the battle of Baghdad, not the longer war in Iraq or the Middle East.  The decision to limit the size and the capabilities of the invasion force had unintended but predictable consequences. The desire to fight a "just-in-time" war meant that even small surprises--the resistance of the Saddam fedayeen, for instance--sapped the strength of a force that was just large enough to conquer Baghdad but not to pacify the larger Sunni Triangle. President Bush asked for a plan for regime change; what he got was a plan for regime removal.  That said, it is easy to undervalue the invasion because it was so successful, so swift, and so relatively bloodless. There were many good reasons to fight the war as rapidly as possible, but the need for speed should have been balanced against the need for decisiveness, for a combat campaign that would set the right conditions for reconstruction.  Winning the war in the Sunni Triangle was the center of gravity for Operation Iraqi Freedom, but this was a goal that was not conceived in the war plan and was beyond the abilities of the invasion force as it found itself in early April.   Regarding the counterinsurgency campaign in Iraq, the U.S. military has-by any historical standard-been remarkably successful. First, the insurgents in Iraq have had little luck in shaking American political resolve. Second, the insurgents have so far failed to provoke a civil war in Iraq. The insurgency has had one noticeable success, having fractured the international coalition that backs the United States in Iraq.  Even more disturbingly, however, there remains a dangerous gap between the strategic goals that the president has set and our military means. The U.S. military-its forces, plans, budgets, and weapons programs-remain fundamentally unchanged from the world of September 10, 2001, nor has there been any fundamental transformation even over the past year, as it has become devastatingly clear that our commitment in Iraq is going to be open-ended.  War, Carl von Clausewitz said, does not consist of a single short blow. The basic strategy that the president has set out is correct: that of liberating Iraq and liberalizing the political order in the region.  It places our greatest strategic strengths against our enemy's greatest weaknesses.  But it simply is not possible to achieve our goals without a sustained restructuring and expansion of our military forces toward this end. If we do not prepare ourselves for the war, instead of simply preparing for battle, there will not be a victory. 

AT:  Offshore Balancing Good Advantage

Offshore Balancing risks o/w any gain

Bradley A. Thayer, Assistant Professor of Political Science at the University of Minnesota. “American Empire: A Debate.” 2007. Page 104. Accessed 7/20/2010. 

Why Layne’s Critique of American Primacy is Wrong Layne levels several major allegations against the grand strategy of primacy, and I want to respond to the two most important: first, that the pursuit of primacy makes the United States less secure; second, the Iraq serves as a test case for the American Empire, and—he submits—it is a test that the United States is failing. Before I reply, I would like o thank Layne for illumination the risk associated with primacy. Although both of his charges are wrong—in fact, the pursuit of hegemony makes the United States more secure and Iraq reflects some of the best principles of the United States—having Layne present the case against the American Empire helps to advance this vital debate.   Layne does not illuminate the risks associated with his preferred grand strategy of offshore balancing principally because those risks far outweigh any gain. Abandoning primacy in favor of offshore balancing would entail enormous dangers for the United States and its allies. Most importantly, it would cause the United States to abandon its dominant position in favor of inferiority for the first time in a century. Offshore balancing is a radical break with American tradition, statecraft, and policies which have allowed the United States first, to defeat four peer competitors—Germany, Italy, Japan and the Soviet Union in World War II and the Cold War; second, by peaceful means, to replace the previously dominant state—Great Britain; and third, to win greater security for the American people and their allies. 

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Ocean Bio-D Impact
Aral Sea draining destroys regional marine biodiversity

JOSHUA E. KEATING, associate editor at Foreign Policy, 7-16-10, ForeignPolicy.com, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/07/16/the_world_s_worst_ongoing_disasters, accessed: 7-19-10

Damage done: Straddling the border of Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan, the Aral Sea was once the world's fourth-largest inland water body and home at least 20 species of fish and a thriving coastal economy in the surrounding towns. In the early 1960s, the Soviet government built more than 45 dams and 20,000 miles of canals in an effort to create a cotton industry on the desert plains of Uzbekistan, depriving the sea of its main sources.  Over the next three decades, the sea shrank to two-fifths its original size, turning fishing villages into barren desert outposts. Thanks to the high salt content in the remaining water, all 20 fish species are now extinct. Drinking water supplies in the area are dangerously low and the ground contains dangerous pesticides from the cotton farms. When the wind sweeps across the now-dry sea bed, it spreads up to 75 million tons of toxic dust and salt across Central Asia every year.  Thankfully, dams constructed in the last decade on the Kazakh side seem to be leading to a partial recovery. The Northern Aral's surface span has grown by 20 percent and fish and bird species are starting to return. The Southern Aral, however, still remains a shadow of its former self. 

Eastern garbage patch in Pacific kills millions of animals annually, destroying biodiversity

JOSHUA E. KEATING, associate editor at Foreign Policy, 7-16-10, ForeignPolicy.com, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/07/16/the_world_s_worst_ongoing_disasters, accessed: 7-19-10

Damage done: Somewhere between California and Hawaii likes the world's largest garbage dump -- a massive soup of plastic and debris one-and-a-half times the size of the United States and 100 feet deep. The "patch" is the product of the North Pacific Gyre, a loop of currents that picks up trash from the West Coast of the United States and East Asia and funnels it into an endless loop in the North Pacific.  Within the patch, pieces of plastic outweigh zooplankton by a factor of 6 to 1, and are often mistaken by fish and birds for food. Chemicals from the plastic can also make their way into the food chain, including fish consumed by humans.  The patch is the most widely publicized example, but this is a global problem. According to the U.N. Environment Program the world's oceans contain 46,000 pieces of plastic per square mile. These plastics are responsible for the deaths more than a million seabirds and 100,000 marine mammals every year.  

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Ocean Bio-D Impact
Garbage patch affects every level of the food chain in multiple ways

Oracle Thinkquest, 2008, http://library.thinkquest.org/07aug/02022/garbage.html, accessed: 7-19-10

The plastic compounds will inevitably affect the bio-diversity of the ecosystem. This starts with these minute particles being sucked up by filter feeders. The filter feeders will then be consumed by larger consumers and the harmful particles in the body of the original organism moves up the food chain, eventually reaching the top predator. These particles also have the devastating ability of absorbing chemicals or poisons that have been conveniently dumped into the ocean. As the toxic levels in the sea get higher, the particles get more and more hazardous, and any organism that happens to consume them will have serious negative effects on their body and the ecosystem on the whole, including agitated behaviour, mutations in future offspring, and simply being the prey for the next level of consumers. Implications  Estimates of the marine wildlife death toll rise to up to a million seabirds, 100,000 marine mammals such as whales and seals and the number of fish that have been killed by human waste is innumerable. Their death by waste comes in many different forms.  Firstly, they can be killed when they ingest pieces of rubbish, most commonly plastic. These lodge in the stomach of the unfortunate animals and eventually, the animal dies in agony.  Secondly, the animals may be trapped in the rubbish Man throws away. One turtle was trapped in a six pack beer bottle ring. When it grew up, it literally had an hourglass figure. This restricts the growth of the turtle, and it cannot use its shell fully. Whales and seabirds unfortunate enough to stray into rubbish filled water may get trapped in waste such as plastic nets and plastic wrappings. This causes the animal to be unable to move or very hard to do so. They cannot hunt, flee from predators and this will ultimately lead to their deaths.  Thirdly, the luckless animal that’s swallows more than it could take can suffocate to death as the waste blocks its windpipe.  Albatrosses On Midway Island, an island close to the edge of the garbage patch, albatrosses flourish and give birth to about 500,000 chicks every year. However, almost 200,000 of them die, after being fed with some plastic components by their parents, which mistake the plastic for food. Altogether, a million birds and marine animals suffer the same fate each year after consuming such plastic objects. 

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Ocean Bio-D Impact

(  )  Habitat loss will cause global ocean biodiversity loss

Environmental Magazine, oceans in peril – overfishing and other problems, june 1994, http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1594/is_n3_v5/ai_15388179/pg_2?tag=artBody;col1
Time and evolution have distanced us from our oceanic origins, but we still bear the traces of our saltwater heritage in our blood. We have an almost universal fascination with the timeless procession of waves, the smell of salt water, the call of seabirds, the sheer scale of the sea. From the vantage point of a beach or a coastal cliff, the oceans look limitless and unchanged from the way they appeared thousands of years ago. Throughout most of human history, we have seen only this view, and our governments have made few, if any, attempts to protect the marine environment. Today, however, with technologies that allow us to penetrate the salt water depths, we have discovered that the oceans, too, are vulnerable to the unsustainable trends that degrade the environment on land. Rapid population growth, industrial expansion, rising consumption and persistent poverty are causing levels of marine pollution, habitat destruction and depletion of marine life that constitute a global threat to the marine environment.  If we were to declare war against the oceans, the most destructive strategy would be to target the coasts, the regions of most highly concentrated biological activity. Tragically, that is what we are already doing - not by deliberate attack, of course, but through overcrowding of coastal areas and unsustainable economic development. Here is where agricultural and urban waste pours in from the land, smoggy clouds pour out their contaminants, ships flush their tanks, and cities bulldoze wetlands to extend their land seaward. Over half the people in the world now live within 100 kilometers of the coast, while coastal cities make up nine of the 10 largest cities and over two-thirds of the top 50 in the world. As these cities continue to grow, developers drain wetlands that once served to trap nutrients, sediments and toxins, so that runoff from construction, city streets, sewage plants and industrial facilities now flows unimpeded into coastal waters.  The world is dotted with cities that have degraded their coastal habitats. San Francisco Bay, the largest estuary in the western United States, which has shrunk by 60 percent with land reclamation in the last 140 years, is overrun by alien species, and can no longer support commercial fishing. Off the Palos Verdes peninsula just south of Los Angeles, a city sewage plant contributed to the progressive elimination of 7.8 square kilometers of kelp forest as it increased its discharge 20-fold between 1928 and 1966. Sludge laced with toxins and heavy metals covered 95 percent of the former kelp bed. But the most extensive source of habitat destruction along the coasts actually occurs in rural areas, partly because poor people quit scarce farm land to try fishing. Shrimp farmers in the Asian and South American tropics, for instance, have cleared extensive tracts of mangroves for holding ponds; they now produce 20 percent of the world's shrimp supply. But about half of the world's salt marshes and mangrove swamps have been cleared, drained, diked or filled. Five to 10 percent of the world's coral reefs have been ruined by pollution and destruction - another 60 percent could be lost in the next 20 to 40 years. Even beaches are endangered, with 70 percent eroding worldwide.  The flow of nutrients into the oceans has at least doubled since prehistoric times, and sediments have nearly tripled due to human activity. Together, nutrients and sediments have become pollutants that degrade estuaries and coastal waters by blocking sunlight, suffocating fish and coastal habitats, and carrying pathogens and toxins. They have contributed to "red tides," blooms of algae that release deadly levels of toxins into the surrounding waters. In Japan's Seto Inland Sea, the number of red tides increased from 40 in 1965 to more than 300 in 1973. Three years later, after the Japanese authorities had introduced controls to limit the influx of nutrients, they began to decline in frequency. In other areas, however, the tides continue. The poisons released by them kill mass quantities of fish and can weaken or kill people through direct exposure or contaminated seafood. 
AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Ocean Bio-D Impact 

(  )  More warrants – sea level rise and salinity 

Environmental Protection Agency, climate change, November 30th, 2007, http://www.epa.gov/bioiweb1/aquatic/climate.html

Global climate change poses a serious threat to many aquatic ecosystems. Over the last century, increased global temperatures have caused sea levels to rise approximately 15-20 cm (6-8 inches) worldwide, and is expected to continue to rise at an average rate of 1-2mm/year. This rise in sea level is due primarily to the melting of mountain glaciers, the expansion of ocean water due to warmer ocean temperatures, the pumping of ground water, and the melting of the polar ice sheets. On average, for every foot of sea level rise, the ocean moves inland 50-100 feet. At this rate, low lying areas and coastal aquatic ecosystems such as estuaries, marshes, and mangrove forests are being threatened. Higher salinities caused by increased evaporation, greater levels of tidal inundation, increased occurrences of flooding, and increased shoreline erosion are significantly altering the composition of these ecosystems, affecting both the plants and animals living in these habitats.  If measures are not taken to help prevent further global warming, aquatic biodiversity could be greatly affected. Not only could the composition of species within specific ecosystems be greatly altered, but species extinction could also occur. 
(  )  Acidification 

ABC, 7-1-05, Australian Broadcasting Corporation, “Ocean species at risk,” http://www.climateark.org/articles/reader.asp?linkid=43653

Thousands of marine species are at risk from global warming because of acidification of the world's oceans, scientists said.  Britain's Royal Society said in a report that the seas were currently absorbing one tonne of carbon dioxide - the prime greenhouse gas, per person per year and were simply running out of capacity to absorb it.  It called on next week's summit of the Group of Eight (G8) industrialised nations to take action.  "Our world leaders meeting at next week's G8 summit must commit to taking decisive and significant action to cut carbon dioxide emissions," society oceanic expert John Raven said.  "Failure to do so may mean that there is no place in the oceans of the future for many species and ecosystems that we know today," he said.  The Royal Society said the carbon sink-holes of the oceans were being overtaxed by the rising output of carbon dioxide from power stations burning fossil fuels, raising their acidity and with it the threat to life.  "Basic chemistry leaves us in little doubt that our burning of fossil fuels is changing the acidity of our oceans," he said.  "The rate of change we are seeing to the ocean's chemistry is a hundred times faster than has happened for millions for years." 

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Ocean Bio-D Impact

(  )  Habitat loss is the vital internal link

Louis A. Helfrich, Richard J. Neves, and James Parkhurst, Professor of fisheries at Virginia Tech, Professor of Fisheries in the Fisheries and Wildlife Department at Virginia Tech, Associate Professor of Wildlife Wildlife Extension Specialist, Sustaining America's Aquatic Biodiversity Why Is Aquatic Biodiversity Declining, October 2003, http://www.ext.vt.edu/pubs/fisheries/420-521/420-521.html

Aquatic habitats are the areas where water plants and animals live and obtain shelter, water, nutrients, and food for survival. Loss of habitat is the major reason why aquatic biodiversity is declining. Many of our native aquatic habitats were lost as early pioneers cleared the land, drained and filled wetlands, and cleared streamside forests.   Our natural biodiversity is lost through many careless human activities including: the large-scale cutting of streamside forests, the overharvest of native plants and animals, the indiscriminate use of pesticides, draining and filling of wetlands, mining, stream gravel dredging, water pollution, flood control, dams, irrigation and water diversions, road construction, and the conversion of wetlands to agricultural and city development.  Preventing habitat loss is the first important step to take in protecting our native species, and restoring important degraded habitat is the second step. By protecting critical habitats and restoring degraded ones, by insisting on smart development and restricting urban sprawl, especially in sensitive riparian (streamside) areas, river corridors, and wetlands, we assure our native aquatic biodiversity will be sustained. 
(  )  Water pollution kills biodiversity

Louis A. Helfrich, Richard J. Neves, and James Parkhurst, Professor of fisheries at Virginia Tech, Professor of Fisheries in the Fisheries and Wildlife Department at Virginia Tech, Associate Professor of Wildlife Wildlife Extension Specialist, Sustaining America's Aquatic Biodiversity Why Is Aquatic Biodiversity Declining, October 2003, http://www.ext.vt.edu/pubs/fisheries/420-521/420-521.html

Air and water pollution are widespread threats that can directly poison threatened and endangered species, reduce their numbers, and diminish their available habitat. Acid rain is poisoning and global warming is heating our surface waters, resulting in dramatic declines in aquatic biodiversity.
(  )  Acid rain drops ph levels destroying biodiversity

Environmental Protection Agency, air pollution, April 21st, 2008, http://www.epa.gov/bioiweb1/aquatic/airpoll.html
Air pollution can originate from many sources, especially electrical utilities (power plants) from the burning of fossil fuels like coal. Power plants and factories burn coal and oil. Power plants use coal and oil to produce the electricity we need to heat and light our homes and to run our electric appliances. We also burn natural gas, coal, and oil to heat our homes. Cars, trucks, and airplanes use gasoline, another fossil fuel.  Air pollution can take many forms, but one of the most detrimental to freshwater biodiversity is acidic deposition, sometimes referred to as acid rain. Acidic deposition, in both dry (e.g., particulates) or wet (e.g., rain, snow) forms can harm aquatic ecosystems by causing the water to become more acidic, and thus affecting the aquatic life.  Healthy freshwater ecosystems have a diverse number of species, such as zooplankton, fish, and aquatic birds like loons that depend on the freshwater environment for life. As the pH falls below 6, these ecosystems will begin to see a decline in the number of aquatic species, and their populations. Some species are more tolerant of acidic conditions than others, as shown in the chart below. Clams and snails will be the first species to disappear. This in turn will affect other species, including those that are acid tolerant, due to collapses in the food chain. 

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Coral Reefs Impact
Reefs are resilient

Fred Bosselman, professor of law @ Chicago-Kent College of Law, Spring 2002, Journal of Land use and Environmental Law, Lexis
Some biologists are relatively optimistic about the reefs’ future.  Coral reefs may have greater recovery power than terrestrial ecosystems because the “aqueous medium is considered to buffer local variations and promote long-distance dispersal” thus promoting recolonization and genetic diversity. N369 Many of the coral reefs that are subject to frequent disturbance by tropical storms develop into highly heterogenous habitats in which many species are able to compete with each other because disturbance is frequent enough to prevent competitive exclusion. N370 Some biologists think [*262] that is these regularly disturbed reef systems that are most likely to attain a high degree of species richness and to adapt to environmental change. N371 Other scientists have suggested that corals may employ bleaching as a device to rid themselves of suboptimal algae and develop a new symbiosis with algae more adaptable to current environmental conditions.  N372 On the other hand, non of these optimistic conjectures can yet be considered anything but a working hypothesis until a better database of large scale ecological data has been accumulated

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Coral Reefs Impact
Squo solves- Transplanted coral growing fast and alt cause for damage

The Daily Yomiuri, February 7, 2009, Lexis Nexis
Baby coral transplanted in the Sekisei coral-reef lagoon in Okinawa Prefecture under a coral-reef regeneration program are growing steadily, according to the Environment Ministry and Tokyo University of Marine Science and Technology. The Sekisei Lagoon, which extends between Ishigakijima and Iriomotejima islands, is located about 450 kilometers west of the prefecture's main Okinawa island and is the country's largest coral reef. The lagoon area also includes the smaller islands of Taketomijima and Kuroshima. Researchers working on the joint project first implant fertilized coral eggs into ceramic beds. Once the eggs have grown into larvae 1 centimeter to 2 centimeters in diameter, they take the ceramic beds to the lagoon and attach them to rocks in the seabed. Since the project began in fiscal 2004, about 7,500 baby coral have been transplanted. In some areas, scientists have found staghorn coral of about 10 centimeters in height where they planted baby coral last year. Recent mass generation of Acanthaster starfish and coral bleaching in the area have caused catastrophic damage to the lagoon. Because of the damage, the reef has diminished to about 20 percent of its largest recorded size

Alt Cause- overfishing, hobbyists, pollution affect biodiversity which plan can’t solve for

Amy Mathews Amos, July 16, 2010, Amy Mathews Amos is an independent environmental consultant advising conservation groups and others on marine conservation issues, “Killing Nemo and his Coral Home”, http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/content/view/30778/, accessed: 7-16-10

But it’s not just fish populations that get destroyed. Coral reefs are structures produced by living organisms in oceans. The primary organisms typically are stony corals that secrete an exoskeleton of calcium carbonate, creating a reef that supports the corals and a huge variety of other animal and plant life. Divers often squirt cyanide into reefs to stun fish, making them easier to catch. Cyanide typically doesn’t kill the fish outright, but it does kill corals and other life on the reef. Divers also often pry corals apart to find fish hiding in crevices, destroying a reef structure that took decades or centuries to build.  All of this comes at a time when corals can least afford it. Pollution and overfishing for food are major problems on these reefs. And corals are notoriously vulnerable to increases in water temperature and other effects of climate change. According to Tissot, the net effect of removing reef fish in such large numbers is that we are making coral reefs less able to handle stresses like global climate change. “Our best defense against climate change is a stable reef with an intact ecosystem. A reef that retains its own natural complexity will be more resilient to these changes.”  The good news and the bad is that this destruction is driven largely by demand in the United States and Europe. Because we created most of the demand, we can also change it.  According to Dr. Eric Borneman, a coral biologist at the University of Houston and an author on the aquarium hobby, “Just reducing the mortality rate would make a huge, huge difference.” He urges hobbyists to buy fish only from reputable businesses that source from responsible exporters that can trace their fish to its source. These businesses sell healthy fish that clearly have been handled well throughout their journey.  Although they may be more expensive initially, the higher survival rates of these fish make them less costly because they don’t need to be replaced—and therefore don’t fuel demand for overfishing on coral reefs. He also urges hobbyists to learn “which fish are almost impossible to kill and which are almost impossible to keep alive” in captivity. Those that won’t survive in a tank should never be removed from a reef.  Brian Plankis, president of the nonprofit Reef Stewardship Foundation, maintains, “Everyone can take action to help coral reefs, not just hobbyists.” He recommends reducing your personal carbon footprint by driving a more fuel-efficient vehicle, taking public transportation, and purchasing electricity from renewable sources.  Ultimately, changes need to happen on the water in source countries to eliminate overfishing and cyanide use. But changing demand in the United States can help: without a market, there’s nothing to sell. Changes to U.S. import laws are needed to prevent unregulated or poorly managed fish from entering the country. Stricter shipping requirements to reduce the number of fish that die en route may also be necessary.  In the meantime, keep rooting for Nemo. The future of the world’s coral reefs may depend on it. 
AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Coral Reefs Impact
Other factors will kill reefs around the world- climate change, ocean acidification, and changing sea levels means aff has no solvency

Rhett A. Butler, 11-17-05, founder of mongabay.com, a widely praised authority on ecosystems and biodiversity, and published numerous papers in scientific peer reviewed journals,  “Coral Reefs Decimated by 2050”, http://news.mongabay.com/2005/1117-corals.html, accessed: 7-16-10

While rising sea temperatures are likely to have the biggest impact of coral reefs in the future, Hoegh-Guldberg notes are there factors that will affect the health of coral reefs including changes in sea level, elevated storm frequency and intensity, altered ocean circulation, variation in precipitation and land runoff, and increasing ocean acidification.   Ocean acidification is of particular concern to scientists because it is crucial to the formation of coral. Coral and other marine organisms use free carbonate ions in sea water to build calcium carbonate shells and exoskeletons, but as atmospheric carbon dioxide levels rise and more carbon dioxide is absorbed by the world's oceans, sea waters become increasingly acidic by stripping out carbonate ions. Lower carbonate ion concentrations make it more difficult for organisms to form shells, leaving them vulnerable to predators and environmental conditions. In the past, changes in ocean acidity have caused mass extinction events. According to a study published in the September issue of Geology, dramatically warmer and more acidic oceans may have contributed to the worst mass extinction on record, the Permian extinction. During the extinction event, which occurred some 250 million years ago, about 95% of ocean's life forms became extinct. The same fate could befall modern day marine life. In September 2005, a team of scientists writing in Nature warned that by 2100, the amount of carbonate available for marine organisms could drop by 60%. In surface ocean waters, where acidification starts before spreading to the deep sea, there may be too little carbonate for organisms to form shells as soon as 2050. .
AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Coral Reefs Impact
(  )  Coral is resilient

Center for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and Global Change, “Coral Reefs (History) – Summary,” March 7, 2001, http://www.co2science.org/subject/c/summaries/coralhistory.htm, accessed 11/28/01

The persistence of coral reefs through geologic time provides substantive evidence that these ecological entities can successfully adapt to a dramatically changing global environment (Veron, 1995). So what can their history tell us about bleaching and global warming in our day? The earliest coral reefs date to the Palaeozoic Era, over 450 million years ago (Hill, 1956); while the scleractinian corals, which are the major builders of the reefs of today (Achituv and Dubinsky, 1990), appeared in the mid-Triassic some 240 million years later (Wells, 1956), when the earth was considerably warmer than it is currently (Chadwick-Furman, 1996). Although reef-building ceased for a time following the extinctions at the end of the Triassic, the Scleractinia came back with a vengeance during the Jurassic (Newell, 1971; Veron, 1995); and they continued to exhibit great robustness throughout the Cretaceous, even when temperatures were 10-15°C higher than at present (Chadwick-Furman, 1996). At the end of the Cretaceous, 70% of the genera and one-third of the families of scleractinian corals disappeared (Veron, 1995) in the greatest biospheric extinction event in geological history, which may possibly have been caused by a large asteroid impact (Alvarez et al., 1980, 1984). They developed again, however, throughout the Cenozoic, particularly the Oligocene and Miocene (Chadwick-Furman, 1996). Finally, throughout the past two million years of the Pleistocene, they survived at least seventeen glacial-interglacial cycles of dramatic climate change and sea level fluctuation, successfully adapting, over and over again, to these enormous environmental challenges (Kinzie and Buddemeier, 1996; Wilkinson, 1996, Pandolfi, 1999). In the words of Benzie (1999), this evidence suggests that "coral reef communities are relatively resilient, have survived previous global climate change, and appear likely to survive future changes." And this conclusion leads us to wonder why corals should be succumbing to global warming now.
(  )  Warming kills reefs

Rhett Butler, founder of mongabay.com, coral reefs the tropical rainforests of the sea, 9 January 2006, http://rainforests.mongabay.com/09reefs.htm

Like tropical rainforests, coral reefs are imperilled by human influences. Coral reefs are particularly fragile ecosystems, partly due to their sensitivity to water temperature. When corals are physiologically stressed - as is the case when water temperatures are elevated - they may lose much of the their symbiotic algae, an event known as "bleaching." Corals can recover from short-term bleaching, but prolonged bleaching can cause irreversible damage.  In 1998, when tropical sea surface temperatures were the highest in recorded history, coral reefs around the world suffered the most severe bleaching on record. 2002 was even worse: nearly 60% of the 135,000 square mile Great Barrier Reef suffered some bleaching. It is estimated that even under the best of conditions, many of these coral reef ecosystems will need decades to recover.  Although reefs face other threats from pollution, industrial activities, overfishing, siltation, cyanide and dynamite fishing, and anchors, it is global climate change that most concerns scientists. 

AT:  Environment Advantage – AT:  Coral Reefs Impact
(  )  Mangroves kill reefs

Jessica Battle, global marine programme, deforestation threatens the cradle of reef diversity, 12/02/2004, http://www.panda.org/about_wwf/what_we_do/marine/news/stories/index.cfm?uNewsID=16870

Mangroves play a crucial part in coastal tropical biodiversity. First and foremost, they act as a nursery for many species that live in and around coral reefs. The inter-weaving underwater roots in a mangrove forest create a multitude of niches where great numbers of fish, crustaceans, and turtles find shelter and breed out of reach of voracious predators found out on the reef.  A study on the Mesoamerican reef has revealed that there are as many as 25 times more fish of some species on reefs close to mangrove areas than in areas where mangroves have been cut down. This has an important effect for both the marine world and the people who rely on its resources.    ”Mangroves play a vital role in coastal fisheries," says Dr Ghislaine Llewellyn, co-author of the study published in the February issue of Nature magazine. "They are incredibly important for maintaining fish diversity and abundance in the tropics.”     Acting as a buffer zone between land and sea, mangroves also help create the right conditions for coral reef growth by filtering sediments and pollutants that would otherwise choke or poison the coral. Were it not for mangroves, coral reefs would be even more ’stressed’ than they already are from the variety of others pressures surrounding them. Mangroves perform a similar protective function for the coastline, saving millions of dollars each year in coastal erosion damage.   Despite these multiple values, mangroves are disappearing at an alarming rate. Once abundant along tropical tidal coasts and estuaries worldwide, many mangrove forests have disappeared or are degraded today.    ”The current rate of mangrove deforestation has implications not only for coral reefs and mangrove forests, but also for biodiversity, fisheries, and livelihoods in the entire region,” says Dr Melanie McField, WWF’s coral reef scientist on the Mesoamerican reef.   ”Coral reefs are incredibly valuable ecosystems and provide nearly US$30 billion in net benefits to the world economy yearly, in tourism, fisheries, and coastal protection. Mangroves are the guardians of this wealth.”    Mangroves were long considered wastelands and their destruction often encouraged by governments and planners. As coastal populations have soared across the tropics, the combination of deforestation for subsistence and commercial uses (e.g cooking fuel, construction, wood chips for paper production, coastal development for aquaculture, and/or toursim), together with land- and sea-based pressures (e.g. increasing sediments from inland agriculture, oil spills, industrial pollution, and sewage) now exert enormous pressure on many of these invaluable ecosystems.     ”Given the ever-increasing range and severity of disturbances to coral reefs, and their importance in tropical economies, every natural source of ecosystem production and resilience should be conserved. As such, mangroves also need urgent protection and wise management,” Dr McField adds.   

AT:  Defense Spending Bad Advantage

Defense spending cuts now – entitlement mentality has undermined crucial defense spending 

Baker Spring, F.M. Kirby Research Fellow in National Security Policy at The Heritage Foundation May 11, 2010 [“Defense Spending is Not the Problem” Available online at http://blog.heritage.org/?p=33368 Accessed July 16, 2010]

He laments the level of spending on new weapons and equipment, but modernization spending is a lower share of the overall defense budget, compared to spending on operations and manpower, than in earlier periods. He rebels against the excessive bureaucracy in the Pentagon, but asks for acquisition reform legislation from Congress that only adds to the oversight functions within the acquisition system. Most discouraging, Secretary Gates asserts that military health-care costs “are eating the Defense Department alive.” This is clearly so, but the Secretary fails to recommend the kind of systemic reforms that would produce large and long-term savings that could be plowed back into building a more modern and capable military.  In reality, the defense budget is suffering from the same ailments affecting the larger federal budget, only to a lesser degree. It is the driving force of the entitlement mentality. Military in-kind and deferred benefits continue to grow on a per capita basis and constitute a far larger share of compensation than what is found in the private sector. The Department of Defense should permit growth in cash compensation and look to transform defined benefit programs into defined contribution programs under the concept of “continuum of service” so that military personnel can build health care and retirement nest eggs over the full expanse of their professional lives.  

Defense spending is too low now to support a large, capable and technologically advanced military – further cuts undermine national security

Baker Spring, F.M. Kirby Research Fellow in National Security Policy at The Heritage Foundation May 11, 2010 [“Defense Spending is Not the Problem” Available online at http://blog.heritage.org/?p=33368 Accessed July 16, 2010]

Left unexamined, Secretary Gates’ statement would lead the average American to conclude that it is defense spending that is bankrupting the federal government and threatens to bankrupt the country. In fact, it is Secretary Gates’ statement that deserves closer, harsher scrutiny. While the fiscal condition of the government, as Secretary Gates contends, is parlous, it is wrong to assume that the defense budget is the source of this problem. From the historical perspective, the share of both federal spending and the overall economy committed to defense activities is down significantly from the levels seen in the 1950s, 1960s, 1970s and 1980s. Despite the fact that the nation is engaged in two larger-scale conflicts as part of the larger war against the forces of terror, one in Afghanistan and the other in Iraq, the defense budget is only marginally higher relative to federal spending and the overall economy than its low point in the 1990s.  Viewed prospectively, it is entitlement spending on health care and retirement that is estimated to absorb 100 percent of federal revenues by roughly the middle of this century. The federal government can and should devote marginally higher shares of its budget and the overall economy to defense than what is in President Obama’s longer-term budget projections. This is because these investments are necessary to maintaining an overall military that is large enough, manned by capable service personnel and technologically advanced enough to defend the American people and meet America’s security commitments around the world. 
AT:  Defense Spending Bad Advantage – Impact Turn
Cuts in defense spending are reminiscent of the policies that undermined Britain’s national security- NO security blanket in a world of US collapse
Ted R. Bromund, Ph.D in History from Yale. ,a Senior Research Fellow in the Margaret Thatcher Center for Freedom, in the Kathryn and Shelby Cullom Davis Institute for International Studies, at The Heritage Foundation, and Associate Director of ISS at Yale University [“British Example Shows Danger Facing American Forces” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/British-Example-Shows-Danger-Facing-American-Forces Accessed July 16th, 2010]

A recent review of Britain’s procurement gap acknowledged the obvious: The “policies of successive governments, and a lack of political will to present to the electorate the unpleasant reality of the position, has been a significant force behind [the] double-think” on the inadequacy of Britain’s defense budget. It is a sign of Britain’s continued peril that this report also calls for Britain to respond to the gap between its commitments and capabilities by defining its commitments down and by giving up on any effort to maintain a balanced military.[5]  It is a sign of America’s peril and lack of political will that Secretary Gates is now advancing the same policies that created the procurement gap in Britain. The result in the U.S., as in Britain, will be to confront the U.S. down the road with a large bill for closing this gap and with the fact that it cannot fulfill all of its commitments.  The only difference between the U.S. and Britain is that, while the British believed they could rely on the U.S. to defend our common interests, the U.S. will not be able to rely on any other democratic nation to play that role. The U.S. must demonstrate the maturity necessary not to follow the British example, which would endanger its allies and interests around the world and render the United States unable to fulfill the first duty of government: providing for the common defense.  
Defense Spending is key to technological prowess. Key to Hegemony

Edwin Feulner, President of the Heritage Foundation an MBA from the University of Pennsylvania's Wharton School of Business, PhD from the University of Edinburgh, Treasurer of the Mont Pelerin Society, 1989 recipient of the Presidential Citizens Medal July 20, 2009 [“Spending Spree and Cutting Defense Don't Add Up” www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2009/07/Spending-Spree-and-Cutting-Defense-Dont-Add-Up Accessed July 17, 2010] 
The missile defense cuts are part of a pattern of cuts in overall defense spending. Obama has proposed that funding for the core defense budget should increase by an average of around $10 billion each year through 2014. That may sound like a lot of money, but in fact it represents no real growth, even as spending on other programs will soar and our military is fighting a war. Obama expects the core defense budget to amount to less than 3.3 percent of GDP in 2014, a sharp reduction from today's 3.8 percent. Meanwhile, this year's "stimulus" package alone doubled the Department of Education's budget in one swift stroke. Soon, to rephrase a bumper sticker that was popular in the 1970s, the Air Force really may need to hold a bake sale. It could use the proceeds to purchase new fighter aircraft.  The Obama Administration wants to cap production at just 187 F-22A planes and shut down the production line that produces those planes. Meanwhile, Russia and China currently operate 12 fighter and bomber production lines. The F-22 is the most advanced fighter aircraft ever built, far superior to anything else in the air. With enough F-22s, the Air Force could maintain air dominance for decades. But without enough of them, others may rise to challenge the U.S. in the air.  "Some foreign-built fighters can now match or best the F-15 in aerial combat," noted Mark Bowden in the March issue of The Atlantic. "Given the changing nature of the threats our country is facing and the dizzying costs of maintaining our advantage, America is choosing to give up some of the edge we've long enjoyed, rather than pay the price to preserve it" by building enough F-22s.  For now, lawmakers should agree to buy at least 20 more F-22s to keep the production line going and bring the Air Force closer to its long-term requirements.  The United States is unique in history. Our Navy dominates the seas as no other nation has ever dreamed, yet we use that force to protect international commerce and punish pirates.  Similarly, our Army and Marine Corps boast the best-trained, most disciplined, best-equipped ground force ever deployed, yet instead of capturing and annexing valuable land, we prefer to defeat terrorists and help free people to set up democratic governments. For more than a generation, our Air Force has not flown in a sky that it didn't dominate completely.  Maintaining these advantages will require financial investments. The Administration's long-term plans would fall short. It's time to fix these misplaced priorities.       

AT:  Defense Spending Bad Advantage – Impact Turn
Economic slowdown is the worst time to make cuts to defense spending

Baker Spring, F.M. Kirby Research Fellow in National Security Policy at The Heritage Foundation, James Carafano Deputy Director, The Kathryn and Shelby Cullom Davis Institute for International Studies and Director, Douglas and Sarah Allison Center for Foreign Policy Studies and Ph.D. in diplomatic history, also from Georgetown University and Senior Fellow at the George Washington University Homeland Security Policy Institute and Mackenzie Eaglen Research Fellow for National Security Studies, Allison Center for Foreign Policy Studies January 26, 2009 [“4 Percent of GDP Defense Spending: Sustained Spending, Not Economic Stimulus” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2009/01/4-Percent-of-GDP-Defense-Spending-Sustained-Spending-Not-Economic-Stimulus Accessed July 17, 2010]

Pentagon spending is not the source of the federal government's current fiscal woes. Spending on the armed forces represents only about one-fifth of the federal budget and approximately half the average level of defense spending during the Cold War (as measured as a percentage of GDP). Defense has gradually declined as a percentage of GDP since the 1960s, while spending on the major entitlements (now about half the federal budget) have usually exceeded economic growth rates over the same period. Further, current projections show that spending on the major entitlements will far outpace economic growth and all components of government spending in the decades to come. Addressing entitlement spending, not defense expenditures, is the key long-term challenge for lawmakers.  Sustain--Do Not Stimulate--Defense Spending  Even during an economic slowdown, the U.S. economy can afford to devote no less than 4 percent of GDP to the core defense program. The proposed level of defense spending is achievable and sustainable. Even in the current challenging economic environment, hard choices have to be made--but the decision to undermine the capabilities and readiness of U.S. forces by imprudent budget cuts should not be one of them.  Proposals to offset reducing the defense budget by including "national security" spending in the proposed stimulus package are equally wrongheaded.  Proposed initiatives (including monies for Defense, State, and Homeland Security) in the congressional stimulus package represent less than 2 percent of the stimulus and less than 4 percent of the defense budget. This spending would have a marginal impact on national preparedness. It would be flat wrong to attempt to justify the stimulus on the pretext that it will promote national security. On the contrary, the stimulus as currently structured to include massive deficit spending that will likely do more long-term harm than good to the economy while undermining efforts to sustain defense spending.  Finally, rather than a "shot" of short-term funding, in order to maintain readiness and modernize the military, the Pentagon requires sustained multi-year investments. Congress should demonstrate that it is serious about defense by putting defense spending where it belongs--in the annual budget of the defense department. Placing monies in the base-budget, where it belongs, would establish precedence on the appropriate level of annual funding.  An Adequately Funded Force  Congress should insist on adequate defense spending in order to create a strong military. The 4 percent allocation called for in the legislation to be introduced by Senator Inhofe and Representative Franks makes sense when it ties sound defense spending to a broader fiscal policy for restraining federal spending and promoting higher rates of economic growth. In the end, Congress must recognize that leaving the massive projected growth in entitlement expenditures unchecked and passing an irresponsible stimulus package threatens the capacity of government to adequately fund the military. Such actions, consequently, jeopardize the future of security of the United States. Ultimately, there will be nothing left for defense if Congress is not willing to impose limits on the growth in federal spending on plethora of other programs. 

AT:  US-Japan FTA Advantage – No US-Japan FTA
US Japan FTA won’t happen – concern for agriculture and automobiles

The Nikkei Weekly 6/28/10 – (The Nikkei Weekly, “Interview: Is ACCJ on the same page as Japan Inc.?”, June 28th, 2010, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/19/10)
Interview: Is ACCJ on the same page as Japan Inc.?  Prime Minister Kan produced a growth strategy that seeks to tap foreign investment and demand in achieving economic expansion. Thomas Whitson, president of the American Chamber of Commerce in Japan, shared his views on the new government's policies and the current state of the Japanese market.  Q: What are the prospects for a U.S.-Japan free trade agreement? Do you see one in the immediate future?  A: Well, no. I think there are knowledgeable people on both sides who agree that it would have tremendous positive effects in both countries to develop jobs and investment and increase gross domestic product. There's just no question about that. However, there are issues of agriculture. It seems to me that the South Korea-U.S. FTA is a very high-quality agreement, which would benefit both countries. But it is not ratified yet. They can't get over the agricultural issue and automobiles, which is really too bad because the benefits outweigh any disruption.  Right now - and this is a concern for both Japanese companies and certainly our American companies - we are worried that Asia is developing trade architectures, in other words, free trade areas, that do not include Japan and the U.S.  Q: If an FTA is difficult, what are the options?  A: The Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum offers the best, though not ideal, opportunity to discuss deregulation. Close cooperation will enable the U.S. and Japan, as consecutive APEC hosts, to promote sustainable economic growth, increase exports of goods and services and generate new jobs. The ACCJ has released recommendations on how the U.S. and Japan can make this happen and will continue to be an active partner to help APEC economies deepen their economic relationships and spur growth. 

US Japan FTA will be stopped by farmers’ lobby

Auslin 7/1/10 – (Michael Auslin, director of Japan studies at the American Enterprise Institute and a columnist for WSJ.com, “Can Mr. Kan Save Japan?”, July 1st, 2010, Wall Street Journal, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704103904575337661778908390.html, accessed 7/19/10))
Yet Japan faces difficulties reaching these goals, as any movement on free trade continues to be hamstrung by the powerful farmers' lobby. The country also faces tough competition abroad; countries ranging from China to France and South Korea are aggressively hawking their fast trains and nuclear plants around the globe.  Responding directly to the export challenges, Goshi Hosono, the DPJ's young deputy secretary general, explains that Japan's technological prowess can compete with any other nation's and that "we can be a full service provider of such technologies, owing to our capabilities and safety records." Yet the country will have to lobby aggressively for market share abroad, which is one reason Transportation Minister Seiji Maehara is currently in the U.S. making a pitch for Japan's bullet-train system. 

US Japan free trade won’t pass – death blow to Japanese farmers

The Nikkei Weekly ‘9 – (The Nikkei Weekly, “Farmers, governors force DPJ back to drawing board”, August 10th, 2009, Lexis Nexis Academic, accessed 7/19/10)
The DPJ is moving to revise aspects of its campaign platform, notably its support for a free trade agreement with the U.S., which Japan's farmers fiercely oppose. Tatsuo Hirano, a lawmaker who handles agricultural affairs, on Aug. 5 assured the powerful central union of agricultural cooperatives that a DPJ government would not lower tariffs on rice and other major farm products.  At a press conference after the union meeting, Hirano said the statement on a Japan-U.S. FTA, which appears in the foreign policy section of the manifesto, could be misinterpreted and that it lacks an adequate explanation.  According to the initial plank, the DPJ had planned to take trade-pact negotiations with the U.S. beyond where preceding Japanese governments were willing to go. But representatives of agricultural cooperatives hit back, arguing that doing so could deal a death blow to Japanese farmers.  The plank has sparked widespread protest, and the ruling coalition is increasingly using it as ammunition with which to attack the DPJ. The DPJ's backtracking suggests a fear of losing rural votes.  The DPJ is also taking heat for what it did not include in its manifesto. The party now plans to insert a promise to create a forum that would foster cooperation between local and national governments, something prefectural governors have been strongly urging. 
AT:  US-Japan FTA Advantage – No US-Japan FTA
US Japan FTA won’t pass – fierce opposition from current lawmakers

Reuters ’09 – (Reuters, “New Japan government seen tough on farm trade”, September 19th, 2009, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE58F1T220090916, accessed 7/19/10)
(Reuters) - Japan's new government will prove to be a tougher negotiator in U.S. beef and other farm import talks, with any free trade deal with the United States looking far fetched given fierce opposition from farmers.  The Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) picked up the reins of government on Wednesday in a coalition with two small parties, including the Social Democrats, which oppose both easing beef import rules and opening Japan to more farm imports.  For a factbox on the DPJ's farm policies see  The U.S. beef industry says it has lost some $10 billion in sales to Japan in the six years since Tokyo banned imports of American beef due to mad cow disease. It allowed some supplies to resume in 2006 but under strict limits.  The choice of a former socialist lawmaker, Hirotaka Akamatsu, to be minister of agriculture, also suggests little impetus to free up trade.  Akamatsu, who has been in parliament for 19 years and held key party posts in the new ruling party, views the past decade's structural reforms in Japan as creating social inequalities and damaging local economies.  Some of his fellow Democratic Party lawmakers from farming areas hold even more protectionist views about trade than the former government.  "The beef trade issue with the United States is not just a matter of liberalizing trade," said Kazuhito Yamashita, a senior fellow at the Research Institute of Economy, Trade and Industry.  "The Democrats will have to act cautiously about what they do as it will not want to alienate consumers."  Coalition partner Social Democrats say it may even consider ending importing a minimum level of rice imports, which Japan has agreed to as part of an international agreement. Rice is about the only grain that Japan is self-sufficient in.  It is also against free trade agreements, which it says would harm the agriculture industry in Japan, already the world's top net food importer. 
AT:  Plan ( Guam Shift
Guam does not have the infrastructure to support U.S. troops

AFP Agence  France Presse, quoting u.s. commander, march 25, 2010, “Japan Base Deal Tough on Guam: US Commander,” DA 7/16/10, lexis

A controversial base deal with Japan will impose a tough burden on Guam, which is ill-equipped to handle thousands of relocated troops, the commander of US forces in Asia said on Thursday. Japan is reviewing a 2006 pact under which the United States would shift some 8,000 troops from Japan's crowded Okinawa island to Guam, with some of the government's left-leaning allies seeking more US concessions on an air base. Admiral Robert Willard, head of the US Pacific Command, defended the 2006 plan and said that there would also be pressure on Guam, a US island territory which has fewer than 200,000 people. "The pressures on infrastructure in Guam will be challenging," Willard testified before the House Armed Services Committee. He said that Guam's port was "inadequately suited" to handle ships involved in construction. "I think it's acknowledged that Guam infrastructure is suffering from inadequacies now, given the population on Guam, and that any additions to the population are likely to pressurize its water systems, power systems, waste-disposal systems, sewage systems and the like," he said. But he said that military and political leaders were working to "get it right." Nancy Sutley, President Barack Obama's environment adviser, is visiting the island this week to assess the challenges presented by the military move. Willard was responding to a question by Representative Solomon Ortiz, a Democrat from Texas, who told the commander: "The people of Guam are great people, and I don't want them to feel that we're taking them for granted." The United States has warned that the plan to move troops from Okinawa will not go ahead if Japan revisits other parts of the agreement. The plan called for the Futenma air base, which lies in the crowded urban center of Ginowan, to be moved to a quiet village. But some allies of Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama want the base off Okinawa entirely. Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada is expected to travel to Washington early next week for talks on issues including the Futenma dispute. 

Guam Shift Bad – Vulnerable
The bases in Guam would be extremely vulnerable to a variety of attacks

Shirley Kan, Specialist in Asian Security Affairs, and Larry Niksch, specialist in Asian Affairs, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments,” May 22, 2009, DA 7/18/10
Guam’s higher military profile could increase its potential as an American target for terrorists and adversaries during a possible conflict. China has a variety of ballistic missiles that could target Guam. North Korea reportedly developed a new intermediate range ballistic missile (Taepodong- X) that could reach Guam. In February 2009, South Korea’s 2008 Defense White Paper reported that North Korea completed the deployment of such new missiles that could threaten Guam.13 Any such vulnerabilities could raise requirements for both counter-terrorism measures and missile defense. Also, some say that Guam is still too distant from flash points in the Asia and advocate closer cooperation with countries such as Singapore, Australia, the Philippines, and  Japan.14 Building up the U.S. presence in those countries could enhance alliances or partnerships, increase interoperability, and reduce costs for the United States.

Guam Shift Bad – China
Shift to Guam risks conflict with China
Shirley Kan, Specialist in Asian Security Affairs, and Larry Niksch, specialist in Asian Affairs, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments,” May 22, 2009, DA 7/18/10
China’s civilian and military commentators commonly suspect that the U.S. defense build-up on Guam partly has been aimed at China, which has threatened to use the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) against Taiwan. U.S. policy on helping Taiwan’s self-defense is governed not by a defense treaty but by the Taiwan Relations Act (TRA), P.L. 96-8. Some concerns about the PLA’s accelerated modernization since the Taiwan Strait Crisis of 1995-1996 also have expanded beyond a focus on Taiwan to include PLA preparations for possible conflicts with the United States and Japan. In Southeast Asia, despite reduced tensions since the mid-1990s, China claims much of the South China Sea as well as the disputed Spratly and Paracel Islands in that sea as its “sovereign territory.” The PLA has increased its attention to Guam and has been building up its submarine force (both nuclear-powered and diesel-electric). In November 2004, the PLA Navy sent a Han-class nuclear attack submarine to waters off Guam before intruding into Japan’s Taiwan and a need to deter North Korea. At the same time, he stressed U.S. transparency, saying “we’re not doing this [buildup] under the cover of darkness.”19 Still, a policy challenge has been to deter any aggression by China as well as to assure it that a U.S. goal is cooperation with this rising power as a “responsible stakeholder.” The Commander of Pacific Air Forces said in May 2005 that the PLA’s modernization gave him “pause for interest” but did not make a difference in significant force redeployment.20 Also, in 2006, Guam became a focal point for improving military-to-military relations with China. To blunt charges that Guam’s build-up targets China, PACOM’s Commander, Admiral Fallon, invited PLA observers to the U.S. “Valiant Shield” exercise that brought three aircraft carriers to waters off Guam in June 2006. The PLA Navy sent a Deputy Chief of Staff and specialist in submarine operations to lead the observers, who also boarded an aircraft carrier and visited Guam’s air and naval bases. Two C-17 aircraft flew supplies from Guam to China for earthquake relief in May 2008.    

Guam Shift Bad – Coral Reefs
Troop shift to Guam would destroy coral reefs, the impact would be felt across the ocean. 

Lisa Natividad, Ph. D is an Assistant Professor with the Division of Social Work at the University of Guam, and Gwyn Kirk, is visiting faculty in Women’s and Gender Studies at University of Oregon (2009-10) and a founder member of Women for Genuine Security, “Fortress Guam: Resistance to US Military Mega-Buildup,” Asia Pacific Journal, May 8, 2010, DA 7/18/10

Another highly controversial proposal is the creation of a berth for a nuclear aircraft carrier, which will involve the detonation and removal of 70 acres of vibrant coral reef in Apra Harbor. Environmentalists and local communities oppose this on the grounds that coral provides habitat for a rich diversity of marine life and is endangered worldwide. Environmentalists also question how the disposal of huge quantities of dredged material would affect ocean life and warn that such invasive dredging may spread contaminants that have been left undisturbed in deep-water areas of the harbor. Opposition to this plan has been expressed by the Guam Fishermen’s Cooperative and the U.S.-based Center for Biological Diversity. On February 24, 2010, Guam Senator Judith Guthertz wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, Ray Mabus, reiterating her proposal that the existing fuel pier that has been used by the USS Kitty Hawk be used as the site for the additional berthing to avoid the proposed dredging of Apra Harbor. Such an alternative plan would avoid the destruction of acres of live coral. 

***Japan F22 DA***

1NC Japan F22 DA

A. Japan wants the F22 but Congress won’t cave in the status quo

David A. Fulghum, 6-3-2009, “Japanese F-22 Campaign Lives On,” Aviation Week, http://www.aviationweek.com/aw/generic/story_channel.jsp?channel=defense&id=news/JF22060309.xml&headline=Japanese%20F-22%20Campaign%20Lives%20On

Japanese defense officials have not given up on buying the F-22, as both Japanese and U.S. operational specialists note that the advanced fighter and cruise missile threats from China are growing.  Moreover, they expect future diplomatic conflict perhaps armed clashes over unpopulated islands west of Japan to increase as various countries in the region argue about conflicting claims to oil and gas development.  The long distances involved and the lack of runways to the west and south of Japan create a unique operational need that the Japanese Air Self Defense Force can only partially fulfill. It has modern KC-767 tankers and E-767 AWACS to patrol its islands, but not the fighter aircraft with the speed, altitude, stealth, precision attack and small-target radars that would allow them to move quickly across the great ocean expanses between Japan and China. The small target capability would allow for a cruise missile defense and precision target would allow a defense if its islands were occupied by foreign forces. Japanese officials say that they are constitutionally prevented from increasing force structure, therefore they must have higher performance aircraft.  Japan's F-X program is aimed at buying 20-60 high performance F-22-like aircraft. The follow-on F-XX effort is being written to an F-35-like requirement for many more aircraft. Both programs will replace existing aircraft.  The problem continues to be a U.S. congressional ban against selling the F-22 to foreign countries favored by the House Appropriations Committee's chairman, Rep. David Obey (D-Wis.). But rumors persist - despite denials from Lockheed Martin that it will do any more lobbying for sales to the U.S. Air Force or foreign nations - that some congressional committees will push legislative language ordering USAF officials to look at the cost and production issues associated with building an exportable version of the F-22.  U.S. aerospace industry officials say this kind of uncertainty on foreign sales and the undefined schedule for a shutdown of the F-22 production line has created massive confusion over what all these various options would cost.  "Options have been bandied about for years," said an industry official with insight into the program. The ban on sales "can be changed by Congress. But right now nobody knows if the multiyear contract for 60 more F-22s is in effect, if there's only going to be a purchase of four more aircraft since the GWOT supplemental is not firm. And Lockheed Martin doesn't know if it's going to be a hot or a warm shutdown."  A senior U.S. Air Force official says a closed session last week with the Air Force chief of staff, Gen. Norman Schwartz, was extremely negative.  "There is no plan to go beyond 187 F-22s," he says. "The Air Force will not oppose Gates and it remains under a gag-order even with regard to Congress."  Defense Secretary Robert Gates has testified last month that the so-called gag order instituted during budget-making earlier this year was fully lifted when President Barack Obama unveiled his Fiscal 2010 request, and that military officers are free to offer Congress their opinions.  The senior USAF source told Aviation Week that F-22 shutdown would cost $400 million at least, probably more. Congress could keep it going on a year by year basis, but except for the Georgian delegation, there is no political advantage to supporting further production. "I don't think additional F-22 production will pass through Congress and survive conference in a final bill," the official said.  A recent Rand study said that depending on the shutdown option, costs could range from $250 million to $550 million. Those studying the issue say that the 2009 defense authorization act, section 815, says the Pentagon cannot conduct a cold shutdown and "break tooling." Doing so also could trigger something akin to the litigation that continues over then-Defense Secretary Dick Cheney's shutdown of the Navy's A-12 stealth fighter program. An appellate decision this week in that case in favor of the government touched off another round of court fighting, with Boeing and General Dynamics committing to further appealing the 18-year-old dispute.  For the F-22, Lockheed and the Pentagon have not yet started negotiating how to shut down the line.  "Finally, there's no move afoot to sell F-22s to Japan," the USAF official says. "Gates and the Defense Department are pushing F-35. But there are 12 F-22s from Langley AFB [Va.] in Okinawa [Japan] right now working with the JASDF. If the Japanese want F-22, they're going to have to make the argument themselves."
1NC Japan F22 DA

B. Plan spurs F22 sales to Japan – we’d have to trade it to bolster the alliance

Emma Chanlett-Avery, analyst in Asian Affairs @ CRS, and Mary Beth Nikitin, Nonprolif Analyst @ CRS, 5-9-2008, “Japan’s Nuclear Future,” CRS, http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/08058CRS.pdf

U.S. Security Commitment. Perhaps the single most important factor to date in dissuading Tokyo from developing a nuclear arsenal is the U.S. guarantee to protect Japan’s security. Since the threat of nuclear attack developed during the Cold War, Japan has been included under the U.S. “nuclear umbrella,” although some ambiguity exists about whether the United States is committed to respond with nuclear weapons in the event of a nuclear attack on Japan.24 U.S. officials have hinted that it would: following North Korea’s 2006 nuclear test, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, in Tokyo, said, “...the United States has the will and the capability to meet the full range, and I underscore full range, of its deterrent and security commitments to Japan.”25 During the Cold War, the threat of mutually assured destruction to the United States and the Soviet Union created a sort of perverse stability in international politics; Japan, as the major Pacific front of the U.S. containment strategy, felt confident in U.S. extended deterrence. Although the United States has reiterated its commitment to defend Japan, the strategic stakes have changed, leading some in Japan to question the American pledge. Some in Japan are nervous that if the United States develops a closer relationship with China, the gap between Tokyo’s and Washington’s security perspectives will grow and further weaken the U.S. commitment.26 These critics also point to what they perceive as the soft negotiating position on North Korea’s denuclearization in the Six-Party Talks as further evidence that the United States does not share Japan’s strategic perspective.27 A weakening of the bilateral alliance may strengthen the hand of those that want to explore the possibility of Japan developing its own deterrence. Despite these concerns, many long-time observers assert that the alliance is fundamentally sound from years of cooperation and strong defense ties throughout even the rocky trade wars of the 1980s. Perhaps more importantly, China’s rising stature likely means that the United States will want to keep its military presence in the region in place, and Japan is the major readiness platform for the U.S. military in East Asia. If the United States continues to see the alliance with Japan as a fundamental component of its presence in the Pacific, U.S. leaders may need to continue to not only restate the U.S. commitment to defend Japan, but to engage in high-level consultation with Japanese leaders in order to allay concerns of alliance drift. Congressional leaders could face pressure to re-consider allowing the sale of the F-22 Raptor aircraft in order to bolster trust in the alliance.28
C. Japanese F22s would cause a regional arms race, wreck competitiveness, and hurt US-China Relations

Matthew H. Molloy, Lt Col USAF, June 2000, “U.S. Military Aircraft For Sale,” https://research.maxwell.af.mil/papers/ay2000/saas/molloy.pdf

On the negative side of a potential Japanese F-22 export proposal are several elements ranging from regional stability to technology exploitation. First, the stealth and long range qualities of the F-22 would certainly raise eyebrows in the region as well as among Japanese pacifists as to why Japan was acquiring an inherently offensive weapon. Such a deal would certainly not stand well with the Koreans who still harbor animosity toward the Japanese for their brutal occupation during World War II. In fact, Japan’s acquisition of the E-767 raised some concern in South Korea. From their perspective, the AWACS’ long-range detection capability represented a more offensive posture on the part of Japan. Unable to afford these aircraft themselves, the Republic of Korea (ROK) became interested in a 737-700 with the “MESA” radar, the same configuration Australia is purchasing under its “Wedgetail” program (a lower cost Airborne Early Warning and Control system derivative). Nonetheless, the AWACS issue highlights the security dilemma that would be exacerbated by any unilateral F-22 export to Japan. The second element working against the sale is Japan's expressed interest in replacing their F-15s with an indigenously produced fighter. A U.S.-Japanese coproduction of the F-22 through offset agreements may surface as an attractive compromise. However, from a technological standpoint, this would be a dangerous prospect that could threaten national security. According to Lockheed Martin, the most closely guarded secrets with the F-22 involve the manufacturing and production techniques as well as the advanced materials used for building the aircraft. Additionally, the Japanese track record for guarding close-held dual-use secrets was tarnished in 1987 with the alleged sale of "submarine-quieting" technology to the Soviet Union by the Toshiba Corporation in violation of Western export controls. The third detractor of a Japanese F-22 deal would be the potential compensatory demands from either Taiwan or South Korea. Though both these countries have significant security concerns, they also would pose a risk to the security of the F-22 should such consideration be given (if for no reason other than their close proximity to the adversary). Compensatory exports to Taiwan and South Korea also could potentially destabilize the Asian-Pacific region and would certainly hinder U.S.-China relations.
D.  Choose Impact


<  Insert  >
No Japan F22
There’s congressional support to sell Japan F22’s – but it wont pass yet

Defense Industry Daily, 6-5-2009, “F22 Raptors To Japan?” http://www.defenseindustrydaily.com/f22-raptors-to-japan-01909/

Reuters reports that US Senate Appropriations Committee chair Senator Daniel Inouye [D-HI], has sent sent letters on the F-22 issue to Japanese ambassador Ichiro Fujisaki, and to American Secretary of Defense Robert Gates. Inouye reportedly supports repeal of the 1998 “Obey Amendment” that bans F-22 exports, and the USAF is also said to have decided to support exports to select countries. Reuters adds that there is even growing Congressional support to repeal the Obey Amendment in the face of North Korea’s stepped-up belligerence, and the prospect of significant job losses if F-22 production is closed per Gates’ FY 2010 budget. The exact quote from one of their sources is ”...decent support, but it’s not a slam-dunk.”

Japan wants to buy the F22 but Congress is blocking

Inside the Pentagon, 9-17-2009, “At Close Range,” ln

As some lawmakers mull changing the law to permit overseas sales of the Air Force's F-22A Raptor, U.S. Pacific Command chief Adm. Timothy Keating is steering clear of the debate.  At a breakfast with reporters in Washington Tuesday morning, Keating acknowledged Japanese officials are interested in acquiring the Raptor. But the admiral also reiterated the Obama administration's position that Lockheed Martin should build no more than 187 Raptors.  "To the best of my ability to determine, the Japanese would like to buy the F-22. We're not going to sell it to them," Keating said. "The president has made it really clear."  As InsideDefense.com reported last week, the Senate Appropriations Committee included a provision in its version of the fiscal year 2010 defense spending bill urging the Air Force to develop an exportable version of the Raptor. But House Appropriations Committee Chairman David Obey (D-WI) -- who authored the legislation barring foreign sales of Raptors -- reaffirmed his position against international F-22A sales earlier this year.  Keating told reporters, "There is a law against exporting the F-22 and I don't see the law being changed. And the number is 187."
No Japan F22’s – costs too much

Emelie Rutherford, 8-10-2009, “F-22 Export Boosters,” Defense Daily, ln

Concerns about the cost of developing a simplified version of the F-22 fighter jet for allied nations is thwarting some top lawmakers from trying to lift a ban on selling the Lockheed Martin [LMT] aircraft abroad.  Senate Appropriations Committee (SAC) Chairman Daniel Inouye  (D-Hawaii) told Defense Daily that while he supports allowing countries such as Japan to buy the F-22 he does not plan to call for lifting the export ban in the fiscal year 2010 defense appropriations bill. The SAC's defense subcommittee, which he also chairs, will unveil its proposal after the August congressional recess.  "It's not in (the bill) right now, but we're talking about it," Inouye said last Thursday, adding the matter also could be addressed during House- Senate conference committee negotiations after the Senate passes its version.  Inouye said more research-and-development work has to be done on developing an export version. He acknowledged the cost of creating a simplified F-22 for another country "may be pretty high," but said at this point "we have no idea."  He said uncertainty about that cost, and about the straight sticker price of an exportable F-22, make it hard to arrange for an allied nation to plan for the purchase.  "We have no idea what the cost will be like, so we have to do additional research and development and...we have to make certain that they're willing to pay for it," Inouye told reporters. "And, at this stage, we have no idea what it's going to be, and I doubt if any country will say we'll pay for all the research and development."  Inouye has talked to Japanese officials about a possible F-22 buy, but said he has not talked to them since the Senate voted July 21 to remove from its defense authorization bill funds for buying F-22s beyond the 187 the Pentagon wants to purchase.  SAC Ranking Member Thad Cochran (R-Miss.) told Defense Daily he touted the F-22 export idea to Pentagon officials, and suggested they help Lockheed Martin design an export version that would not put U.S. capabilities at risk.  "I know they're considering it, but I was not encouraged by their reaction," Cochran, also the ranking member of the defense subcommittee, said last Thursday.  House Appropriations Defense subcommittee Chairman John Murtha (D-Pa.) told reporters last month he did not seek to lift the F-22 export ban in the defense appropriations bill the House passed July 30 because of the cost of creating an exportable version. He came to that conclusion after meeting with the Japanese ambassador and Air Force officials, he said.  "It'd be very, very difficult to come up with...what Japanese would have to do in order to buy the F-22," Murtha said July 16. "It would be much more expensive than originally was thought,...(perhaps) $300 million. It would be much more than that. It would be well over $1 billion it would cost to take out those things that we would not find acceptable for a foreign country to have."

AT:  Uniqueness Overwhelms The Link

Selling the F22 to Japan isn’t totally dead – significant congressional support still exists, despite the ban

Megan Scully, 9-11-2009, “Committee Agrees To Open Door,” National Journal’s CongressDaily, ln

The Senate Appropriations Committee voted unanimously Thursday to approve an FY10 Defense spending bill that would allow the Defense Department to develop an export version of the radar-evading F-22 Raptor fighter jet.  While the committee bill, if enacted, would not repeal a decade-old law prohibiting foreign sales of the stealthy fighter, it would mark a significant step forward in opening up the Lockheed Martin Corp.  jet to U.S. allies just as the plane's domestic production lines are winding down.  "It's a good next step," a Senate aide said of the F-22 provision in the $636.3 billion spending bill.  For years, lawmakers in both chambers have thwarted any effort to sell the F-22 overseas, arguing that exporting the advanced technologies in the fighter jet would pose a significant security risk. But proponents of exporting the plane argue that selling an export model of the F-22, stripped of secret U.S. technologies, would eliminate that risk.  House lawmakers approved a floor amendment to the FY07 Defense appropriations bill that would lift the ban. But export opponents in the House and Senate eliminated that provision during conference negotiations on the bill.  The Senate's language in the FY10 bill will likely meet stiff resistance from House appropriators -- especially Appropriations ChairmanDavid Obey, author of the 1998 ban on F-22 exports -- who continue to be concerned about the security implications of selling the F-22 abroad.  While the Senate bill maintains the export ban, it says the Defense Department "may conduct or participate in studies, research, design and other activities to define and develop an export version of the F-22A." The committee report accompanying the bill encourages the Air Force to use F-22 research and development funds to begin work on an export version of the fighter.  The House bill, which was approved in July, continues the ban and does not open the door to developing an exportable version of the fighter.  But the political landscape could be shifting a bit as domestic production of the F-22 comes to an end -- a development the program's supporters in Congress fear will lead to thousands of aerospace jobs lost in dozens of states.  Both the House and Senate already have approved versions of the FY10 defense authorization bill with language demanding the Pentagon report to Congress on the costs of developing an exportable version of the F-22 and any potential strategic implications.  Japan is considered the most likely customer for the F-22, particularly as North Korea continues its ballistic missile testing. South Korea, Australia and Israel have also have expressed interest in buying the plane despite a price tag that could top $150 million a jet.
AT:  Uniqueness Overwhelms The Link – AT:  Obey

(  )  Even Obey’s objections aren’t terminal

Tenders Info, 9-10-2009, “Senate Appropriators Want Air Force to Develop Exportable F-22,” ln

Three of the most senior House appropriators are planning to discuss exporting Lockheed Martin s F-22 Raptor fighter jet to the Japanese government, which wants badly to buy the stealth plane.   Rep. John Murtha (D-Pa.), the chairman of the House Appropriations Defense subcommittee, said Wednesday that he intends to meet in the coming days with Appropriations Committee Chairman David Obey (D-Wis.) and Rep. Bill Young (Fla.), Murtha s GOP counterpart on the Defense subcommittee, to discuss lifting the export ban on the F-22. The key player in that briefing will be Obey, who in 1998 wrote the legislation that bans the exports of the F-22 mainly to keep secret the aircraft s radar-evading stealth technology. Obey has not budged since, and it s unclear whether he is willing to relent. He is willing to listen, Murtha said at a breakfast with reporters on Wednesday. Industry and congressional sources, however, tell The Hill that Obey was adamantly opposed even to including what basically amounts to noncommittal language in the 2009 war-spending bill. Obey s Senate counterpart, Daniel Inouye (D-Hawaii), is a strong supporter of exporting the F-22 to the Japanese and has engaged government representatives with details on what it would entail for Japan to buy the jet. Obey has been against exporting the F-22 from the very beginning and his base position has not changed, said Obey s spokesman, Ellis Brachman. He is always willing to listen, Brachman added. Ultimately, Inouye was able to include language in the war supplemental bill that says some funds in the spending measure (which has money for four F-22s) can be used to explore options to develop an export variant of the F-22 A. Sources say that provision was adopted despite Obey s objections.
AT:  F22 Exports Dead

(  )  Congress is still considering an export version of the F22

Chistopher Hinton, 9-11-2009, “Senate seeks an F-22 fighter model for export,” Marketwatch, ln

The U.S. Senate Appropriations Committee is urging the Air Force to develop an F-22 Raptor model for export as the Defense Department winds down its demand for the stealthy jet fighter, Reuters reported late Thursday. The Pentagon's decision to stop purchasing the fighter after the next fiscal year has been controversial in Congress since contractors building and supplying the F-22 have facilities in most states and provide jobs. Japan, Israel and Australia have shown interest in the F-22, but a 1998 law banning the jet's export to protect its technology would have to be lifted or circumvented. The prime contractor for the F-22 are Boeing Co.  (ba) and Lockheed Martin Corp.  (lmt) , while Lockheed is the sole prime contractor for the F-35.
AT:  Japanese Constitution Stops F22

Japanese Constitution won’t prevent them buying the F22

Christopher Bolkcom, Specialist in Military Aviation @ CRS, and Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, 3-11-2009, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan,” CRS, http://ftp.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf#search=%22potential%20f-22%20raptor%20export%20to%20japan%22

Japan faces an array of legal and budgetary concerns about enhancing its military, raising questions about whether Tokyo could follow through on an F-22 sale. Article 9 of the Japanese constitution, drafted by American officials during the post-war occupation, outlaws war as a “sovereign right” of Japan and prohibits “the right of belligerency.” Although Article 9 states that “land, sea, and air forces, as well as other war potential, will never be maintained,” the Japanese SDF is in practice a well-funded and well-equipped military. Constitutional concerns do not appear to be significant for the purchase of the F-22, but provide a sense of the overall context and challenges to acquiring advanced weapons systems in a country with a strong pacifist sentiment.
Japan F22 Bad – Arms Race/US-China Relations

Japanese F22’s spark a regional arms race and undermines US-China relations

Christopher Bolkcom, Specialist in Military Aviation @ CRS, and Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, 3-11-2009, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan,” CRS, http://ftp.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf#search=%22potential%20f-22%20raptor%20export%20to%20japan%22

China and South Korea have voiced concern about Japan’s intention to upgrade its military capabilities, largely grounded in suspicions that Japan will inch toward returning to its pre-1945 militarism. Some analysts caution that selling the F-22s to Japan could destabilize the region, possibly even sparking an arms race, and contribute to an image of Japan becoming America’s proxy in the region. The sale could complicate the U.S. effort to manage its relationship with China. South Korea has already registered its unease at Japan acquiring F-22s, and at one point suggested that it may seek a deal to purchase the aircraft in order to match Japan’s capabilities.10 Although the Lee Myung-bak government has made moves to strengthen U.S.-South Korean alliance, the Seoul-Washington relationship has been strained at times over the past several years, and some South Koreans chafe at indications that the United States prioritizes defense ties with Japan above those with Korea.
Japan F22 Bad – Arms Race

Japan F-22’s bad – regional instability and arms race

JoongAng Daily ’07 - (JoongAng Daily, “Japan’s F-22 bid could upset power balance”, May 7th, 2007, http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2875244, accessed 7/31/10)
When reports surfaced last month that Japan is trying to purchase the new F-22 Raptor, the most advanced U.S. fighter plane, the news had a ripple effect in the region. Despite Korea’s drive to modernize its air force, the ultra-modern plane could alter the balance of air power and spark a drive by South Korea and China to catch up. The Raptor, which is so far banned from export, is felt to be so far superior to anything else in the air that Japan would gain an immediate regional edge if it flies the plane. “Whatever is out there cannot match up with it,” retired Air Force general Keum Ki-hyun said of the F-22. “It’s like elementary school kids trying to win a fight against college students.” Defense Minister Kim Jang-soo said that if Japan gets the plane, Seoul should have equivalent combat power in its own arsenal. Kim conceded that Seoul could not match the deep pockets of Japan in going after the expensive fighter, but said Seoul will have to find a way to counter the military imbalance. Dennis Wilder, the senior director of East Asian affairs at the U.S. National Security Council, hinted just prior to a visit by Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe to Washington last month recently that a request for the plane would be welcomed. While no U.S. official has said that a deal will be done, there is also no strong denial. In an interview with Aviation Week & Space Technology magazine last month, General Peter Pace, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said that Washington is aware of Tokyo’s interest in the Raptor, and that restrictions on its sale could be eased. “We’re committed to the defense of Japan, so we’ll work our way through it,” said the general. Because of its advanced technology, the export of the high-tech plane is forbidden under U.S. law until 2015, and even if the military wishes to allow the sale, the U.S. Congress would still have to approve any deal. Defense contractors, of course, want to sell more planes, and the U.S. House of Representatives last year voted to remove the export ban on the F-22, but the ban was later reinserted. In Seoul, the possible deal is causing Defense Ministry officials to reconsider an ongoing air force upgrade. “We are not upgrading our planes without purpose. If someone gets a new strategic asset, then I think we change our existing plans,” said an official who declined to be named. “We can’t just buy equipment that we know is going to be obsolete in the near future.” By 2008, Seoul plans to complete the purchase of 40 F-15K fighters from Boeing at a cost of $3.2 billion. The modern plane is to replace existing F-4 Phantom jets. In the second phase of procurement, the Air Force wants an additional 20 next generation fighter planes by 2012, but the type of plane has not been decided. In March, during an official bidding process for the second phase, interest was expressed by Euro Fighter, Boeing and Lockheed Martin. Recent accidents involving the F-15K are also giving Seoul another reason to think analyze its upgrade. “Japan has long enjoyed air superiority with its F-15s, but it has seen that edge eroding over the past decade, with South Korea and China constantly upgrading their air assets,” said Kwon Tae-young of the Korea Research Institute for Strategy. “They want that edge back and if they acquire the Raptor they can do that easily.” Keum, the retired general, was involved in the current Air Force procurement strategy, and he said the purchase of the Raptor by Japan could create a large discrepancy in air power in the region. “The Raptor is not an interceptor, but an attack fighter plane designed to go deep into enemy territory undetected. Its superior capability makes the numbers game of air force assets useless,” he said. Currently, the bulk of Japan’s Air Force is comprised of about 200 F-15J fighters, divided between an older and a newer version. The exact capabilities of the Raptor, which was added to the U.S. Air Force in 2005, are still emerging as performance data are shielded for security reasons, but the few official test results that have been released suggest the plane is very impressive. In June 2006, during a military drill dubbed Exercise Northern Edge, the F-22A achieved a 144-to-zero kill-to-loss ratio against F-15s, F-16s and F/A-18s that were simulating MiG-29 Fulcrums and other current front-line Russian aircraft. In the drill they outnumbered the F-22 by 4-to-1 at times. This does not come cheap. An export version of the F22 could cost $1 billion, said Air Force Lt. Gen. Jeffrey Kohler, who heads the Pentagon’s Defense Security Cooperation Agency. He warned that the plane could be “prohibitively expensive” for any foreign buyer, according to Reuters. The model the U.S. military uses costs about $140 million. The plane’s overall shape, radar absorbent material, and ability to operate at a higher altitude than existing fighter jets mean the F-22 can engage and destroy enemy planes before it is even detected. Given the high price tag, especially for an export model, the technology used in the F-22 is also being applied to the F-35, which is currently in development and will be a highly advanced plane at a cheaper price. For Lockheed Martin, the maker of the plane, overseas sales could extend the production line, while the purchase fits with Japan’s goal to play a greater role on the international stage, based on both its wealth and future military power. This could mean a Northeast Asian arms race. Reportedly, China is in the process of developing its own next-generation fighter jets with stealth capability, the J-13 and J-14. Chinese Foreign Ministry Spokesman Liu Jianchao said last month that he hoped attempts by Tokyo to purchase the F-22 will not threaten regional stability. Meanwhile, Russia has its own ambitious plans to match the Raptor. In an interview with Itar-Tass last month, Air Force Lieutenant-General Alexander Zelin has said that Russia could begin test flights for its fifth-generation fighter jet, Pak FA, by 2009. “Our current procurement plan gives us a fair chance of matching up with others in the region. The sale of a Raptor to anyone in the region seriously lowers that chance,” said a Korean Air Force pilot, speaking on condition of anonymity. “As a pilot you don’t want to face a Raptor. The sale will be a political decision but once that is made we need to make changes. As a stopgap measure, we can buy some conventional planes but an F-22 needs to be matched with something similar.” 
Japan F22 Bad – Domestic Production Internal

F22s to Japan is key to keeping the production line open

Christopher Bolkcom, Specialist in Military Aviation @ CRS, and Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, 3-11-2009, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan,” CRS, http://ftp.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf#search=%22potential%20f-22%20raptor%20export%20to%20japan%22

Exporting F-22s to Japan is one way to keep the F-22 production line running after U.S. Air Force procurement ends. Lockheed Martin, the F-22 prime contractor, estimates that it employs 3,351 F-22 workers at three plants (Marietta, GA; Fort Worth, TX; Palmdale, CA). Many others – perhaps as many as 25,000 – are also employed by major subcontractors Pratt & Whitney and Boeing, and by companies that produce F-22 parts and sub-components. Generally speaking, promoting employment in the aerospace sector is beneficial to the U.S. economy. However, some aerospace jobs are more important to promoting U.S. industrial competitiveness than others. At this stage of production, more F-22 employees are involved in aircraft assembly, which is relatively rote and unskilled compared to the design and engineering skills required earlier in the aircraft’s development and initial production. Keeping the F-22 production line open by building aircraft for Japan would also help the prime contractor reduce per-aircraft costs, because labor and manufacturing processes become more efficient over time, and because sunk costs, such as R&D or capital investment, would be amortized over a larger number of aircraft. DoD and U.S. taxpayers would only benefit from reduced per-aircraft costs, however, if the Air Force were to purchase more F-22s after those produced for Japan, and in addition to the 183 aircraft currently planned.
Japan F22 Bad – Competitiveness

Japanese F22’s undermine US competitiveness – tech transfers

Christopher Bolkcom, Specialist in Military Aviation @ CRS, and Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, 3-11-2009, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan,” CRS, http://ftp.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf#search=%22potential%20f-22%20raptor%20export%20to%20japan%22

The potential for technology transfer touches upon both military and economic concerns. Unlike some countries, Japan does not have a track record of re-exporting technology that it acquires through import. However, an inadvertent leak of U.S. technology or knowledge could also be a threat. The leak of secret data associated with the Aegis weapon system by Japanese military personnel in 2002 is an example of this potential danger.9 Japan is a military ally, but also considered by some to be an economic rival. Many of the F-22 technologies or industrial processes could have commercial application. Some may be concerned that F-22 technology or knowledge could find their way into a myriad of Japanese products, to the competitive detriment of U.S. industry.

Japan F22 Bad – Israel Module

Japanese F22’s spillover to Israel

Christopher Bolkcom, Specialist in Military Aviation @ CRS, and Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, 3-11-2009, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan,” CRS, http://ftp.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf#search=%22potential%20f-22%20raptor%20export%20to%20japan%22

A second proliferation issue relates to the effect an F-22 sale could have on other countries. Other countries in the region could perceive the F-22 as causing an imbalance of military power in favor of Japan, and inciting them to seek their own advanced aircraft or defensive systems. Once Japan sets the precedent of F-22 export, other countries might pressure U.S. policy makers to sell them F-22s. Israel, for example, has reportedly expressed interest in the F-22.
Israeli F22s cause a Saudi coup

Matthew H. Molloy, Lt Col USAF, June 2000, “U.S. Military Aircraft For Sale,” https://research.maxwell.af.mil/papers/ay2000/saas/molloy.pdf

If Israel were to be approved the sale of the F-22, the U.S. role of a "fair broker" would be called into question if a compensatory offer were not made to the Arabs. Saudi Arabia has historically been the U.S.’s natural choice for balancing against Israeli arms deals. The Saudis, over the long-term, have proven to be a fairly reliable and trustworthy ally. The U.S.-Saudi military-to-military relationship represents the largest foreign military sales program in the world. Much of the U.S. willingness to export arms to the Saudis stems from their advantageous position regarding oil. They have the world's largest reserves and are the largest exporter of petroleum and play the leading role in OPEC. Security of the oilfields and the desire to amplify the U.S. voice in OPEC have largely driven U.S. military export decisions. For example, in the early '80s the U.S. granted Saudi Arabia the sale of AWACS, arguing that it strengthened the U.S. position in the region and added to regional stability. For these reasons, the Reagan Administration also argued that such a deal was also beneficial to Israel. This view was not accepted by the Israelis who tended to see Washington as appeasing the Saudis and that any improvement in U.S.-Saudi relations would come at the expense of Israel. Hence, Saudi deals are typically counterbalanced by compensatory Israeli deals and vice versa. Unlike the Israelis, however, the Saudis do not have a developed aircraft industry, nor do they export advanced air technologies. It follows that the propensity to exploit any F-22 technologies would be minimal. Perhaps the biggest threat to technological security would be the potential for intermingling of the F-22 program with the British aerospace industry, which has a significant influence within the Saudi Air Force. Saudi Arabia's support of U.S. actions in the Gulf has also strengthened U.S.-Saudi relations. Since the war, the Saudis have reluctantly allowed a U.S. presence in their country. The U.S. strongly desires a presence in this region and access to forward basing. This puts the Saudis in an advantageous position for requesting the F-22 with basing rights as a carrot for a favorable export decision. The Saudis’ track record with both the AWACS and the F-15 also work to their favor. During the Gulf War, Saudi AWACS contributed to the defense of the area and controlled coalition strikes against Iraq. Saudi F-15s were also successful in intercepting and destroying Iraqi aircraft.  There are also significant negative elements weighing against a Saudi F-22 decision, however. An argument can be made that such a move would be risky because Saudi security, stability, and friendship may be questionable. Currently, the ruling Saudi regime is on shaky ground. Economic underdevelopment has given rise to militant Islamic and anti-Western sentiment, as demonstrated by the 1996 Kohbar Towers bombing. Intermixing a high-tech transfer with the potentially fragile regime might encourage a situation similar to that which ensued from the Shah's overthrow. The collapse of this regime would more than likely spell the end of basing rights in Saudi Arabia, which are critical for dealing with Gulf-area crises. An F-22 sale would also agitate U.S.-Israeli and Saudi-Israeli relations. A long-range, high-altitude, high-speed, stealth multi-role fighter would be a significant concern to a small nation such as Israel, especially since this would pose a direct threat to its prized air defense network. It can also be expected that the Israeli lobby would aggressively attack any legislation recommending such a sale—regardless of whether Israelis were granted their own F-22 purchase. It is also reasonable to assume that any thoughts of a Saudi Arabian deal must first be preceded by an Israeli offer.
Japan F22 Bad – Israel Module
(  )  Kills the global economy

Steven R. David, Poly Sci Prof @ Johns Hopkins, Jan/Feb 1999, “Saving America from the Coming Civil Wars,” Foreign Affairs, ln

In a Saudi civil war, the oil fields will be a likely battle site, as belligerents seek the revenue and international recognition that come with control of petroleum. For either side to cripple oil production would not be difficult. The real risk lies not with the onshore oil wells themselves, which are spread over a 100-by-300 mile area, but in the country's dependence on only a few critical processing sites. Destruction of these facilities would paralyze production and take at least six months to repair. If unconventional weapons such as biological agents were used in the oil fields, production could be delayed for several more months until workers were convinced it was safe to return.  Stanching the flow of Saudi oil would devastate the United States and much of the world community. Global demand for oil (especially in Asia) will increase in the coming decades, while non-Persian Gulf supplies are expected to diminish. A crisis in the planet's largest oil producer, with reserves estimated at 25 percent of the world's total, would have a massive and protracted impact on the price and availability of oil worldwide. As the disruptions of 1973 and 1979 showed, the mere threat of diminished oil supply can cause panic buying, national hysteria, gas lines, and infighting. Prices for oil shot up 400 percent in 1973, 150 percent in 1979, and 50 percent (in just 15 days) in 1990. The oil shocks of the 1970s threw the United States into recession, causing spiraling inflation and a decline in savings rates that plagues the U.S. economy even now. Trillions of dollars were lost worldwide. And all this occurred at a time when the United States was less dependent on foreign petroleum than it is now. Cutting the Saudi pipeline today would cause a severe worldwide recession or depression. Short of physical attack, it is the gravest threat imaginable to American interests.
F22 Bad – Readiness

Domestic F22 production tanks military modernization and readiness

Michael O’Hanlon, senior fellow @ Brookings, September 1999, “The Plane Truth,” http://www.ciaonet.org/pbei/bi/ohm02/index.html

Because it features a number of expensive weapons systems like the F-22—not to mention Joint Strike Fighters, F/A-18 E/F fighters, improved Army attack helicopters, and new Navy submarines—the Pentagon’s budget plan requires annual defense spending to increase by at least $20 billion in real terms in the future. But such a large boost in U.S. military spending does not appear likely during a period of relative peace. That means something has to give. If defense systems such as the F-22 are bought in large numbers, necessities such as military readiness will almost certainly suffer. The Pentagon would have to make some or all of the following tough choices: reduce military pay or benefits, scale back training, allow more equipment to sit idle awaiting repair, or skimp on research and development. New defense needs, such as anti-missile systems, other types of homeland defenses, and chemical and biological weapons gear, would also be shortchanged.

US-China Relations Good – Regional Instability
US-China relations are crucial to regional stability.

David Shambaugh, Director of the China Policy Program @ George Washington University. International Security, Volume 29, Issue 3, Winter 2005. “China Engages Asia.” http://www.brookings.org/dybdocroot/views/articles/shambaugh/20050506.pdf
On balance, this complex relationship is characterized by substantial cooperation on bilateral, regional, and global issues. While not a full condominium of two-power domination, and occasionally displaying traditional balance of power features, Sino-American cooperation is a significant feature of the current Asian order. Even the absence of Sino-American antagonism is an important factor. While some Asian countries may hedge against either U.S. or Chinese domination, and adroitly acquire whatever resources and benefits they can from both China and the United States, every country (except perhaps North Korea) seeks a stable, cooperative Sino-American relationship. Should Beijing and Washington one day confront each other, all of these regional states would be put in the awkward position of having to choose sides—and this they seek to avoid at all costs.

Regional instability leads to nuclear war and destruction of the world.

Michael May, Engineering-Economic Systems at Stanford, Washington Quarterly, Summer 97
The unpalatable facts, to Europeans and North Americans, are that Asia has about half of the world's people, that it is growing faster than other parts of the world, and that, by mid-century, it will probably have more than half the population of the developed world and more than half of its money. Energy consumption, economic influence, and military power will be distributed in proportion. That is the rosy scenario. The dark scenario is that of a war that would, in all likelihood -- because nuclear weapons can be procured and deployed by any of these countries at a fraction of the cost of peaceful development --leave most of the civilized world devastated.
Asian Arms Race Impact
Arms race leads to conflict

Chang ’09 - (Felix K. Chang , senior planner and an intelligence officer in the U.S. Department of Defense. He is currently a partner at CVP Ventures and a senior fellow at FPRI. His publications and ongoing research concentrate on military, economic, and energy security issues in Asia as well as financial industry trends around the world, “Keeping the Balance: U.S. Security Policy in Asia”, Foreign Policy Research Institute, February 2009, http://www.fpri.org/enotes/200902.chang.ussecurityasia.html, accessed 7/31/10)
In Asia, problems of security arise from not only non-state actors, but also states themselves. Even though major international conflict has been avoided since the 1970s, tensions remain. The January 2009 North Korean saber-rattling that led South Korea to put its military on high alert is a reminder of the continued potential for such conflict. Thus, as Washington deliberates over what measures it wants to take in Asia to enhance the United States’ safety, it should begin by considering how its role fits in a region where the balance of power is being reshaped, as the economic and military fortunes of the region’s countries shift.  The last decade has witnessed significant changes in the relative power of many Asian countries. The most notable of these have been China and India, whose economic and military capacities have grown far faster than those of their neighbors. China’s economy, ranked seventh in the world in the late 1990s, rose to third within a decade. That economic expansion has enabled Beijing to accelerate the rate of its military modernization by funding improved training and acquisition of new and more sophisticated weapons. Indeed, two months ago it revealed that it is seriously considering the development and deployment of its first aircraft carrier. It has also begun to probe its seaward boundaries, as evidenced by the increased number of intrusions into Japanese airspace and waters. And late last month, the Chinese navy embarked on its first operational mission outside the Pacific Ocean when it sent two destroyers and a supply ship to escort merchant ships in the Gulf of Aden.  Not all countries have become more muscular. While Japan launched four reconnaissance satellites and pursued research and development on a theater ballistic missile system alongside the United States in the first half of this decade, its conventional forces have remained largely unchanged since the 1990s. The one exception has been its navy, which despite fairly constant force level has benefited from a regular construction cycle that has kept its fleet modern. South Korea has also had a gradual pace of modernization, which stalled temporarily in the wake of the 1997 Asian financial crisis. But since its recovery, it has resumed purchases of strike aircraft and warships, enabling it to keep pace with Japan. More recently, Seoul has moved to strengthen its ties with Beijing, as it looks forward to the day when North Korea’s regime falls and it may share a common border with China.  But not all have seen their relations with China warm. Indeed, China has employed its newfound economic clout with major arms exporting countries to halt or hinder military sales to Taiwan. Hence, Taiwan’s qualitative edge over China has been eroded substantially, putting into question whether it can resist China without external assistance. Countries in Southeast Asia have also been hard pressed to match the military development of either China or India. Only a handful have been able to undertake broad modernization programs across air, naval, and ground forces, like that embodied by Singapore’s Third Generation forces. While Malaysia has made selective improvements in only its air force and navy, it has fared better than many others.  Internal turmoil and budgetary constraints have dogged such Southeast Asian countries as Indonesia, Thailand, and Vietnam, leaving them with little to spare to bolster their external defenses. In the extreme, the Philippines has been wholly absorbed with the internal threats posed by insurgents in its southern islands and has practically no external defense capability. As a result, it has become increasingly difficult to envision ASEAN claimants militarily opposing China over a South China Sea dispute either singly or together. With the onset of a global recession, it is unlikely that they will be able to support upgrade programs that will reverse their declining power soon. Since the early 1990s, weapons development has increasingly focused on offensive capabilities. They include long-range strike aircraft, submarines, and ballistic missile systems. Though they all can be used defensively, they are most effective in an offensive role to achieve surprise or penetrate enemy defenses. Long-range strike aircraft have been favored for their multi-role capability, especially as the costs to buy and maintain individual combat aircraft have climbed. Submarines are valued as less costly and more survivable alternatives to achieve sea control, due to their stealthy operation, than more vulnerable surface combatants that need expensive defenses to simply survive the modern naval battlefield. And with technological advances, some countries have come to view ballistic missiles as not only reliable weapons with few countermeasures, but also increasingly inexpensive systems that can be deployed in quantity.  However, as more offensive weapons are deployed in Asia, the weapons themselves may become more vulnerable to offensive action. Since countries have an incentive to use weapons before they can be destroyed, that could create a destabilizing dynamic in a crisis. Hence, the proliferation of these weapons in Asia requires that governments pay closer attention to the stability of regional power balances so that miscalculations do not lead to conflict. A number of Asian countries have bought strike aircraft along with aerial refueling tankers to extend their range. China’s air force, which began its modernization in earnest during the 1990s, has since purchased 76 Su-27 fighters from Russia and produced another 120 under license as the J-11. It has also procured 100 Russian-made Su-30 fighters and is negotiating for the carrier-capable Su-33. Domestically, it designed and now manufactures the J-10, of which as many as 100 have been delivered so far. These were augmented with an order for eight Il-78 tankers in 2005. While India’s modernization drive has a more gradual trajectory, it is no less ambitious. Its air force acquired 48 Su-30s in the 1990s and 
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ordered 40 more in 2007; and its industry has a license to build 140 further aircraft at a rate of ten per year. Supporting these, India already fields six Il-78 tankers. Other Asian countries such as Indonesia, Malaysia, and Vietnam have also adopted small numbers of Su-27 and Su-30 fighters as their frontline strike aircraft.  Meanwhile, both Singapore and South Korea have been procuring variants of the F-15 fighter. South Korea already fields 40 such aircraft and Singapore plans on as many as 20 planes to bridge its air force requirements until the F-35 fighter is ready. Singapore also operates four KC-135 and five KC-130 aerial refueling tankers. Japan has long used the F-15 in its air superiority configuration and originally acquired over 200 aircraft, of which 150 are still in service. But Japan is now considering the F-22, Rafale, and Typhoon as possible replacements for its aging fleet of 70 F-4 fighters. All three planes have advanced strike capabilities. But the F-22 has superior stealth characteristics that add to its offensive capability. At the same time, Tokyo continues to procure Japanese-made F-2 fighters and will soon field four KC-767 tankers.   Although its nuclear weapons program is most often in the international spotlight, North Korea is also developing ballistic missiles as delivery vehicles. It claims one medium-range ballistic missile, the No-dong-2, which can hit targets throughout Japan, and continues to pursue a longer range one, the Taepo-dong-2, that can reach as far as Alaska and Guam. Another country that has invested heavily in ballistic missile technology is China. It has manufactured and deployed an array of missiles with varying ranges. While most, including the new DF-31 and its submarine-launched variant JL-2, are intended to be part of its nuclear deterrent, other models have been designed with conventional warheads. These include over 500 DF-11 and 300 DF-15 solid-fueled mobile missiles. Many of these are sited against Taiwan. In 1995–1996, China fired six DF-15 missiles into the sea near Taipei in a not-so-subtle intimidation scheme. But given China’s effective efforts to stymie Taiwan’s acquisition of foreign military equipment, Taiwan has sought, as some suggest, to further advance its own cruise missile forces to hold Chinese countervalue targets at risk.  American military power is essential to maintaining a stable balance of power in Asia. As such, U.S. security policy should focus on those areas where the power balance has changed the most. Across the Taiwan Strait, Washington should recognize that the balance is tilting more towards the mainland. Thus, Washington should seek to complete the sale of $6.5 billion worth of weaponry that was approved in 2008 and, even more importantly, continue to provide security assurances to Taipei. For when the United States is added to the balance, neither side can be assured that an offensive action would completely disable the other’s forces—something that Taiwan has genuine cause to fear if it stood alone. Fortunately, those assurances from Washington are now easier to provide, given that Taiwan’s new president’s attempts to mend fences with Beijing has thawed tensions between the two governments.   But possibly the most challenging balancing act will come in Southeast Asia, where many of the region’s countries have been preoccupied with internal struggles and, as a consequence, the balance of power has shifted towards the external powers of China and India. The wisest course Washington could pursue would be to support the efforts of ASEAN, particularly Singapore, to draw other external powers like Japan and the United States into the region where they can play a stabilizing role to offset gains by both China and India. Doing so would not only put ASEAN security in better stead and reduce the pressure on the region’s countries to choose sides, but also would prevent either China or India from becoming more powerful relative to each other and thus help keep the balance between the two rising regional powers.  In pursuing these courses, the United States must be careful not to be perceived as if it is engaged in a containment strategy against any country. To that end, Washington should have close and ongoing dialogues with Beijing and New Delhi to avoid clear provocations whenever possible. It is important to do so not only to reassure China and India, but also for American allies in the region who are cautious about such strategies because of their own ties to those countries. Australia, for example, is a critical U.S. ally and is conscious of China’s growing power. But Canberra may choose to accommodate Beijing on a number of issues, given its robust raw materials trade with China.  Dramatic power balance shifts can result in conflicts, and the proliferation of offensive weapons makes miscalculation more dangerous. So far, the international system has accommodated the simultaneous rise of both China and India as increasingly influential regional powers. Throughout this time, Beijing’s primary concerns have revolved around minimizing domestic political instability and furthering its economic development. As such, it has sought a peaceful international environment and accepted American power in Asia. China’s behavior within international bodies, like the World Trade Organization, suggests that it is willing to accept many international norms. But it remains to be seen, with a reversal of its economic fortunes, whether China’s leadership consensus on peaceful integration in the world will weaken and its government will pursue a more belligerent nationalist policy to sustain its domestic political legitimacy.   Fundamentally, Washington should seek ways to lessen the likelihood the power balance will dramatically shift among the countries of Asia and reduce the effect that the adoption of more offensive military technologies may have on the stability of the balance of power. But in the end, U.S. security policy choices cannot prevent local disputes, such as the one that emerged between Bangladesh and Myanmar over offshore oilfields in the Bay of Bengal in November 2008. Nor will they determine whether the balance of power can be maintained over the long run, as the economic and military trends of the region’s countries will ultimately decide that. Nevertheless, the United States is in a position to help create an environment that encourages conflict-avoidance behavior in the region—preventing small crises from becoming big ones—and in doing so enhance its own safety.  There are, to be sure, plenty of other international problems that vie for Washington’s attention, ranging from cyber security to Islamic militants in Afghanistan, but traditional dynamics of the international state system will not vanish, if overlooked. The United States should not avert its eyes to what lies ahead. 
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The United States federal government should renegotiate the Agreement Between the Government of Japan and the Government of the United States of America Concerning the Implementation of the Relocation of III Marine Expeditionary Force Personnel and Their Dependents from Okinawa to Guam to relocate non- Jungle Warfare Training Center United States Marine Corps presence from the Okinawa Prefecture of Japan.
Okinawa’s JWTC is the only jungle warfare training center in the world – key to contingency training

Ryan D. Libbert, Marine Corporal, 2-22-2004, “Okinawa’s jungle premiere training,” Global Security, http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2004/02/mil-040222-mcn01.htm

Marines serving on Okinawa take pride in the fact that they are serving in the home of III Marine Expeditionary Force and Marine Corps Bases Japan. However, another thing that makes the military community on Okinawa unique is that it is home to the Department of Defense's only jungle warfare training grounds.  The USMC Jungle Warfare Training Center, Camp Gonsalves was established on Okinawa in the late 1950's. Since that time the 20,000 square acre-facility has seen changes in structure, curriculum, area, and name (formally titled Northern Training Area until 1998). The Marines currently serving in this isolated corner of Okinawa carry on the mission that was set for them when the facility opened in 1958, according to Lt. Col. Antonio B. Smith, commanding officer.  "The mission of JWTC is to provide instruction to units and personnel in jungle operations," the Atlanta native said. "We have six training packages to train all military personnel. They are the jungle warfare course, jungle skills course, combat tracking course, medical trauma course, survival evasion resistance and escape course, and we are currently developing a squad leader's course as well."  The jungle warfare course is specifically designed for the ground combat units stationed on Okinawa via the Unit Deployment Program. It consists of 26 days of rough terrain movement, land navigation, jungle survival, patrolling, and engagement.  The jungle skills course, a six-day training package, is a lighter version of the jungle warfare course teaching only land navigation, patrolling and survival. The jungle skills course is available to all units.  The combat tracking course is an 18-day period of instruction where JWTC instructors teach Marines how to track individuals or military units through jungle terrain by looking at signs left behind in the environment.  The medical trauma course is designed for Navy medical corpsmen attached to Fleet Marine Force units. The five-day course teaches Sailors medical operations in the jungle as well as jungle skills and survival.  The survival evasion resistance and escape, or SERE course, teaches Marines what they need to know to survive in the jungle to include evading capture by the enemy and how to adapt to conditions as a prisoner of war.  Some of the packages include JWTC's most demanding and best-loved event, the endurance course. The endurance course is a 3.2 mile journey that tasks Marines to navigate through every obstacle JWTC has to offer to include rope bridges, stream-crossing, and a casualty carry through the famous "peanut butter mud alley."  Throughout all the courses, the JWTC staff stays busy all year supporting the units training there. "We have 10-20 major units that come up here every year that range from the battalion to company level. We train between 7,500 _ 10,000 personnel here annually," Smith said.  Not only do the training packages offer team-building and confidence, but the environment in which they are conducted prepares Marines for any situation.  "The type of environment here is primarily single and double canopy jungle with very steep cliffs and a number of streams," Smith said. "The terrain is very demanding and challenging. You're not going to find anything like this anywhere else in the Marine Corps."  Training at JWTC is very important for any unit because it prepares them for future contingencies.  "When you're training in a very demanding environment, it makes it easier when you operate in a less-demanding environment," Smith added. "Terrain and weather have an impact on a unit's ability to accomplish its mission. Once you get to a certain level of proficiency in the environment here, it's easier to leave here and operate anywhere else."  To make sure units get the full advantage of the JWTC experience, the staff commits itself to the units' training objectives.  "The goal here is to train units to a higher level of expertise in jungle operations so they are capable of fighting in a jungle environment," Smith continued. "We're committed to that. We can tailor our training packages to give units more land navigation or survival instruction if the unit desires."  The instructors who teach the individual courses at JWTC are pulled from other units across Okinawa to serve in either a six-month rotation period or a permanent billet.  "We have an instructor's training period for six weeks that we have internally designed to teach all the required skills and teaching techniques to become an instructor," Smith said. "They are taught how to tie knots, rappel, patrol, lead a class in survival and we basically show them examples of how lessons are done in each course. The instructors are primarily noncommissioned officers and are usually FAPed (fleet assistance program) here from 3rd Marine Division units."  The Marines who work at JWTC do more than just instruct. The small cadre of devildogs serving there range from cooks and motor transportation operators to engineers and administrators.  "Currently we have 34 Marines serving here," Smith explained. "We are a little understaffed right now because of the high operation tempo of UDP units. Fleet Assistance Program Marines from UDP units make up 80 percent of JWTC's personnel."  After the jungle warfare training grounds in Fort Sherman, Panama closed in 1999, JWTC on Okinawa became the only jungle training grounds in the entire DoD by default. But as Smith claims, he and his Marines still work on becoming the best-run installation in the military.  "Jungle Warfare Training Center will always be viable to both the Marine Corps and the DoD," Smith concluded. "Not only are we committed to giving units the training they deserve, but we continually develop and hone our own basic skills to keep this place strong."
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US jungle war training is key to fight drug trafficking in Colombia – solves regional instability and Latin American democracy 

Lieutenant Colonel Thomas J. Comodeca United States Army THE NEED FOR SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES INVOLVEMENT IN THE ANDEAN REGION’S COUNTER DRUG EFFORTS April 7, 2003 accessed July 31, 2010 http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA415480//Donnie  

The US must continue to use SOFs to train participating nations to combat the illegal drug traffickers in the Andean Region and not reallocate these forces to the WOT. Although the 11 September 2001 attack on the World Trade Center was a heinous and violent event, it resulted in less than 3000 deaths. The number of drug-induced deaths in the US caused by illegal drugs in 1999 was 19,102 and the total for the twenty-year period from 1979 to 1999 was 244,904 drug-induced deaths.76 The cost of committing SOFs to reduce the risks associated with the influx of illegal drugs into the US is worth the cost if reducing the influx of illegal drugs into the country can lower the number of drug-induced deaths in the US. Due to US training and assistance, the seizure rate of cocaine bound for the US set a record of 10.6 percent in 2000, and in 2001 that record was surpassed. The number of US military personnel authorized to work counter narcotics efforts in Colombia at one time is limited to 400, including both SOFs and conventional forces. Due to the small numbers of SOFs involved, the benefit of using SOFs to train the police forces and the armed forces of the region can make a larger impact in the region than including their efforts in the WOT. The benefit of utilizing the SOF to train host-nation forces is illustrated by the success of Colombia’s DIRAN. The SOF trained DIRAN, conducted coca eradication in the Putamayo Province, reducing the coca cultivation in the province by 29 percent in 2001, while Colombia’s total coca cultivation was reduced by 11 percent during the same period. Additionally, specific language and jungle operations qualifications combined with expertise in the region makes SOFs the correct force to assist the countries in the region in their efforts to fight narcotrafficking. To divert their efforts to the WOT would reduce the capacity to train forces in the region and reduce the probability of achieving success in the Andean Region. While cocaine seizures and eradication effects were both increasing, the percent of the DOD budget allocated for the fight against illegal drugs in 2001 was only 0.4 percent. Additionally, over the last three years, the percent of the DOD budget allocated for the fight against illegal drugs averaged out to be only 0.33 percent.77 If the US efforts assist in reducing the production of illegal drugs and the influx of illegal drugs into the US, it is money well spent. The direct involvement of SOF with Andean Region militaries and police forces enhances the capabilities of these nations, providing security and stability throughout the Andean Region. From a cost-benefit perspective, it would be more beneficial to keep these SOFs engaged in the Andean Region assisting participating nations to reduce the threats in the region caused by drug trafficking, guerrillas and paramilitaries while promoting regional stability, than to reallocate to the WOT. The illegal drug trade is a transnational business and stopping its growth will require efforts from all nations in the source zones and the transit zones. The US will seek international cooperation with trusted allies to combat illegal drug production and trafficking in the Andean region. The US assistance provided to Colombia and the other countries of the Andean Region establishes the baseline for multilateral efforts to control this problem in the region. This US assistance includes special operations soldiers, military equipment, and intelligence gathering assets to conduct counter narcotics training for participating nation militaries and their national police. This assistance enhances the capabilities of the participating nations to counter the efforts of the narcotraffickers operating throughout the region. Through this assistance, the US military has started the process to develop the armed forces and the police forces of the Andean Region into effective professional forces capable of countering the threats operating in the region today. It is imperative that the US military provides assistance to Colombia and the other countries in the region to enhance their capabilities to counter the threats in the region while strengthening their ability to enforce sovereignty. Without US assistance, including the use of SOFs to conduct counterdrug training and unconventional warfare training, Colombia could not effectively combat narcotrafficking, the FARC, ELN and AUC. If the instability in Colombia continues unopposed, it will expand across international borders, impacting the whole region. These efforts on the part of DOD and the armies of the region, will promote stability in the Andean Region while protecting democracy in the region today. 

***Note:  SOF = Special Operations Forces***
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Failure of Latin American democratization causes regional proliferation and nuclear conflict

Donald Schulz, Chairman of the Political Science Department at Cleveland State University, March 2000, The United States and Latin America: Shaping an Elusive Future, p. 3&26-28, http://stinet.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA375197&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf

In short, democracy and economic integration are not simply value preferences, but are increasingly bound up with hemispheric security. To take just one example: The restoration of democracy in Brazil and Argentina and their increasingly strong and profitable relationship in Mercosur have contributed in no small degree to their decisions to forsake the development of nuclear weapons. Perceptions of threat have declined, and perceptions of the benefits of cooperation have grown, and this has permitted progress on a range of security issues from border disputes, to peacekeeping, environmental protection, counternarcotics, and the combat of organized crime. Argentina has also developed a strong bilateral defense relationship with the United States, and is now considered a non-NATO ally.
<Schulz continues>

Until recently, the primary U.S. concern about Brazil has been that it might acquire nuclear weapons and delivery systems. In the 1970s, the Brazilian military embarked on a secret program to develop an atom bomb. By the late 1980s, both Brazil and Argentina were aggressively pursuing nuclear development programs that had clear military spin-offs.54 There were powerful military and civilian advocates of developing nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles within both countries. Today, however, the situation has changed. As a result of political leadership transitions in both countries, Brazil and Argentina now appear firmly committed to restricting their nuclear programs to peaceful purposes. They have entered into various nuclear-related agreements with each other—most notably the quadripartite comprehensive safeguards agreement (1991), which permits the inspection of all their nuclear installations by the International Atomic Energy Agency—and have joined the Missile Technology Control Regime. Even so, no one can be certain about the future. As Scott Tollefson has observed: • . . the military application of Brazil’s nuclear and space programs depends less on technological considerations than on political will. While technological constraints present a formidable barrier to achieving nuclear bombs and ballistic missiles, that barrier is not insurmountable. The critical element, therefore, in determining the applications of Brazil’s nuclear and space technologies will be primarily political.55 Put simply, if changes in political leadership were instrumental in redirecting Brazil’s nuclear program towards peaceful purposes, future political upheavals could still produce a reversion to previous orientations. Civilian supremacy is not so strong that it could not be swept away by a coup, especially if the legitimacy of the current democratic experiment were to be undermined by economic crisis and growing poverty/inequality. Nor are civilian leaders necessarily less militaristic or more committed to democracy than the military. The example of Peru’s Fujimori comes immediately to mind. How serious a threat might Brazil potentially be? It has been estimated that if the nuclear plant at Angra dos Reis (Angra I) were only producing at 30 percent capacity, it could produce five 20-kiloton weapons a year. If production from other plants were included, Brazil would have a capability three times greater than India or Pakistan. Furthermore, its defense industry already has a substantial missile producing capability. On the other hand, the country has a very limited capacity to project its military power via air and sealift or to sustain its forces over long distances. And though a 1983 law authorizes significant military manpower increases (which could place Brazil at a numerical level slightly higher than France, Iran and Pakistan), such growth will be restricted by a lack of economic resources. Indeed, the development of all these military potentials has been, and will continue to be, severely constrained by a lack of money. (Which is one reason Brazil decided to engage in arms control with Argentina in the first p1ace.) In short, a restoration of Brazilian militarism, imbued with nationalistic ambitions for great power status, is not unthinkable, and such a regime could present some fairly serious problems. That government would probably need foreign as well as domestic enemies to help justify it’s existence. One obvious candidate would be the United States, which would presumably be critical of any return to dictatorial rule. Beyond this, moreover, the spectre of a predatory international community, covetous of the riches of the Amazon, could help rally political support to the regime. For years, some Brazilian military officers have been warning of “foreign intervention.” Indeed, as far back as 1991 General Antenor de Santa Cruz Abreu, then chief of the Military Command of the Amazon, threatened to transform the region into a “new Vietnam” if developed countries tried to “internationalize” the Amazon. Subsequently, in 1993, U.S.-Guyanese combined military exercises near the Brazilian border provoked an angry response from many high-ranking Brazilian officers.57 Since then, of course, U.S.-Brazilian relations have improved considerably. Nevertheless, the basic U.S./ international concerns over the Amaazon—the threat to the region’s ecology through burning and deforestation, the presence of narcotrafficking activities, the Indian question, etc.—have not disappeared, and some may very well intensify in the years ahead. At the same time, if the growing trend towards subregional economic groupings—in particular, MERCOSUR—continues, it is likely to increase competition between Southern Cone and NAFTA countries. Economic conflicts, in turn, may be expected to intensify political differences, and could lead to heightened politico-military rivalry between different blocs or coalitions in the hemisphere.
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The aff removes the JWTC – it’s part of the III Marine Expeditionary Force
Ryan D. Libbert, Marine Corporal, 2-22-2004, “Okinawa’s jungle premiere training,” Global Security, http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2004/02/mil-040222-mcn01.htm

Marines serving on Okinawa take pride in the fact that they are serving in the home of III Marine Expeditionary Force and Marine Corps Bases Japan. However, another thing that makes the military community on Okinawa unique is that it is home to the Department of Defense's only jungle warfare training grounds.  The USMC Jungle Warfare Training Center, Camp Gonsalves was established on Okinawa in the late 1950's. Since that time the 20,000 square acre-facility has seen changes in structure, curriculum, area, and name (formally titled Northern Training Area until 1998). The Marines currently serving in this isolated corner of Okinawa carry on the mission that was set for them when the facility opened in 1958, according to Lt. Col. Antonio B. Smith, commanding officer.

JWTC Good – Jungle Warfare

JWTC is key to combat effectiveness – only place in the world to train for inevitable jungle contingencies

Jerry Shaffer, E-3, USMC, 9-4-2002, “Okinawa’s jungle training center,” Leatherneck, http://www.leatherneck.com/forums/showthread.php?t=1203

Staff Sgt. Clint Thomas kept a steady pace up and down the barely discernible trail, weaving through the trees and ankle-grabbing vines until he came upon a group of Marines waiting for him near a clearing. "What kind of snake is this?" a Marine asked. Thomas strolled up and peered at the foot-long serpent. It had red, yellow and black bands running the length of its body, broken by circling black and yellow bands about every two inches. "I've never seen one like that before," Thomas said as he stuffed the snake in a plastic bag. A quick radio call to headquarters and the answer came back. "It's an Asian coral snake," crackled the radio voice. "Poisonous?" Thomas asked. The reply was as chilling as it was short. "Very," said the voice over the radio. Minutes later, a white truck pulled up, and Gunnery Sgt. Richard Smith, chief instructor for the Jungle Warfare Training Center, stepped out. He smiled as he looked toward the small snake slithering in the bag. "Yep. That's an Asian coral snake," Smith said. "Gunny, if that bit me, how far would I get before I needed help?" asked the Marine who once held the snake just inches from his face. "Three, maybe four steps," Smith said. Thomas is the assistant chief instructor at the Marine Corps' Jungle Warfare Training Center on Okinawa. It's the only area left in the Defense Department where soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines pit themselves against sheer rock drop-offs, sweltering heat and plant growth so thick it's tough to see more than 30 yards on a bright, sunny day. Thomas doesn't take the jungle lightheartedly. He believes this is one of the most inhospitable places on earth. "If you don't understand the jungle, it can be as much an enemy as someone with an AK-47," Thomas said. "Out here, you're not going to be able to drive Humvees. People get claustrophobic because some of the bamboo grows so thick." The terrain is no joke. Patrols are considered fast if they cover 200 meters in two hours. What looks like a hundred-meter pass on a map might actually be two hundred meters down, another 20 meters across a stream and another 200 straight up. Tales of 120-pound packs aren't told around here. Gear loads are quickly adjusted in the jungle. "I never carry more than 35 pounds," Thomas said. "I put it on a scale and if it's over, something's coming out." Thomas classifies his jungle gear in two categories: "must-haves" and "nice-to-haves." The nice-to-haves, he said, are usually the ones that weigh the most. Lots of water isn't necessary. It's easier to refill at the streams. The jungle has a way of making things not work, he added. Radios that transmit for miles on flat land have a tough time getting across the camp here. Marines learn fast to construct field-expedient antennae, using the trees to run wires and expanding their range. The few roads that do exist are treacherous even for four-wheel drives during downpours. "Nothing is guaranteed," Thomas said. "You've got to have the right mentality. There is no end-of-the-exercise call until you're back at the base camp." The Jungle Warfare Training Center isn't impossible, explained Capt. Carlos Barela, the center's executive officer. It's more of a wake-up call, a what-to-expect tour. "Out here, we train like Marines," Barela said. "There's no real difference in the techniques or tactics we'd use anywhere else. It's the mindset. We want to make the Marines comfortable living in the jungle. We're trying to get them over being anxious about what's out here." To do that, the center hosts several courses, including jungle leader's courses, battalion-sized drills, trauma courses for medical personnel and evasion and escape courses. Units deploying to Okinawa from California and North Carolina routinely make training here part of their deployment plan. It's a world away from the pine thickets of the East Coast and sprawling expanses of empty desert of southern California. "I'd say this is a pretty damned important place," Barela said. "This is the only training area like this left. It's easy to take big armies clashing in the desert. That's sexy, I guess, to see all that stuff blowing up in front of you. It's not the same here." The jungle is the domain of the small unit leader. Visibility is cut down to yards - at night, to inches. Communication is troublesome at best; clashes with the enemy are close and fast. "A lot of our techniques we teach here come straight out of what Marines learned in Vietnam," Barela said. "It's close terrain and close fighting." Firefights in a forest can take place within 50 meters of an enemy force, Thomas added. In the jungle, it's more likely to be 5 or 10 meters. Thomas was fielding a Jungle Warfare Leaders' Course here in July. It's a course designed to train platoon commanders and platoon sergeants in the lessons they'll be drilling into their Marines in the coming months across much of the same ground. "The terrain's crazy out here," said 1st Lt. Vance Tyler, scout-sniper platoon commander for 1st Battalion, 6th Marines. "You've got sheer drop-offs, steep fingers and bamboo all over. It's horrible for noise discipline. "Your stand-off distance is dramatically reduced," he continued. "You can walk right up on somebody and not even know it." Staff Sgt. William Terado, a machine-gun section leader for Bravo Company, 1st Battalion, 6th Marines said, "it's like taking a country boy and putting him in the city. Nothing out here is like anything we've seen." Concerns for unit effectiveness aren't just combating the enemy. Dehydration in the extreme heat is a constant threat. Improper field sanitation and "jungle-rot feet" threaten to demobilize every Marine. "You could lose half of your unit in the first day, easily," Tyler added. "This place takes a toll on you. You have to be squared away up top to handle this." That's the point, Thomas said. Instructors here aren't preaching anything new or different. They're teaching basic techniques that, without a place like this in which to practice, would atrophy. "Marines have always known this stuff," Thomas said. "But we've got to practice it, and this is the only place left where we can do it. Jungle covers nearly half the world. Sooner or later, we're going to have to fight in it."

JWTC Good – Jungle Warfare

The JWTC is key to Marine readiness and jungle war traning

Lance Cpl. Tyler J. Hlavac photographer and journalist specializing in the maries“Welcome (back) to the jungle Jungle Warfare Training Center up and running” June 22, 2007.  accessed July 31, 2010. http://www.okinawa.usmc.mil/Public%20Affairs%20Info/Archive%20News%20Pages/2007/070622-jungle.html//Donnie
The Camp Gonsalves Jungle Warfare Training Center is back in business.  The center, which is the last U.S. military facility where service members can hone the skills needed to survive in a jungle environment, took a two-month pause recently for training and facility upgrades. Now, the JWTC staff is ready to continue carrying out the mission of developing and maintaining premier, year-round instruction in the application of jungle warfare tactics and techniques, said Lt. Col. Keith Treadway, commanding officer for Camp Gonsalves and JWTC.  JWTC took on its status as the last jungle training center after the closing of the Jungle Operations Training Center in Panama in 1999. JWTC is located roughly two hours north of Camp Schwab and is composed of 20,000 acres of jungle. The center is divided into 10 training areas and a rocky beach access point.  The main training activity is the Jungle Skills Course, which is designed to allow a non-infantry unit a chance to learn jungle survival skills, said Treadway. In the course, Marines practice land navigation, patrolling, various survival techniques and mass casualty drills.  Marines test these skills at a wide variety of training sites throughout the center, including drug labs, third world villages, prisoner of war compounds and communication bunker sites. What makes JWTC relevant today is that, aside from Operations Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Freedom, 80 percent of conflicts since 1776 involving the Marine Corps have taken place in jungle or tropical regions, said Treadway. "All first term Marines know, often times, is desert training," said Staff Sgt. Brandon Graham, the JWTC staff non-commissioned officer-in charge. "Marines need to maintain skills in all environments.  "(JWTC) also gives young NCOs and junior Marines a chance to lead and build confidence, because out on the course, whoever is willing to step up, is often in charge," he added 
JWTC Good – Narcoterrorism
 JWTC is key to jungle training – key to fight narcoterorrism and the most likely conflicts
USA Today, 4-25-2002, “Quick and Violent,” http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2002/04/27/jungle-warfare.htm

Lt. Col. Zene Fearing likes having guests on his 20,000 acres of jungle. He has a lot to show off — wild pigs, poisonous snakes, exotic bugs.  There are also booby traps, a mock village and nearly two dozen helicopter landing zones.  This remote Marine Corps camp on the northern tip of Japan's Okinawa Island is the only U.S. jungle warfare training center, and plans for stepping up its operations are coming at a significant time.  While recent images of Americans in battle have focused on the deserts and mountains of Afghanistan, President Bush's decision to send Army trainers to help Philippine soldiers against guerrillas suspected of having al-Qaeda links is putting U.S. troops in the jungle again.  "There's more emphasis on jungle warfare than ever before," Fearing said. "The jungle had been somewhat neglected since the Vietnam era, and today with the turmoil that is going on in tropical regions, with narcoterrorism, guerrillas, we've taken jungle training much more seriously."  Fearing, the center's commanding officer, stressed that Marines have been training here for years, and he said plans to bolster the camp's role are not specifically related to developments in the Philippines.  The Philippines mission is being handled primarily by the Army, which is deploying hundreds of advisers to the jungle-covered mountains of Basilan Island to help Filipino troops fighting Muslim rebels.  The training center is primarily for Marines, but it is used by all branches of the U.S. military. Fearing refused to say how many personnel from other branches might be here or whether any who trained here are now in the Philippines.  Marines have historically been called on to fight in the jungle more than anywhere else — about 80 percent of all conflicts in which they have participated have been in jungle or tropical conditions.  As demonstrated by the Vietnam War and the Battle of Okinawa — one of the last and bloodiest campaigns of World War II — the jungle is a particularly difficult theater for war.  "Fighting in the jungle is more of a personal fight," Fearing said. "It's very quick and violent."

Jungle Warfare Good – Colombia Narcoterrorism/Democracy

Marines in Colombia are key to democracy and preventing narcoterrorism

Fred W. Baker, III, 4-23-2008, “U.S. Mission in Colombia,” US DOD, http://www.defense.gov/news/newsarticle.aspx?id=49662

This is the first time a JCOC has toured the U.S. Southern Command area of operations since the program began in 1948. And while most of the previous conferences have focused on shows of military might and have even featured trips to combat zones, this JCOC group is seeing more of the U.S. military’s humanitarian assistance and other aid-oriented missions, known as “soft power.”  Lee and the 47 others in the group were guided through the tour by members of the U.S. military group assigned here to help Colombia build its capabilities to fight its narco-terrorism problems. Terrorist groups in Colombia are heavily involved in narcotics production and trafficking. The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia, known as FARC, is believed to be responsible for more than half of the cocaine entering the United States, according to U.S. State Department documents.  Colombia is the size of Texas and California combined, with about 45 million people spread out over its diverse terrain. It has deserts in the north, tropical jungles in the south, high mountain ranges and two oceans on its borders.  The United States has its third-largest contingent of such military troops here, about 500, whose strategic objectives are to defend a fellow democracy, stop the flow of drugs to the United States and build a regional partnership, Army Col. Kevin Saderup, the military group commander here.  The U.S. Drug Enforcement Administration estimates that more than 80 percent of the worldwide cocaine supply and as much as 90 percent of the cocaine smuggled into the United States is produced in Colombia.  But, between 2004 and 2007, Colombian security forces interdicted almost 700 metric tons of cocaine, coca base and heroin, according to U.S. State Department records. Coca cultivation decreased by 10 percent from 2001 to 2007, while opium poppy cultivation decreased by 67 percent from 2001 to 2007.  The finale for the day was a stop at the Colombian urban counterterrorist special forces headquarters. After a briefing by the troops on the tactics, gear and weapons they use, the JCOC group donned helmets and flak vests for an up-close look at the team’s commando-style house-clearing and hostage-rescue procedures.  The group gathered on a catwalk above the four-room mock house for a bird’s eye view of the action. The scenario was a hostage situation with about 20 “bad guys.” Once the order was given, a sniper “took out” the guard and an explosion breached the entrance of the house.  With precision and speed, the four-man group went room to room, shooting targets that represented terrorists. Real ammunition was used – no blanks. More explosions rattled the helmets nearly off the heads of some JCOC participants. The hostage was recovered, and afterward the participants were able to go into the rooms and see where the rounds hit the targets.  “Those 10 minutes were worth the entire trip,” said Dirk Beveridge, president of 4th Generation Systems in Barrington, Ill. “You see it in the movies, you read about in the papers, but to experience it like that, hearing that, feeling that -- it was awesome.”  Beveridge, like Lee, said that before yesterday’s events he never thought a lot about Colombia. Now, he said, he sees a direct tie between what the U.S. forces are doing here and security in the United States for his children.  “Having a 19-year-old son and 17-year-old daughter, I am so very much appreciative of what they’re doing to help us in the United States to curb drug trafficking,” Beveridge said. “You don’t think of Colombia. You don’t know about the presence that the United States has here in Colombia. Thank God that we’ve got individuals that we met out here today to put themselves on the line to protect my 19-year-old and 17-year-old.”  Beveridge said he was most impressed by the commitment of the Colombian forces and their willingness to risk their lives to stop narco-terrorism and make their country a better place.  “These guys said they want to make Colombia a better place to live, and they are wiling to give their life for that. They are special people,” he said. “What these Colombian forces are doing [is that] they’re making the United States a better place.”  Roslyn Brock, vice chairman of the Baltomore-based National Association for the Advancement of Colored Poeple’s national board of directors, said most of her previous impressions of Colombia were based on movies.  “You see the movies about Colombia and the drug trade, and you think it’s just a country full of a bunch of drug dealers,” she said. “But … there are people who are citizens who just every day want to go to work, who are concerned about their security, concerned about quality of life and they want to do the right thing.”  Brock said that before the JCOC visit she thought mainly of the U.S. military in terms of security and defense. But now she sees that building partnerships with other agencies to help other countries and providing a variety of aid is more of a comprehensive strategy for U.S. military forces.
Jungle Warfare Good – Colombia

US involvement is guaranteed in any Venezuela-Colombia war – requires jungle warfare

John Keller, ed. in chief of Military and Aerospace Electronics Magazine, 3-3-2008, “Back to the jungle,” The Mil & Aero Blog, http://www.pennwellblogs.com/mae/2008/03/back-to-jungle-would-us-intervene-if.html

War might be coming to South America.  Venezuela President Hugo Chavez has ordered 10 tank battalions to his border with Columbia, and put his air force under emergency standby, according to a story in the Daily Mail of London entitled U.S. could intervene as Chavez prepares for war on Columbia. Venezuela also has closed the Columbian embassy in its capital of Caracas.  Chavez, it seems, objects to Columbia's sending soldiers into neighboring Ecuador to fight guerilla soldiers hostile to the Columbian government. Chavez, moreover, is telling Columbia not to chase anti-Columbia guerrillas into Venezuela, warning that such an act would be "cause for war."  Let's remember that the Venezuela-Columbia border is just a thousand miles south of Miami, and less than 500 miles from the strategically important Panama Canal. Could the U.S. stand by if Columbia and Venezuela were to go to war? I think the answer is, probably not -- especially if such a war were to escalate quickly.  Columbia borders on Panama, and is only about 150 miles from the Panama Canal at its closest point. The Canal is one of the most strategically important places in the world. It is key to U.S. capability to move naval forces quickly between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans.  There is little doubt that the United States would intervene quickly in any conflict if U.S. access to the Canal were threatened. Chances of U.S. intervention lessen if the Canal is not part of the equation, yet Venezuela's oil reserves, which many consider to be a strategic asset, undoubtedly will play a role in U.S. decision making.  That's just what we would need -- an armed conflict in the tropical jungles of South America, just as the U.S. seems ready to start drawing down its military commitment in Iraq. It's interesting to glance at the world map and notice that northern Columbia and Venezuela are roughly at the same latitude as Vietnam.

Jungle Warfare Good – FARC

Fighting FARC requires jungle warfare skills

Matthew Bristow, 7-6-2008, “Rescue of hostages may stir FARC’s wrath,” Miami Herald, http://www.mail-archive.com/osint@yahoogroups.com/msg56385.html

This remote ranching and jungle region 200 miles south of Bogotá is one of the historic heartlands of the Marxist rebel group, the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia, which continues to control large swaths of territory despite recent advances by the Colombian military.  The dramatic rescue last week of their most valuable hostages by Colombian soldiers disguised as guerrillas is a devastating humiliation for the insurgency, known as the FARC. Four of the 15 rescued hostages, particularly former presidential candidate Ingrid Betancourt and the three American contractors, were the FARC's main bargaining chip in any possible negotiation with the Colombian or U.S. governments.  FEAR OF BACKLASH  With the hostages free, Guaviare residents are bracing for a FARC backlash, as the rebels try to recover their military pride. Police officials here say they are checking into reports that the guerrillas have executed 16 of their own people so far.  ''We can't deny that this might cause public order problems in Guaviare,'' Giovanny Gómez, a local politician in Guaviare's regional assembly, told The Miami Herald on Saturday. ``We still don't know how the FARC is going to react. Those of us who work in political institutions travel frequently to rural areas, but now that's going to be restricted.''  People in areas controlled by the FARC believe they will now lash out as a way of reasserting their presence. They spoke on condition that their full names not be published for fear of reprisals.  ''If you are working in health or education you can travel to the deepest corners of Guaviare,'' said Maria, a local official who recently visited Tomachipán, the town closest to the coca plantation where the hostages were rescued on Wednesday. ``For anyone else to enter that area it is very complicated. . . . Now everyone is frightened to travel. We want to stay alive.''  Orlando, who lives in a FARC-controlled area close to the rescue site, and who frequently meets FARC guerrillas passing through the zone, said: ``There are a lot of rumors that they are already preparing to retaliate against the army.''  Orlando said that the guerrillas ''seemed very active'' for a time following the Colombian military's killing of senior guerrilla leader Raúl Reyes in a bombing raid in March. But they did not act out against residents.  But many are concerned retaliation will come this time.  NO PROBLEMS YET  ''Since the rescue there haven't been any public order problems -- not yet,'' said Pedro, a local government official in a rural area of Guaviare. ``They were blowing up bridges four or five years ago, but they haven't blown up energy towers, as they do in other parts of the country.  ``I'm afraid the FARC could do something against us in retaliation. We have to be prudent, and be careful about going to areas where the people don't know us.''  Pedro said the FARC, which uses cocaine trafficking as a source of income, has shown their might in previous years.  ''In 2001, they had a very strong presence. They would stop us and search us, and if they found coca paste (unrefined cocaine) the most likely thing is that they would shoot you,'' he said. ``There were a lot of deaths because of that. The FARC has a monopoly [on coca paste] but other people pay better, and the guerrillas often take the coca away on credit and pay a couple of months later.''  The Colombian province of Guaviare is only a 50-minute flight from the capital city of Bogotá. But it is a different world.  Travelers to this region from Bogotá take off from a shiny new airport, with its Dunkin' Donuts outlet and flights to Miami and Houston, to land in Colombia's sweltering ''llanos'' or plains. It is home to six indigenous tribes, where men wear broad hats and ponchos. More than a quarter of the population in the provincial capital are ''displaced persons'' -- civilians who have fled the violence of the four-decade-old war -- and much of the economy revolves around the cultivation of the coca plant.  Long a rebel stronghold that functioned in fear, locals had been able to move more freely recently as a result of government intervention that has pushed the FARC further into the jungle.  ''This year we've had the opportunity to arrive in areas that the state has never been before,'' Gómez said. ``The police have provided us with escorts, and we've been going out into remote areas of the countryside. But, right now, it is better to stay in the town for security's sake because we don't know if the guerrillas might target these kind of trips.  ``Unless the army can guarantee our safety, we are going to sit tight.''  In recent months, there has not been any kind of FARC action against teachers, health workers or other public officials in Guaviare, Gómez said.  ''Up to now, thank God, they have respected the humanitarian nature of these kind of services. This year it has even been possible to go out into the countryside and do road maintenance,'' he said. ``In the past, the guerrillas would destroy machinery belonging to the local government, or steal it.''  It is not clear whether the guerrillas stopped these kinds of attacks because it was costing them support with local people, or because they no longer maintain the strong presence they once did in these areas.  But this much is clear: The FARC is not the force it once was in Guaviare.  When President Alvaro Uribe was elected in 2002, the U.S. ally implemented a policy of ''democratic security,'' which involved massively increasing the strength of the country's armed forces with the aim of extending government control to areas like Guaviare, where the state has traditionally had little or no presence. FARC's power in the provincial capital San Jose del Guaviare has diminished to such an extent that U.S. contractors working at local military bases now drive around the town and visit bars and coffee shops without bodyguards.  JUNGLE WARFARE  But fighting the FARC on cattle-ranching land close to the town is another matter than fighting them deep inside the triple-canopy rain forest that covers most of the province.  ''Any combat gets decided in the first five minutes,'' said Colombian Army Maj. Ricardo Lozano, head of an anti-guerrilla battalion. ``You can't see more than 30 meters. You can't pursue them. You can't go more than 3-6 kilometers a day in those conditions. When it's raining you are often walking knee-deep in water. The trees are huge, there is no light.''  And FARC's 1st Front, which operates in the area and was the guerrilla unit responsible for guarding the hostages, are experts in mines and IEDs, the major said. The guerrillas claim to have about 70 fronts, but some of them are really small or defunct. In Guaviare, four main fronts operate -- the 1st, the 7th, the 27th and the 44th.  The jungle terrain here is brutal. After 5 p.m., the jungle air is thick with clouds of mosquitoes, and Lozano's skin is covered in bites. He estimates that in a four-month tour of duty, 15 out of every 100 of his troops will be hit by leishmaniasis, a skin-eating disease transmitted by flies.
FARC is mostly in the jungle

Jeremy McDermott, 5-27-2009, “Oldest insurgent force marches on,” BBC, http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/8068548.stm

The Farc have two other crucial advantages which they maximise: topography perfectly suited to guerrilla warfare, and long borders with nations not interested in, or unable to crack down on, rebel activity.  Colombia could not have been designed any better for an insurgent force. It has three mountains ranges that trisect the country and the lower levels are coated in dense jungle.  Like the Taliban in Pakistan and the Vietcong in Cambodia, the Farc use the border regions, mostly impenetrable jungle, to rest and recuperate, plan attacks and get supplies and weapons, all out of reach of the Colombian security forces.

Drug Trafficking Bad – AIDS
Drug trafficking causes AIDS

Alan Dupont, Director, Asia-Pacific security program at the Australian National University’s Strategic and Defence Studies Centre. “HIV/AIDS: A Major International Security Issue,” 2001 www.ausaid.gov.au/publications/pdf/security.pdf

HIV/AIDS flourishes in conditions that are conducive to war and conflict. If HIV continues to proliferate, as seems likely, the virus will threaten the national security interests of afflicted states, the region’s collective security interests, and the lives of millions of people. States weakened by HIV/AIDS could become a significant source of regional instability — creating anxieties that they may facilitate the spread of the disease, drugs and organised crime into neighbouring countries. Although HIV/AIDS would exist without crime, narcotics trafficking and the sex trade, these activities have been critical to its spread. As rates of heroin use increase, unprotected sex between injecting drug users and their partners — who may include sex workers — facilitates HIV transmission. HIV/AIDS–ravaged countries become ever more vulnerable to the predations of organised crime and the cycle intensifies as it is repeated. 
Drug trafficking is overwhelmingly responsible for the spread of AIDs

BBC News Online, “Aids explodes on trafficking routes,” 15 June, 2000, http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/asia-pacific/778609.stm

About a year ago, researcher Chris Beyrer predicted a new outbreak of the Aids epidemic in a remote and seemingly unlikely area - Almaty, in Kazakhstan, Central Asia.   He did it simply by looking at a map.   Dr Beyrer led a study looking at the link between drug trafficking routes in Asia and outbreaks of infection of HIV, the virus that leads to Aids.   "On the map, the most logical place where one of the routes would continue was Almaty," explained the director of the John Hopkins Fogarty International Aids training and research programme in the United States.       The risk of HIV being transmitted among dug injectors sharing needles is very high  "I said, 'Give it a year'.   "Six months later, I got an e-mail from a colleague in the UN saying there was a big outbreak there."   Dr Beyrer's study found "about a 100%" likelihood that an uptake of heroin use, followed by explosive outbreaks of HIV infection, would occur in communities living along drug smuggling routes.   Many of the communities are poor and unprepared to cope with an epidemic.   "The sad news is that it looks like when heroin is widely available and cheap, people start using it," he said.   "People would like to say it's a social problem, that it's personal, but we've found no community immune."   Rapid infection   Dr Beyrer said the new epidemics spread rapidly, with HIV infection rates among drug injectors leaping from 1% to 40% in just one year.   Two remote towns on drug trafficking routes recently hit by HIV outbreaks include Irkutsk, in southern Siberia, and Urumchi, the capital of China's Xinjiang province.       Remote towns in China now face an HIV epidemic  "Urumchi is a remote place, not considered to be at risk for any reason. Yet it has the second highest HIV prevalence rate in China after Yunnan," said Dr Beyrer.   Irkutsk also has the second highest prevalence rate in Russia.   Drug use lies behind the majority of HIV infections in China, Vietnam and Malaysia, accounting for well over 60 per cent of infections, official figures report.   And in many areas in Asia, including Thailand which has over 800,000 people with HIV, the epidemics began among drug injectors before spreading to the general population.   Fingerprinting the virus   The researchers tracked different strains of HIV in infected people living on four drug trafficking routes out of Burma.   "We looked at genetic sequencing, which is rather like fingerprinting.       Burma's drug trade is fuelling addiction as well as an HIV epidemic in Asia  "Then when we overlaid the map of HIV sub-types and heroin routes, we got the same map," Dr Beyrer said.   "In Urumchi, everyone studied had a virus extremely closely-related. We identified it from the outbreak in Yunnan."   Trafficking routes lead from Burma into Yunnan - the neighbouring province of China - then go either east to Nanning or Hong Kong, or north to Urumchi.   The US State Department says Burma produces about 80% of south-east Asia's heroin.   Potential disaster   Dr Beyrer warned of a "potential public health disaster" as HIV infection spreads from drug injectors to the wider community through sexual contact.   He said most countries affected "didn't care about drug users" and simply incarcerated them.   
Drug Trafficking Bad – Terrorism
Drug trafficking supports terrorism

DEA, 2002, http://www.dea.gov/pubs/intel/02039/02039.html

Terrorist organizations use a number of sources to garner funds for their activities, such as petty crimes, kidnap-for-ransom, charities, sympathizers, front companies, and drug trafficking. Most of the known terrorist organizations use several of these methods to collect funding, while preferring particular methods to others. Drug trafficking is among the most profitable sources. According to the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP), Americans alone spend an estimated $64 billion on illegal drugs annually. Drug trafficking has always been a profitable means for criminal organizations to further or fund their activities. The complicity of terrorist groups in drug trafficking varies from group to group and region to region. In the broadest sense, some terrorist groups may be involved in all aspects of the drug trade, form cultivation, production, transportation, and wholesale distribution to money laundering. These groups may also provide security for drug traffickers transporting their product through territory controlled by terrorist organizations or their supporters. Finally, in some cases, terrorist groups or their supporters may require a “tax” to be paid on illicit products., or passage through controlled territory. No matter which form it takes, or the level of involvement in drug trafficking, many terrorist groups are using drug money to fund their activities and perpetrate violence against governments and people around the world.
Drug trafficking funds terrorism

Steven McCraw, Deputy Assistant Director Investigative Services Division Federal Bureau of Investigation on Organized Crime, Drug Trafficking and Terrorist Acts, 2000, http://www.fbi.gov/congress00/mccraw.htm

The threat of terrorism to America continues worldwide. The increasingly prominent U.S. role in international peacekeeping, diplomacy and business has increased America’s visibility and vulnerability and encouraged increased levels of activities by terrorist groups. While there is no evidence of narco-terrorism within the United States, intelligence has revealed that some terrorist organizations, such as Columbia’s FARC, and to a lesser extent the National Liberation Army (ELN), support their activities through funds acquired as the result of their protection of drug traffickers or the distribution of drugs in Columbia. These terrorists also target U.S. interests in their country. For example, in January 1993, three U.S. missionaries were kidnapped from a village in Panama by members of the FARC and remain missing. In February of last year, three U.S. citizens who were working in Colombia were kidnapped by suspected members of the FARC. These Americans were later executed in Venezuela.
Drug Trafficking Bad – Systemic Death

Failing at stopping drug trafficking causes systemic death in the US 

Lieutenant Colonel Thomas J. Comodeca United States Army THE NEED FOR SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES INVOLVEMENT IN THE ANDEAN REGION’S COUNTER DRUG EFFORTS April 7, 2003 accessed July 31, 2010 http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA415480//Donnie  

US assistance provided by DOD effectively contributes to US strategy to curb the illicit drug production and trafficking of the region. Successful operations conducted by the governments of Colombia and other Andean Region countries against illegal drug production and drug trafficking resulted in a decrease in the amount of drugs reaching the US. The US assisted eradication efforts in Peru, Bolivia, and Colombia made an impact on the amount of drugs produced in all source countries. Although the US-assisted efforts have not achieved total elimination of drug crops, any reduction in the influx of illegal drugs into the US has the potential to save both lives of US citizens and money which is lost paying the large bill incurred due to the impact illegal drugs have upon the US. The US strives to enhance the counterdrug capabilities of the region and to reduce the impact of the narcotraffickers and the guerrilla forces operating in the region. By working towards accomplishing these objectives and reducing the flow of illegal drugs into the US, the benefits of such a reduction can also be experienced within the borders of the US. It is undeniable that drug abuse and illegal drug trafficking are valid threats to the citizens of the US and have already imparted great damage upon the people and the social institutions of the country at a significant cost. The US incurs a large overall cost due to the country’s drug problem, and the US can ill afford to reduce their efforts fighting the illicit drug traffickers. If efforts are reduced, the costs to the US due to the illegal drug problem can only be expected to increase. Given the magnitude of the cost and the drug threat to the US population, it would seem illogical for DOD to reduce their efforts. Any decrease in efforts would magnify the detrimental effects the influx of illegal drugs has upon the US. 79 
Drug Trafficking Bad – FARC/Terrorism

FARC affiliation with drug lords fosters terrorism
Mauro 10. “FARC Cashes in on Mexican Drug War.” (Ryan Mauro is the founder of WorldThreats.com, National Security Advisor to the Christian Action Network, and an intelligence analyst with the Asymmetric Warfare and Intelligence Center. June 8, 2010.) http://frontpagemag.com/2010/06/08/farc-cashes-in-on-mexican-drug-war/

Mexico’s drug war is still raging, with over 22,000 people having been killed since 2006. Now, the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia, often referred to as the FARC, are teaming up with the drug lords. The Marxist terrorist group’s ties to Hugo Chavez of Venezuela and other organizations make the conflict to the south a major threat to the United States. The violence in Mexico is severe. In the first two days of May, 25 people were killed in Chihuahua, with several of the murders happening in Ciudad Juarez. As the month of May began, 62 people had been killed in the city over the previous week, bringing the total to 850 lives lost in that city alone in 2010. Last year, the Joint Forces Command warned that Mexico and Pakistan were the two countries most at risk of “rapid and sudden collapse.” There have been arrests of high-profile drug lords, but the violence and corruption continues. The latest arrest of Mario Ernesto Villanueva Madrid revealed how deeply he had corrupted Mexican law enforcement. Documents captured after his arrest found that he was bribing those commanding the police and soldiers searching him, which explains how he was able to avoid capture for 11 years. The New York Times described Madrid as running “a sophisticated counterintelligence operation.” The drug lords are growing bolder, and instead of opening fire when they are pursued, they are now on the offensive. They are directly attacking the police, soldiers, and those serving the government. Dr. Maria Velez de Berliner, the President of the Latin Intelligence Corporation, told FrontPage that the brutality of the Mexican drug lords now surpasses that of the Colombian drug traffickers, which is quite a feat. “If this situation continues, the time will probably come when Mexico will replace Colombia as the largest producer and exporter of cocaine,” she said. Now, it is known that the FARC is teaming up with the drug lords, offering a major source of income for their own operations and potentially providing the criminals with the military expertise they need to further destabilize Mexico. The FARC connection also gives Hugo Chavez the ability to covertly attack Mexico and the United States and gain intelligence. It also means that other terrorist groups that are connected to FARC or the drug lords have the ability to send arms and operatives into the U.S. if they are willing to pay for it. The leader of the FARC until 2008, the late Raul Reyes, is now known to have written a letter to his top commanders confirming that a relationship with the Mexican drug lords existed. He was enthusiastic about the new partnership, saying it would allow them to double their profits. It is estimated that FARC already makes $1 billion annually through its work with drug lords. According to Michael Braum, a former operations chief for the Drug Enforcement Agency, the Mexican criminals want to buy “multiton quantities of cocaine directly from South America.” Dr. Maria Velez de Berliner said that the “FARC is not interested in attacking the U.S, they don’t have the field capability to do so.” However, she warns that FARC’s business with other terrorists and drug traffickers does threaten the U.S.

Colombia Key Narcoterrorism

Colombia is the hotspot for narco-terrorism

Jane’s Intelligence Review, 6-1-1998, “Narco-Terrorism,” http://www.janes.com/articles/Janes-Intelligence-Review-98/NARCO-TERRORISM.html

A final dimension of the illicit trade in heroin and cocaine that is eliciting growing concern is the use of terrorism by drug lords for specific political purposes. Generally such violence is employed in an attempt to force advantageous (or curtail disadvantageous) changes in the law. To date, most narco-terrorism has taken place in Colombia where both the Medellin and Cali cartels have resorted to various acts of random violence in response to government anti-narcotic efforts. By the end of 1993, drug-related violence had cost the country the lives of an attorney general, a justice minister, three presidential candidates, more than 200 judges, 30 kidnap victims, at least 1,000 policemen and countless civilians. Some of the acts of terrorism carried out by the Colombian cartels have been particularly destructive. In 1989, the Medellin cartel took responsibility, using the name `the extraditables', for the mid-air destruction of a Colombian jet which resulted in the deaths of all 107 aboard. The attack was intended to dissuade the government from extraditing the country's 12 most wanted drug lords to the USA. More recently, in February 1993, the late Pablo Escobar publicly announced a campaign of violence to pressure the government into granting immunity to drug traffickers. Immediately following the declaration, a series of attacks were carried out in several Colombian cities. They were claimed by the Antioquia Rebel Movement, a flag of convenience for the Medellin cartel. It led to three car bombings in Bogota and Medellin which left 20 people dead (including five children) and 60 others seriously wounded. Russia and Italy provide two further examples of states that have been seriously afflicted by narco-terrorism in recent years. In Russia,

Failing at counter narcotics in Colombia spills over everywhere 

Lieutenant Colonel Thomas J. Comodeca United States Army THE NEED FOR SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES INVOLVEMENT IN THE ANDEAN REGION’S COUNTER DRUG EFFORTS April 7, 2003 accessed July 31, 2010 http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA415480//Donnie  

The involvement of the US is required to assist Colombia to preserve its existence as a democratic state. We cannot afford to sit back and allow Colombia to become the first “domino” leading to the destabilization of the whole region. We must stay engaged with the government of Colombia and other participating nations of the region and assist them as they fight against the subversive elements involved in the illegal drug business causing instability in the region. The reduction of these efforts through the Pentagon’s efforts to scale back its effort to combat international drug trafficking would reduce any chance of stabilizing the Andean Region. 
Colombia Key Terrorism

Colombian narcoterrorism is key to international terrorism – links up outside the region

Eric Rosand, et al., Center on Global Counterterrorism Coop., September 2008, “Implementing the UN Global Counter-Terrorism Strategy,” http://www.humansecuritygateway.info/documents/CGCC_ImplementingUNCounter-Terrorism_LatinAmerica-Caribbean.pdf

The illicit production and sale of drugs in certain parts of Latin America is a severe and destabilizing threat in the region and beyond, as it provides revenue for criminal elements, involves many of the same illicit networks used by terrorists, and more generally contributes to the degradation of government control and the rule of law.21 According to the U.S. Department of State, “[T]errorism in the Western Hemisphere [is] primarily perpetrated by narco-terrorist organizations based in Colombia and by the remnants of radical leftist Andean groups.”22 For example, rebel groups in Colombia, most notably the FARC and the National Liberation Army, control large swaths of territory and have been estimated to generate hundreds of millions of dollars of revenue per year.23 These groups and insurgent groups in other parts of the region, including the Shining Path in Peru, are on the U.S. Department of State’s list of foreign terrorist organizations; and U.S. officials often express concern over alleged links between these groups and terrorist organizations located outside the region, such as Hezbollah.

Colombia Impact – AT:  US Won’t Get Involved
US will get involved militarily in regional conflicts in Latin America – view it as a threat to hegemony

Angel Guerra Cabrera, 9-11-2009, “The Militarization of Latin America,” WorldMeetsUS, http://worldmeets.us/lajornada000113.shtml

Such a use of force isn't new: the United States has systematically done so before, with its plans to destabilize the revolutionary process in Venezuela, Bolivia and Ecuador, as it has for half a century against Cuba - which includes its cruel blockade. The novelty this time is the return to an emphasis on military action that hasn't been seen in Latin America since the invasions of Granada and Panama in the 1980s - which already places the Obama presidency ahead of Bush in terms of militarizing the region.      The long series of political victories - electoral and non-electoral - of popular and progressive movements and governments in the region, the region's progress and social transformation and, above all, continental unity and integration symbolized by the emergence of Bolivarian Alliance for the Americas, the Union of South American Nations, Petrocaribe, the Bank of the South and Telesur, as well as the proven capacity of the region’s governments to deal with or act against imperial dictates, like the Yankee-Uribista [U.S.-Colombia] aggression against Ecuador or the attempted separatist coup d’état against Evo Morales, constitute a serious and unprecedented setback for U.S. hegemony in the region. This seems to have dragged the dominant groups in the U.S. to conclude that they've lost the political battle for the Latin American masses and are left with no solution but to back with force the (few) allied states they have left, or as a last resort, use its own forces.   
Colombia Impact – Yes Colombia-Venezuela War

Colombia and Venezuela are on the brink of war

Juan Forero, 7-31-2010, “Colombia-Venezuela rift said to be close to war,” Washington Post, http://www.dallasnews.com/sharedcontent/dws/news/world/stories/DN-latam_31int.ART.State.Edition1.35dca3a.html

South American leaders who gathered for an emergency meeting were unable to resolve a crisis that began when the Colombian government accused Venezuelan President Hugo Chávez of aiding Colombian guerrillas.  "A package of lies and manipulations with which to attack our country," Venezuelan Foreign Minister Nicolas Maduro said after diplomats from across the continent gathered in Ecuador on Thursday.  On July 22, after the accusations were made, Chávez severed diplomatic relations with Colombia and warned that the probability of war with Colombia was higher than it had been in "many years, I'd say 100 years."  Their inability to find common ground between Colombia, a close U.S. ally, and Chávez's socialist administration leaves relations between the two Andean neighbors in tatters in the waning days of Colombian President Álvaro Uribe's eight-year presidency.

Colombia-Venezuela relations are at a new low – risk of war is high because of Venezuelan involvement with FARC
BBC, 7-25-2010, “Unasur leaders to debate,” http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-latin-america-10754663

The South American regional group Unasur has called a special meeting to address the breakdown in relations between Venezuela and Colombia.  Foreign ministers will meet in Ecuador next week to discuss the crisis, triggered by Colombia's claim that Venezuela harbours Colombian rebels.  Venezuela denies this, and has broken off diplomatic relations with Colombia.  President Hugo Chavez also ordered the military to be on maximum alert on Venezuela's border with Colombia. Mr Chavez has accused Colombia of trying to create a pretext for US military intervention against him.  However, Colombia says it has detailed evidence that Farc and ELN rebels are operating from bases inside Venezuela.  Bolivian President Evo Morales, who called for the Unasur meeting, said relations had deteriorated to such a point that "a war is in the making", and that Unasur "should not allow that war to happen between brother countries".  US State Department spokesman Philip Crowley told reporters that Mr Chavez' decision on Thursday to sever all diplomatic relations with Colombia and put border troops on alert was "a petulant response".  But Venezuela's Defence Minister Carlos Mata said the army was ready to "give a robust response" if Colombian forces attacked.  The issue over whether Venezuela has rebels on its territory has dogged ties between the two South American nations for the past eight years.  The latest exchange plunges bilateral relations to a new low.
Colombia Impact – US Escalation

US will get involved in Columbia-Venezuela war

Philip Giraldi, 7-31-2010, “Wagging El Perro,” American Conservative, http://www.amconmag.com/blog/2010/07/31/wagging-el-perro/

The US media is not paying much attention to the growing crisis between Venezuela and Colombia, presumably because it would detract from the excitement of the Clinton wedding.  Both countries have moved troops up to the border and are only an “accident” removed from shooting at each other.  It would be the first actual war in the Western Hemisphere since Ecuador and Peru faced off some years back.   But the interesting subplot is how the US is involved because of Colombia’s status as client state and surrogate for Washington in the Andes region.  Two weeks ago, Colombia produced evidence at an Organization of American States meeting tying Venezuela to support of Colombian terrorist groups.  The Chavez government’s support of FARC in particular has been well documented for several years, but everyone is leery of getting too confrontational with oil producer Venezuela lest another gas price shock be unleashed.  So one has to wonder at the timing of the Colombian revelation, three weeks before President Alvaro Uribe is due to be replaced by his former defense minister, who has pledged that the restoration of good relations with Caracas will be a prime objective of his new government.  Uribe is clearly trying to get one last jab in against Chavez, whom he hates, and Chavez is describing the entire crisis as a by product of Yankee imperialism.  He has threatened to cut off all oil bound for the US.  Washington reportedly begged Colombia not to go to the OAS with the information on Chavez and the terrorists, but  Uribe refused to back down.  So the United States is at the mercy of the behavior of a client state that is of little or no importance.  It does something stupid or provocative and the US gets bundled into the crisis, like it or not.  It is the inherent danger in having too many commitments around the world, most of which do not matter a bit and can become real liabilities in the blink of an eye.  One might note in passing that the US military presence in Colombia, which has been a red flag waved in Chavez’ face, is part of the war on drugs, a war that Washington has been losing for thirty years, even longer than the wars currently being lost in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Colombia Impact – No FARC

FARC is dying out – we’re winning the war

Jeremy McDermott, 5-27-2009, “Oldest insurgent force marches on,” BBC, http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/8068548.stm

"The Farc are at their worst point in 45 years of fighting," said Alfredo Rangel, head of the Bogota think-tank Security and Democracy.  "Up until recently they had always been growing, in numbers and territory. Now they are being driven back, and their numbers are falling. They are in terminal decline."  Yet while the Tamil Tigers, one of the most brutal and innovative insurgencies, are crushed and the Nepalese Maoists opt for the political route (at least for the moment), the Farc remain committed to their increasingly improbable aim of overthrowing the state and imposing a socialist regime.  Its members are motivated neither by religion or ethnicity. The Farc are a throwback to the 1960s, when Cuban-inspired insurgent groups sprang up in South and then Central America.

Colombia Impact – AT:  FARC Totally Dead

FARC isn’t dead yet

Jeremy McDermott, 5-27-2009, “Oldest insurgent force marches on,” BBC, http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/8068548.stm

Yet the Farc are far from defeated. They have new leaders, including a bespectacled and bearded anthropologist known by the alias Alfonso Cano, long the movement's ideologue, a committed Marxist Leninist and hardliner.  He has now established his control over the movement, since the death last March of Marulanda, and delivered his new strategy for the rebels, called Plan Rebirth.  The Farc have stepped up their campaign, with more attacks so far this year than any year since 2003.  And the rebels are trying to move away from their peasant roots and project themselves into Colombia's cities, aided by training from international groups like the Provisional IRA and the Basque separatist group Eta.

Colombia Impact – Readiness Impact

Weak military worse than no military – leads to great power wars

Feaver 3

Professor of Political Science at Duke, Peter D., Armed Services: Agency, Oversight, and Civil-Military Relations, p.213

The civil-military problematique is so vexing because it involves balancing two vital and potentially conflicting societal desiderata. On the one hand, the military must be strong enough to prevail in war. One purpose behind establishing the military in the first place is the need, or perceived need, for military force, either to attack other groups or to ward off attacks by others. Like an automobiles airbag, the military primarily exists as a guard against disaster. It should be always ready even if it is never used. Moreover, military strength should be sized appropriately to meet the threats confronting the polity. It serves no purpose to establish a protection force and then to vitiate it to the point where it can no longer protect. Indeed, an inadequate military institution may be worse than none at all. It could be a paper tiger inviting outside aggression strong enough in appearance to threaten powerful enemies but not strong enough in fact to defend against their predations. Alternatively, it could lull leaders into a false confidence, leading them to rash behavior and then failing in the ultimate military contest.
Readiness solves war 

Jack Spencer is a Research Fellow in Nuclear Energy Policy at The Heritage Foundation's Roe Institute for Economic Policy Studies. “The Facts About Military Readiness” Sep. 15, 2k. accessed July 31, 2010 http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2000/09/BG1394-The-Facts-About-Military-Readiness//Donnie
Military readiness is vital because declines in America's military readiness signal to the rest of the world that the United States is not prepared to defend its interests. Therefore, potentially hostile nations will be more likely to lash out against American allies and interests, inevitably leading to U.S. involvement in combat. A high state of military readiness is more likely to deter potentially hostile nations from acting aggressively in regions of vital national interest, thereby preserving peace.
Latin American Democracy Good – Prolif/War

Latin american democracy is necessary to prevent regional prolif and war

Fargo 4 [Jeffrey, national security affairs fellow at the Hoover Institution, Hoover Digest, 2004, no. 3, http://www.hoover.org/publications/digest/3020711.html]

In short, democracy and economic integration are not simply value preferences, but are increasingly bound up with hemispheric security. To take just one example: The restoration of democracy in Brazil and Argentina and their increasingly strong and profitable relationship in Mercosur have contributed in no small degree to their decisions to forsake the development of nuclear weapons. Perceptions of threat have declined, and perceptions of the benefits of cooperation have grown, and this has permitted progress on a range of security issues from border disputes, to peacekeeping, environmental protection, counternarcotics, and the combat of organized crime. Argentina has also developed a strong bilateral defense relationship with the United States, and is now considered a non-NATO ally. This leads us to those interests which are most commonly defined as “vital”—i.e., the need to prevent or contain direct threats to the “survival, safety and vitality of our nation,” including the “physical security of our territory and that of our allies, the safety of our citizens, our economic well-being and the protection of our critical infrastructure.” 7 The most obvious threat of this kind would arise from the possession of Weapons of Mass Destruction by a hostile government or terrorist organization. The closest this hemisphere has come to such a scenario was during the Cuban Missile Crisis, though more recently there was concern about the spread of such weapons to the Southern Cone. That danger has been at least temporarily alleviated, however, with the result that the short- to medium- term threat from national governments is virtually nil. In military terms, the United States today is the undisputed hegemonic power in the hemisphere.

Latin American Democracy Good – Environment

Latin American democratization leads to environmental protection

Jamie Elizabeth Jacobs, Professor of Political Science at West Virginia University, Winter 2002, Latin American Politics & Society, p. 59-60

In Brazil and other Latin American countries attempting to strengthen democracy, the mobilization of civil society forms a widely recognized part of that democratization. Part of this mobilization may be participation in ecological movements and other social movements and civic organizations. Though environmentalism cannot be relied on as a driving factor for democratization in general, it can be seen as an important component of the changes taking place in the politics and society of transitional democracies (Hicks 1996). Political participation and interest in environmental policy at the grassroots involves people in the struggle for citizenship, rights and government accountability in the democratic process.

That’s key to protecting half the world’s biodiversity

WWF, 11-13-2005, http://www.panda.org/about_wwf/where_we_work/latin_america_and_caribbean/problems/index.cfm

The Latin America and Caribbean (LAC) region embraces almost half of the world's diversity of plant and animal species and half of the world's tropical forests. Yet the rate of destruction of freshwater, marine and especially forest habitat could seriously impact both biodiversity and forest cover. According to various sources, Brazil loses around 1% of its forests annually, while Paraguay, if it continues at its present rate of forest destruction, will have virtually no native forests left in 25 years from now. Among the threats behind environmental destruction and degradation in the LAC region are the lack of policy frameworks to support sustainable development and natural resource preservation; political instability and civil unrest; inability of some institutional and governmental entities to establish and enforce legislation impacting nature conservation; economic downturn; poverty and inequality. 
Biodiversity is key to prevent extinction

Les Kaufman, Chief Scientist at Edgerton Research Lab, 1993 THE LAST EXTINCTION, p. 4 MDP
The fourth argument for preserving biological diversity is the simplest: Our lives depend on it. We are part of a common fabric of life. Our survival is dependent on the integrity of this fabric, for the loss of a few critical threads could lead to a quick unraveling of the whole. We know that there have been previous mass extinctions, through which some life survived. As for our own chances of surviving this mass extinction, there can be no promises. If the Grim Reaper plays any favorites at all, then it would seem to be a special fondness for striking down dominant organisms in their prime. David Joblinski examines the fates of rudist dames, mammalike reptiles, dinosaurs, and a host of other scintillating but doomed creatures in his essay. Humans are now the dominant creatures, at least in terms of their influence. So, lest history bear false witness and barring some serious conservation efforts on our part, this mass extinction could well be the last one that we will ever know about.
Latin American Democracy Good – Economy
Failure of Latin American democratization destabilizes the region

Donald E. Schulz, professor of political science at Cleveland State University, Spring 2001, Parameters

The first theme concerns the importance of democracy for US interests. Unfortunately, terrorism cannot be restricted to the violence of non-state actors. Latin American history is replete with episodes of state terrorism. Often, indeed, state terrorism has been a major contributor to the rise of guerrilla movements, as for instance in the Central American wars of the 1970s and 1980s. [1] In those cases, democratic transitions became a critical factor in defusing civil war. Today, democracy continues to serve as an important legitimizing force, inhibiting both state and non-state terrorism. Its decline would have ominous implications for the region's political stability.

Latin American instability collapses the U.S. economy

Boris Saavedra, retired Brigadier General in the Venezuelan Air Force, Fall 2003, Security and Defense Studies Review, http://www.ndu.edu/chds/journal/PDF/2003-0403/Saavedra-article.pdf, p. 215

The United States shares with its Latin American neighbors an increasingly and vitally important financial, commercial, and security partnership. Any kind of political-economic-social-security deterioration in the region will profoundly affect the health of the U.S. economy—and the concomitant power to act in the global security arena.
Latin American Democracy Good – Global Democracy

Latin American democracy key to global democracy

Hillman 2
Richard S., Ph.D., Professor and Director, Institute for the Study of Democracy and Human Rights, St. John Fisher College, Democracy and Human Rights in Latin Americai, Preface, p. vii

Latin American experiences, especially in the areas of democratization and human rights protection, are particularly relevant for developing countries that are attempting to build stable political and economic systems in order to provide a decent standard of living and incorporate previously excluded populations into the national mainstream. The past record, of course, is far from acceptable.  The advent of the twenty-first century, however, appears to be a time of great potential progress for the institutionalization of democratic human rights regimes that would reduce human pain and suffering. The number of countries in Latin America and elsewhere that are experimenting with democracy has never been greater. Clearly, the path toward fulfilling the expectations raised by these experiments is not an easy one; it is fraught with difficult obstacles deriving from the historical legacy as well as contemporary challenges. Nevertheless, democracy and human rights have definitively entered the political lexicon and discourse throughout the world.

Latin American War Impact

Latin American wars go global – even absent escalation, they collapse hegemony and encourage counterbalancing 

Rochin, Professor of Political Science, 94
James, Professor of Political Science at Okanagan University College, Discovering the Americas: the evolution of Canadian foreign policy towards Latin America, pp. 130-131

While there were economic motivations for Canadian policy in Central America, security considerations were perhaps more important. Canada possessed an interest in promoting stability in the face of a potential decline of U.S. hegemony in the Americas. Perceptions of declining U.S. influence in the region – which had some credibility in 1979-1984 due to the wildly inequitable divisions of wealth in some U.S. client states in Latin America, in addition to political repression, under-development, mounting external debt, anti-American sentiment produced by decades of subjugation to U.S. strategic and economic interests, and so on – were linked to the prospect of explosive events occurring in the hemisphere. Hence, the Central American imbroglio was viewed as a fuse which could ignite a cataclysmic process throughout the region. Analysts at the time worried that in a worst-case scenario, instability created by a regional war, beginning in Central America and spreading elsewhere in Latin America, might preoccupy Washington to the extent that the United States would be unable to perform adequately its important hegemonic role in the international arena – a concern expressed by the director of research for Canada’s Standing Committee Report on Central America. It was feared that such a predicament could generate increased global instability and perhaps even a hegemonic war. This is one of the motivations which led Canada to become involved in efforts at regional conflict resolution, such as Contadora, as will be discussed in the next chapter.
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