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*** 1AC Components

1AC—Inherency Contention

Contention ____: Inherency

Negotiations between the United States and Japan have reached a deadlock—a massive U.S. military presence in the Prefecture of Okinawa will continue indefinitely.

The Mainichi Daily News, 07/31/2010 (“Gov't urged to take steps toward reducing Okinawa's U.S. base burden,” July 31st, Available Online at http://mdn.mainichi.jp/perspectives/news /20100731p2a00m0na002000c.html, Accessed 08-02-2010)
The prospects for reducing Okinawa Prefecture's burden of hosting U.S. bases are growing uncertain. The process of relocating U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma in Okinawa is deadlocked, and the shift of part of the Marine presence in the prefecture to Guam will likely be delayed beyond the original 2014 timeline. The Naha branch of the Fukuoka High Court stated in a ruling on the Futenma noise pollution lawsuit that local residents' fear of a possible accident is realistic, pointing to the danger the base poses to the local community. The Cabinet of Prime Minister Naoto Kan's influence has declined sharply since the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) suffered defeat in the July 11 House of Councillors election. However, his administration should take the first step toward reducing the U.S. bases' burden on the southernmost prefecture because the prime minister has repeatedly pledged to do so. In late May, Tokyo and Washington agreed that Futenma base in Ginowan will be relocated to an area off the Henoko district of the prefectural city of Nago, and that experts will decide on the specific construction method and exact location of a substitute facility for Futenma base by the end of August. The foreign and defense ministers from the Japanese and U.S. governments were supposed to confirm the details of the plan before the leaders of the two countries meet in November to make a final decision on the matter. However, Japan decided not to narrow down locations or runway construction methods for the Futenma substitute facility during experts' studies in response to opposition from the prefectural government to the relocation to Henoko, and instead will work out multiple plans. Furthermore, the government reportedly intends not make a final decision on the relocation until the Okinawa gubernatorial race scheduled for late November. To relocate Futenma base, the national government needs cooperation from Okinawa and is required to build mutual trust with the prefectural government and local residents. We have urged that measures to reduce the U.S. bases' burden on Okinawa, which are incorporated in the late May bilateral agreement, be implemented ahead of the relocation in a bid to restore Okinawa's trust in the national government. For example, if the site for U.S. Marine drills, currently conducted at Futenma, is moved out of Okinawa, it will lessen the danger that Futenma poses to the local community. However, the government has so far failed to take concrete steps toward that end, such as holding consultations with Okinawa Prefectural Government officials, even though it convened a meeting of Cabinet ministers concerned. An anticipated delay in the relocation of part of the Marine presence to Guam beyond 2014 -- the deadline set under a bilateral agreement reached in 2006 -- has worsened the situation. The delay is because infrastructure construction on Guam cannot keep pace with the expansion of U.S. bases on the island and the accompanying spike in population. It is feared the delay will adversely affect the Futenma relocation and increase the costs of infrastructure in Guam, requiring Japan to shoulder a greater financial burden. If that becomes a reality, it will aggravate Okinawa's distrust in the Japanese and U.S. governments. The deadlocked relocation of Air Station Futenma, coupled with a delay in the relocation of part of the Okinawa-based Marines to Guam, will make continued use of Futenma base increasingly realistic. It would mean nothing but a postponement of eliminating the danger that the base poses to local residents and noise pollution, which is the very purpose of relocating Futenma base. The relocation of Futenma will undoubtedly be a focus of contention during the Okinawa gubernatorial race in November. Depending on its outcome, the situation surrounding the relocation could become more complicated. The Kan administration is urged to convince the U.S. government that implementing measures to lessen the burden on Okinawa is a quick way to solving the matter, and win understanding from Washington. 
1AC—Security Contention

Contention ____: Security

The U.S.-Japan Alliance is being prioritized over the interests of Okinawa in the status quo—the continued U.S. military presence in Okinawa functions as the crucial faultline in the struggle to define ‘security’ in Japan.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 85-86)

The diminishing population of Okinawa dugongs graze the sea grasses in the shallow waters off Henoko unaware of being at the centre of a political, economic and cultural struggle to define the future of Okinawa, and, as a result, of Japan as a whole. A significant part of the May 2006 agreement on the future of the U.S. – Japan security alliance and the realignment of U.S. military forces in Japan is the planned closure of Futenma Air Base in Ginowan City, Okinawa Island, by 2014 and its relocation to the relatively isolated site of Henoko in the city of Nago. The idea of a sea-based site in this northern area of the main island was first formulated by a joint U.S. – Japan committee in 1996. Local opposition was expressed in a Nago City plebiscite in 1997, and more recently in a two-year sit-in (and swim-in/sail-in) that stalled initial construction efforts. The Japanese government says the new base will be built as it is essential to national security. Critics say that military bases breed insecurity for people locally through pollution, accidents and crime and for the people of ‘peace-loving’ Japan generally by perpetuating an anti-peace, militarist conception of what constitutes ‘security’. Okinawa has always been perceived as strategically important to Japan, first as a place of trade, then as the southern limits of the constructed modern Japanese state and more recently as the linchpin of the U.S. – Japan defence policy. Despite being pivotal in terms of security, Okinawa remains on the periphery both politically and economically. Politically marginalized from its incorporation as a prefecture of Japan in 1879, Okinawa was ‘sacrificed’ once by the central government at the end of the Second World War, and critics say that as a military [end page 85] colony with 75% of the U.S. military presence in Japan, Okinawa continues to be sacrificed for the ‘good’ or ‘security’ (as defined by the national government) of all Japan. However, the voices of discontent are getting louder and are now being heard internationally. What does the Henoko situation say about how ‘security’ is being currently defined within Japan? And do the words and actions of critics offer alternative ideas of security? To situate these questions in a theoretical context, I will look at the contemporary debates concerning the concept, study and practice of security within the discipline of International Relations (IR). The prioritization of the U.S. – Japan security alliance above all else, including the rights and interests of the people of Japan and at the expense of its natural environment, reflects a traditional Realist definition of security and represents only one possible reading of security. Alternative interpretations of security, as espoused within the expanding area of critical security studies of IR, can also be seen in the words and actions of activists and academics living within and outside of Okinawa. 
1AC—Security Contention
Second—the dominant, state-centered vision of ‘security’ that underwrites the American military presence has devastating consequences for the Okinawan people—the status quo is waging war on Okinawa. 

Miyume Tanji, Research Fellow with the Centre for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific at Curtin University of Technology (Australia), holds a Ph.D. in Politics from Murdoch University and is the author of Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa and several other publications, 2007 (“Futenma Air Base As A Hostage Of US-Japan Alliance: Power, Interests And Identity Politics Surrounding Military Bases In Okinawa,” Asia Research Centre Working Paper No. 147, November, Available Online at http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 3-6)

The reason for deployment of US forces in Okinawa for the past 60 odd years is Japanese-US security relations, or alliance. Policy-makers and commentators have explained the rationales for this alliance mostly from realist and neo-realist perspectives. Anarchical outlook and basic lack of trust prevail in relevant discussions of the East Asian security environment. Balance of power and alliance politics are crucial means to survive in such an environment. In the post-war period, the Japan-US alliance has been justified in precisely these realist terms. Realists consider that relations among states are naturally anarchical because there is no authority above states. Although it has long history reaching back to Hobbes or even Thucydides, this outlook became dominant in the aftermath of the Second World War as a critique of idealism and liberal institutionalism based on universal values (especially Carr 1946; Morgenthau 2005). Two world wars, a holocaust and nuclear warfare put an end to these dreams. Balance of power, especially military power, is considered a more reliable avenue for order in international relations. Given the anarchical character of the international [end page 3] system, individual states, should always behave in a way that maximises national interest defined in terms of securing safety and survival by increasing its relevant capabilities. According to realists, order-building should be the primary concern of diplomacy and foreign policy. Alliances and war preparation are among the most important instruments for states to achieve order in international relations that is inherently unstable. Neorealist theory radicalises the realist argument. It assumes a state’s behaviour to be structurally – and completely – determined by the anarchic international system. The state necessarily behaves so as to maximise its chance of survival. Imperatives within states are different. International politics, according to an influential neo-realist theorist Kenneth Waltz, needs to be considered separately from domestic politics. Affairs within the state related to society, history and even economics need to be understood in different structural constraints from those in international system (Waltz 1979: 79-80, 91-92, 100-101). Classical realism on the other hand, makes room for consideration of domestic affairs such as history, while neorealists are able to filter them out as ‘domestic affairs’. The neo-realist logic permits a more exclusive focus on power and maximizing of state safety; unconstrained by internal complications, especially where these might involve consideration of ethics and morality. For foreign policy-making, this neorealist thinking was particularly influential during the Cold War. In the Okinawan context, US bases have created dilemmas at historical, moral as well as economic levels. The first military bases in Okinawa were those constructed by the Japanese military during World War II. They were lost to the Americans in the bloody Battle of Okinawa and extended in the course of the US occupation. The Okinawans lost 160,000 or one-third of their residents’ lives in the Battle of Okinawa. This experience is different from that of mainland Japanese experience of war – reified in Nagasaki and Hiroshima – because of Okinawa’s identity. For over four centuries, from 1429 onwards, Okinawa was a sovereign nation – the Ryukyu Kingdom – until it was annexed by Japan in 1879, only 70 years before WWII. During that time, Okinawan citizens were subjected to discrimination and described as ‘backward’ second-class citizens, who had to learn the Japanese language, and were pressured to assimilate. Japanese military’s aggression towards the local residents during the Battle of Okinawa continues to be a source of conflict between the residents and the Japanese government whose official position involves denial of all wrong doing.2 It is important that today’s US military presence is understood as an extension of the history of Okinawa’s abuse and marginalisation by Japan. The experience of war as a colonial appendage and, quite [end page 4] literally, as a battlefield, gave rise to an absolute pacifism that constitutes what being ‘Okinawan’ means today. It also informs the collective identity of diverse anti-base social movements and energises their activism (Tanji 2006, Chapter 4). Continuing complicity in war by hosting US forces – and the Japanese Self Defence Forces for that matter – thus poses an acute moral dilemma for the Okinawans. In addition to that, the US military presence has contributed to Okinawa being the most impoverished, crowded, and polluted prefecture in Japan. Its economy continues to be dependent on the military presence in a variety of ways including the fostering of a large and abusive sex industry. Autonomous city planning is impossibly restricted by the space occupied by the US forces. Okinawa remains a service industry economy and servicing the bases is its main business. It is a “base economy” and is reliant on direct revenues from the US military and, even more so, on Japanese government’s special budgets paid to the communities as compensation for hosting military bases. These historical, economic and moral complications, however, are not permitted to enter the sphere of foreign policy concern. They are dealt with between elected local political representatives and the Japanese government officials. The negotiation between the central government and the local representatives in the margin are of course influenced by power imbalance between Tokyo and Okinawa. But the opinions of Okinawan citizens that might, for cultural and moral reasons, be hostile to a continuing US presence and its projects of renewal (e.g. the construction of Futenma Air Base) are often manipulated at election time by economic insecurity and priorities (Miyagi and Tanji 2007; Yoshikawa 2007). In any case, issues are typically discussed and resolved domestically in this limiting way. This does not mean that the US bases in Okinawa are irrelevant to Japan’s foreign policy. However, the established views prevent the issue from being brought together and debated in this way. The neo-realist perspective and the radical independence and priority it assigns to foreign policy making is helpful here. Foreign policy about the survival of Japan and maintaining the security alliance with the US is priority not to be disturbed by less important domestic concerns. In order to maintain the status quo of the alliance, the government of Japan chooses to allow the US forces to keep using the base facilities in Okinawa. Apart from that, Okinawa hosts 75% of all exclusively US facilities stationed in Japan. If Okinawa’s cultural sensibilities or priorities are sometimes ignored, and its democracy or economy are a little damaged in the process, then these are a small price to pay for a national security that cannot be compromised. Any way the proper place for these questions is away from the main game with a little money and media manipulation to ease the way. This approach also has the further advantage of minimising the offense of a foreign military presence that might be [end page 5] experienced by Japanese nationals outside Okinawa (out of sight, out of mind), thus shielding the alliance from wider Japanese resentment. Okinawa has been managed separately and put in its place – mostly. Realist international relations theory, especially the neo version, has provided important assistance.

1AC—Security Contention
Third—this is just the latest instance of colonial violence perpetrated against Okinawa—challenging the realist conception of ‘security’ that justifies continued U.S. military presence is necessary to prevent further subjugation.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 96-101)

Gavan McCormack describes Okinawa as ‘Japan’s virtual colony’; ‘a dual colony in effect to the U.S. and Japan, a status unchanged in thirty years since reversion’ (McCormack, 2003: 93). Okinawa, which has 0.6% of Japan’s total landmass, houses 75% of the acreage of American bases. Thirty-eight military facilities cover 20% of Okinawa Island. Not only does Okinawa bear the overwhelming majority of U.S. military bases within Japan, but the bases are of a different type to the rest of Japan. Nearly all of the U.S. military bases on the mainland are for ‘administration, communications, transport, logistics support, repairs and recreation (Gabe, 2003: 63), while the bases in Okinawa are for marines and special-forces. The effects are different, too. As Gabe states, ‘Because [end page 96] these forces are next to 1.3 million residences, accidents and incidents are bound to occur’ (Gabe: 2003, 64). Accidents, ‘incidents’ (a euphemism used officially for crimes, such as rape9) and examples of environmental pollution abound in Okinawa. Eight areas within the islands are sites for conducting live ammunition exercises. On Torishima, an unpopulated island, U.S. soldiers mistakenly used depleted uranium bullets in 1995. Washington did not notify Tokyo of the accident until a year later and then the central government failed to inform the prefectural government and public of Okinawa until a month after that; ‘This reveals how marginalized Okinawa is by both the U.S. and the Japanese governments’ (Asato, 2003: 233). However, the rape of a twelve-year-old girl by three U.S. servicemen in 1995 could not be covered up or ignored and created a surge of anger and resentment resulting in the largest mass demonstration in Okinawan history. The 1996 U.S. – Japan agreement to close Futenma airbase in the middle of the heavily-populated Ginowan City and relocate to the sparsely-populated Henoko area was a direct consequence of the protests. But the ‘incidents’ do not go away. In August 2004, a U.S. Marine Corps CH-53D heavy-lift helicopter crashed into Okinawa International University injuring the three crew members, an accident that received little press coverage nationally (Simpson, 2004) leading to ‘allegations that editorial decisions ... reflected a view that events in faraway Okinawa were of little importance to the nation as a whole’ (Simpson, 1995). How is this vastly unfair situation, a state of affairs that would not be tolerated on the mainland, maintained? Politically, Okinawa has little voice and economically Okinawa has become both victim to and dependent on a base- construction economy that is difficult to give up or be weaned from. Of the 452 members of the Japanese Diet only five represent Okinawa. A NIMP (Not In My Prefecture) attitude prevails. Since other prefectures are unwilling to have U.S. bases in their own areas, and since it is accepted that if the military bases were not in Okinawa they would have to be relocated somewhere else in Japan, any Okinawan formal protests are ignored or overruled. To question the ‘need’ for American bases in Okinawa would be to question the entire framework of Japanese defence policy, and whenever there is criticism of such a policy the government takes out the trump card of ‘national security’. [end page 97] Okinawa is, of course, more than the sum of its military bases. The U.S. bases have had a profound and prolonged effect on the economy – during the U.S. occupation Okinawa was ‘in effect a provider of support services for U.S. bases’ (Hein & Selden, 2003: 6) – but this direct dependence on the bases in terms of finding employment and providing services has decreased markedly. Base-related revenue has dropped from 25.6% of the local Gross Domestic Product in 1970 to 5.7% in 1996 (Hook & Siddle, 2003: 5), while employment on the U.S. bases decreased from 40,000 to 8,000 over the same time period (McCormack, 2003: 93). The principal effect of the U.S. bases on Okinawa today is through the rental payments given to local landowners for the lease of their land. In contrast to the mainland where U.S. bases had usually been built on land previously owned by the government, in Okinawa 33% of the land occupied by U.S. military is privately-owned (Tanji, 2003: 169). For McCormack the lease of landowners’ land ‘fosters a passive culture of rental dependence, which blocks locally generated initiatives towards self-reliant, non-military dependent development’ (McCormack, 2003: 94). Opposition to the appropriation and lease of local land has been an expression of protest against the prevailing conceptions of development and security. The post- war confiscation of private land by ‘bulldozers and bayonets’ was a source of great local bitterness (Tanji, 2003: 169). The strength of feeling was exacerbated rather than alleviated by the eventual U.S. offer of small lump-sum payments to landowners. Following island-wide protests in 1956, the islanders finally got the right to annual rentals in return for their ‘agreement’ to the land leases (Tanji, 2003: 169). After the reversion of Okinawa to Japan in 1972 the U.S. bases remained and the rental payments continued, this time from the Japanese government at a rate six times that of previously (Tanji, 2003: 169). As an anti-war pro-Okinawa protest a minority of landowners refused to sign leases for their property, the numbers rising to 3,000 as a result of the 1982 hitotsuba (1 tsubo = 3.3 square metres) movement (Tanji, 2003: 170). Nonetheless, 30,000 landowners agree to their land being leased by the U.S. military. Although relatively few in number, the anti-military landowners’ struggle has been played out most importantly in the law courts where, unsuccessfully, they tried to prove that the compulsory use of non-contract landowners’ private property by the U.S. military was unconstitutional (Tanji, [end page 98] 2003: 171; George-Mulgan, 2000). In 1995, Okinawa governor Masahide Ota refused to sign on behalf of those landowners who objected to the renewal of their land leases. Ota was sued by the Japanese government, and the Supreme Court ruled against Ota. In 1999, the U.S. Military Special Measures Law was amended by the Japanese government to make it the Prime Minister’s responsibility to sign on behalf of landowners and to avoid Okinawan rebellion in the future (Tanji, 2003: 171). In the formal political realm – the courts, committees and legislative – the Japanese state has repeatedly manipulated the system to maintain the status quo; ‘The primary requirements of the U.S. – Japan Mutual Security Treaty, that U.S. troops be stationed in Japan, has constantly taken precedence over the constitutional rights of Okinawa citizens’ (Tanji, 2003: 172). Though the legal battle ultimately failed, the Prefectural Land Expropriation Committee public hearings gave anti-war landowners a space to voice their harrowing experiences of the Battle of Okinawa and the subsequent occupation by the U.S. military, and their passionate commitment to the ideals of peace and democracy enshrined in the Japanese constitution (Tanji, 2003: 172). Thus, it is the citizens of Japan who are struggling to protect the constitution against a central government which should protect it (and them) but instead rides roughshod over the rights and interests of its people in the name of protecting Japan’s ‘national security’ defined in military terms (Tanji, 2003: 172-3). Next to the base economy, ‘development’ is the other sharp stake that keeps Okinawan dependence in place. In order to compensate the Okinawans for hosting the U.S. bases and to increase their standard of living, which had been far below the mainland at the time of reversion, the central government has invested huge sums of public money in the area10. The massive injection of funds has had its benefits, including much-needed infrastructural improvements and the establishment of five universities. Nevertheless, Okinawa remains the poorest prefecture (70% of national average per capita) with the highest unemployment (7.9% in 2000, compared to a national average of 4.7%) (Hein & Selden, 2003: 6). Furthermore, the application of modern Japanese style development has resulted in the decimation of Okinawa’s important and fragile environment; ‘riverways, beaches and land have been bulldozed and concreted. What is worse, air and water pollution, soil erosion and wider environmental degradation are ruining the [end page 99] coastline, eating away at the coral and posing a danger to marine life’ (Hook and Siddle, 2003: 5). Okinawa bears the costs of this ‘mal-development’ but gains little from its profits. Work is created for local people in the construction and service industries but the large projects are carried out by and create profits for largely mainland companies (Hook & Siddle, 2003: 5). Tourism has become the main industry in Okinawa creating double the earnings of the U.S. bases (McCormack, 2003: 93). However, once again 80% of major resort hotels are owned by mainland interests (McCormack, 2003: 101) and the industry puts pressure on local water supplies while limiting or even denying access of significant areas of the main island to locals. Tourism has also been a double-edged sword for Okinawan identity. Brochures and package holiday itineraries deprive locals of the power to define what Okinawa is or could be. Okinawa is sold as a ‘tempting island paradise’ in which its people and environment are made into commodities; ‘Put simply, Okinawans are inscribed as the non-threatening, laid-back and relaxed “exotic” islanders, ever ready to burst into song and dance, happily supporting of the status quo, and the “warm” relationship with the mainland’ (Hook and Siddle, 2003: 6). The ‘3-K’ economy – bases (kichi), public works (kokyo koji) and tourism (kanko) – is distorted and externally dependent, but this does not explain or limit what Okinawa is or could be; there are pockets of resistance that show the alternatives that exist, and exist successfully. McCormack notes the efforts of Yomitan village, central Okinawa Island, to uphold its own priorities of grassroots development. Although home to U.S. military facilities, the villagers of Yomitan have actively limited dependence on subsidies and focus on local crafts and traditional agricultural products (McCormack, 2003: 107). The small island of Kudaka has also actively avoided resort development and has struggled against external pressure in order to maintain its traditions of communal ownership and management of agriculture, and sustainable use of the local environment (Asato, 2003: 239-240). In the environmental protest movements, first against pollution in Kin Bay, Okinawa Island, and later against the building of an airport at Shiraho, Ishigaki Island, Tanji sees the ‘protection of local natural assets from yamato [mainland]-style industrialization’ as the promotion of a distinct Okinawan identity and a reinterpretation of what ‘affluence’ means (Tanji, 2003: 174). This distinct identity is based on a lifestyle and local industry ‘rooted in the [end page 100] local environment’ (Tanji, 2003: 175) and is key to Okinawan redefinitions of security. Resistance to external definitions of and constraints on the economy, culture and security of Okinawa have culminated in the waters off Henoko. As mentioned previously, the decision to construct a sea-based military facility in the area was made by a U.S. – Japan committee, without local consultation, in 1996. The Nago City non-binding plebiscite in 1997, in spite of much pressure from Tokyo, came out against the plan. However, the close results of the vote showed the divisions within the local community. Governor Ota gave public support to the Nago plebiscite results and was subsequently cut off politically and financially by the central government. In the 1998 prefectural elections, Ota lost to the more conservative Inamine Keiichi, reflecting an Okinawan population worried about a future without government subsidies. On being elected, Inamine quickly accepted the plan for a Nago ‘heliport’ (the label downplays the scale and impact of the facility) with limits – a dual military-civilian runway and a 15-year maximum lease – that have been ignored by the central government. The May 2006 U.S. – Japan mutual security agreement sets out an expanded plan for the military facility near Henoko and Tokyo is now under pressure to sort out what Washington sees as a parochial issue. For the opponents of the proposed Henoko base, what is at stake is more than the endangered dugong – an important Okinawan cultural symbol – and more than the dugong’s rich marine environment; the struggle is over the future of Okinawa.

We will isolate ____ impacts—

1AC—Militarism Scenario 

Subpoint ___ is Militarism:

First—dominant conceptions of ‘security’ (like those used to justify a continued U.S. military presence in Okinawa) ensure global military violence that kills millions.

Gavan McCormack, Emeritus Professor and Visiting Fellow in the Division of Pacific and Asian History at the Australian National University, 2010 (“The Travails of a Client State: An Okinawan Angle on the 50th Anniversary of the US-Japan Security Treaty,” Japan Focus, March 12th, Available Online at http://www.ips-dc.org/articles/the_travails_of_a_client_state, Accessed 07-26-2010)

While official 50th anniversary commemorations celebrate the US military as the source of the “oxygen” that guaranteed peace and security to Japan, it is surely time for Japanese civil society to point out that the same oxygen is elsewhere a poison, responsible for visiting catastrophe in country after country in East Asia and beyond, notably Korea (1950s and since), Iran (1953), Guatemala (1954), Vietnam (1960s to 70s), Chile (1973), the Persian Gulf (1991), Afghanistan (2001-), and Iraq (2003-), and that now threatens Pakistan, Somalia, Yemen, and (again) Iran. Millions die or are driven into exile, and countries are devastated as the US military spreads its “oxygen” by unjust, illegal and ruthless interventions and permanent occupations. The degree to which allied countries share criminal responsibility has been the subject of major public review in Holland (which found that the Iraq War was indeed illegal and aggressive) and in the UK (where the Chilcot Inquiry continues). It is time for similar questions to be asked in Japan of the Iraq and Afghan wars, and Japan’s direct and indirect involvement in them. The 50th anniversary should be a time for the Japan whose constitution outlaws “the threat or use of force in international affairs” to reflect on how it has come to rest its destiny on alliance with the country above all others for whom war and the threat of war are key instruments of policy, and whether it should continue to offer unqualified support and generous subsidy, and whether it should continue to “honour” the Guam treaty, at all costs maintaining the marine presence in Okinawa. As a first step, it is time to debate openly the unequal treaties, secret diplomacy, lies, deception and manipulation of the last 50 years and time to reflect upon, apologize, and offer redress for the wrongs that have for so long been visited upon the people of Okinawa as a result. 
1AC—Militarism Scenario
Second—this poses an existential risk—militarism jeopardizes human survival.

Irina Pollard, Ph.D. in the Department of Biological Sciences at Macquarie University, 2003 (“Choose Between Cooperation and Annihilation: A Mental Mapping Project Towards a more Generously Directed Altruism,” Eubios Journal of Asian and International Bioethics, Volume 13, Available Online at http://www2.unescobkk.org/eubios/EJ132/ej132f.htm, Accessed 07-26-2010)

The hostile actions of war are a deliberate attempt to destroy the ecology that sustains life and is, thus, appropriately categorized as 'ecocide'. Popular forms of ecocide are scorched-earth campaigns aided and abetted by bombing and military ground sweeps in order to completely deforest, depopulate and destroy the environment. Since such brutal actions cause long-term and often irreversible damage to ecosystems, militaristic insurgencies and counterinsurgencies are violations of right conduct at many levels, both within human communities, along boundaries of social and cultural difference, and within our broader biotic communities. International militarism and the deployment of scarce resources on sophisticated, or not so sophisticated, weaponry capable of escalating violence can no longer be tolerated despite awareness that warfare is the inevitable consequence of a multitude of humans forced by poverty, mismanagement, greed and population pressures, into overexploiting their natural resources. It is easy to see the cycle of how the resulting ecological poverty then becomes a primary cause of further aggression. Once war is established, the economy then becomes predatory by consuming its scarce resources to further the conflict, trapping its inhabitants in an increasing cycle of war-related debt and further expanding poverty. The one obvious unifying characteristic of all institutionalized and free-wheeling conflicts is the lack of respect for human and environmental rights. War violates fundamental human decency especially when horrific atrocities are perpetrated under the banner of false justice and mock righteousness.  If we do not soon curb our high rates of ecologically unsustainable consumption defended through an ecologically disastrous militarism we, as a species, are destined for extinction. By pointlessly destroying the environment without acknowledgment or reciprocity is a losing evolutionary strategy. Let us remind ourselves again that a mature species takes responsibility for the ecological, social, and personal ramifications of all our actions. In order for our differences to become enriching, we must appreciate and claim our intrinsic value within Nature and celebrate our difference with the larger diversity of life. In this context initiatives like Professor Darryl Macer's east-west dialogue is critical (see Eubios Ethics Institute's website). Importantly, recognizing and valuing other expressions of human diversity that contributes constructively to the richness of the human and ecological fabric, whether cultural, social, religious or spiritual, can only stand us in good stead in overcoming our present environmental dilemma. The spiritual impulse towards meaning and value in friendships has to be extended towards the whole of creation. Only this can spell the difference between a friendly environment and no environment for our descendants.  International militarism in the form of war and preparations for war is the greatest ongoing threat and obstacle to sustainability and survival into the future. The rate of ecologically damaging change of the earth under human influences has accelerated to the point that humanity faces the possibility of causing its own extinction and severely damaging the whole biosphere. By appropriating and fighting over all available resources for ourselves, we are witnessing the last desperate struggle for survival of the unique Quaternary fauna and flora developed over the last two million years of geological time, from the Pleistocene to the present. The Quaternary period was characterized by the flourishing of an astonishing diversity of life, including the appearance of Homo sapiens. Therefore, warfare is a costly losing cooperative venture - poisoning our neighbour and wasting common commodities are not matters of privacy or free marketeering or national sovereignty; they are serious ethical offences against others that demand public regulations and prohibitions. The question of justice also means that resolving the problem of poverty is a critical part of any responsible solution to the problem of pollution, as the poor in both developed and developing nations typically are the most adversely affected and have the least options to avoid the toxic effects of pollution. A basic ethical issue involved here is responsibility to future generations, both human and other kind, that are endangered by human over-appropriation. 
1AC—Colonialism Scenario
Subpoint ___ is Colonialism:

First—colonialism is a form of ongoing structural violence—it outweighs war and their one-shot disad.

Russel Lawrence Barsh, Professor of Native American Studies at the University of Lethbridge and United Nations Representative of the Mikmaq Grand Council and Four Directions Council, 1993 (“The Challenge Of Indigenous Self-Determination,” University of Michigan Journal of Law Reform (26 U. Mich. J.L. Reform 277), Winter, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)

If there is a fundamental cause of American Indian isolationism, it is 500 years of abuse. Colonialism and oppression operate at a personal, psychological, and cultural level, as well as in the realms of political and economic structures. The children of dysfunctional, abusive parents grow up in a capricious world of arbitrary punishment, humiliation, and powerlessness. They suffer from insecurity, low self-esteem, and a loss of trust in others. 28 Colonialism is the abuse of an entire civilization for generations. It creates a culture of mistrust, defensiveness, and "self-rejection." 29 The effect is greatest on women, who already are suffering from patriarchal domination in some cultures, and in others, are subjected to patriarchal domination for the first time by the colonizers. 30 This can produce a politics of resignation, reactiveness, and continuing dependence on outsiders for leadership. 31 Arguably the worst abuse of indigenous peoples worldwide has taken place in the United States, which not only pursued an aggressive and intrusive policy of cultural assimilation for more than a century, but also has preserved a particularly self-confident cultural arrogance to this day, denying Indians  [*286]  the recognition that they need to begin healing themselves. 32 The negative effects of cultural abuse are proportional to the thoroughness with which the colonizer intervenes in the daily lives of ordinary people. Intense warfare can be less damaging than the captivity and daily "disciplining" of an entire population, which characterized reservation life at the end of the last century. 33 Under these conditions, the only avenue of escape permitted is to embrace the habits and values of the oppressor, leaving people with a cruel choice between being victimized as "inferior" Indians or as second-class whites. In either case, much more was lost than cultural knowledge. Also lost was confidence in the possibility of genuine self-determination. 

1AC—Colonialism Scenario
Second—cultural survival is a D-Rule—it’s key to prevent extinction.

Patrick J. Deneen, Associate Professor of Government and Markos and Eleni Tsakopoulos-Kounalakis Chair in Hellenic Studies at Georgetown University, Director of the Tocqueville Forum on the Roots of American Democracy, 2008 (“Technology, Culture, and Virtue," The New Atlantis, Number 21, Summer, Available Online at http://www.thenewatlantis.com/publications/technology-culture-and-virtue, Accessed 07-26-2010)

This basic and extraordinary fact about human beings means another thing: we survive and flourish not by instinct, but by behavior that is learned, preserved, and transmitted. Unlike all other species that walk upon, fly above, or burrow below the earth, we are almost wholly instinct-deficient: left to our own devices without even our most basic technological achievements, most of us couldn’t survive for even several weeks. Lacking agricultural knowledge and the tools used to hunt, we would starve, if first we didn’t freeze or become a modest meal for a wild beast. Lest our race be forced to begin anew discovering the most basic activities necessary for our survival—how to cultivate crops, how to build shelters, how to communicate; not to mention our more peculiar achievements, such as how to bake bread, how to make cheese, how to brew beer—we transmit this knowledge through institutions and traditions. Indeed, there can be little doubt that the greatest technology of human origin and making is culture itself. Culture is the repository of memory and the medium of transmission of human accomplishment as well as human failings. It is the conduit of past to future, the vessel of memory of countless generations of the past to countless generations in the future, an inheritance and a memorial. The Greeks understood this well, counting the nine muses as the primary goddesses of culture, and the daughters of Mnemosyne, or Memory. Culture is indeed the offspring of memory, the collective wisdom of humanity that allows us not merely to survive, but to flourish—essentially, to become human.
1AC—Environment Scenario
Subpoint ____ is Environmental Destruction:

The planned Futenma Replacement Facility will decimate the natural environment—U.S. military presence will be the death knell of one of the world’s most sacred ecosystems.

The Center for Biological Diversity—a national, nonprofit conservation organization with more than 240,000 members and online activists dedicated to the protection of endangered species and wild places, et al., co-signed by representatives of conservation, animal protection, and peace and justice groups representing more than 10 million Americans, 2009 (“RE: Proposed U.S. Military Air Base Expansion Near Henoko, Okinawa,” Letter To The Obama Administration, December 3rd, Available Online at http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Okinawa_dugong/pdfs/dugongletter.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010)

The island of Okinawa has been called the “Galápagos of the East” because of the incredible variety of marine and terrestrial life it supports. Unfortunately, a joint military project proposed by the U.S. and Japanese governments threatens to destroy one of the last healthy coral-reef ecosystems in Okinawa, pushing many magnificent species to the brink of extinction. You have the power to protect these unique and priceless creatures. Under a 2006 bilateral agreement, U.S. and Japanese governments agreed to relocate the contentious U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station to Camp Schwab and Henoko Bay. This shortsighted plan does not take into consideration that the relocation will destroy a valued ecosystem, including the nearly 400 types of coral that form Okinawa’s reefs and support more than 1,000 species of fish. It will also hurt imperiled sea turtles and marine mammals. Current plans call for construction of the new military base near Henoko and Oura bays in Okinawa. But the habitat this project would destroy supports numerous endangered species — animals protected by American, Japanese, and international law for their biological and cultural importance. These species include: Okinawa dugong: The critically endangered and culturally treasured dugong, a manatee-like creature, relies on this habitat for its very survival in Okinawa. Japan’s Mammalogical Society placed the dugong on its “Red List of Mammals,” estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. The U.S. government’s Marine Mammal Commission and the United Nations Environmental Program fear the project would pose a serious threat to this mammal’s survival. The World Conservation Union’s dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns and have placed the dugong on its Red List of threatened species. The Okinawa dugong is also a federally listed endangered species under the U.S. Endangered Species Act. The Okinawa dugong has extreme cultural significance to the Okinawan people, and only about 50 dugongs are thought to remain in these waters. The base construction will crush the last remaining critical habitat for the Okinawa dugong, destroying feeding trails and seagrass beds essential for dugong survival. Sea turtles: Three types of endangered sea turtle — the hawksbill, loggerhead, and green — also depend on this ecosystem. These turtles are listed under the U.S. Endangered Species Act and the global Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species. The turtles use nearby beaches to feed and lay their eggs. The construction and operation of the new base will cause water and air pollution, create artificial light pollution, and increase human activity — all of which are harmful to sea turtle survival. Many plant and animal species are still being discovered in Henoko Bay. Since the base plan was announced, new types of seagrass — a vital staple food for the dugong — and mollusks have been discovered on the project site. New wonders of nature are found here each year. The base plan would devastate dugong habitat in Henoko Bay and nearby Oura Bay, and would be extremely harmful to turtles, fish, coral, and other marine life. The recently elected Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and the Democratic Party of Japan have expressed the desire to renegotiate the 2006 agreement and cancel plans to relocate the base. You have the ability and duty to alter the course of this devastating plan, but time is of the essence. We urge you to direct the U.S. secretaries of defense and state to cancel this project immediately. By canceling the plan to expand an airbase near Henoko and Oura bays, you will protect a globally important ocean ecosystem and some of the best remaining habitat for the Okinawa dugong. IUCN has designated the 2010 Year for Biodiversity as the year of the dugong. Please cancel this destructive project and ensure that the Okinawa dugong has a fighting chance at celebrating its importance in 2010 and years to come. 

1AC—Environment Scenario
Second—this risks extinction—there’s an invisible threshold.

David N. Diner, Major in the Judge Advocate General's Corps of the United States Army, 1994 (“The Army And The Endangered Species Act: Who's Endangering Whom?,” Military Law Review (143 Mil. L. Rev. 161), Winter, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)

4. Biological Diversity. – The main premise of species preservation is that diversity is better than simplicity. 77 As the current mass extinction has progressed, the world's biological diversity generally has decreased. This trend occurs within ecosystems by reducing the number of species, and within species by reducing the number of individuals. Both trends carry serious future implications. 78   [*173]  Biologically diverse ecosystems are characterized by a large number of specialist species, filling narrow ecological niches. These ecosystems inherently are more stable than less diverse systems. "The more complex the ecosystem, the more successfully it can resist a stress. . . . [l]ike a net, in which each knot is connected to others by several strands, such a fabric can resist collapse better than a simple, unbranched circle of threads -- which if cut anywhere breaks down as a whole." 79  By causing widespread extinctions, humans have artificially simplified many ecosystems. As biologic simplicity increases, so does the risk of ecosystem failure. The spreading Sahara Desert in Africa, and the dustbowl conditions of the 1930s in the United States are relatively mild examples of what might be expected if this trend continues. Theoretically, each new animal or plant extinction, with all its dimly perceived and intertwined affects, could cause total ecosystem collapse and human extinction. Each new extinction increases the risk of disaster. Like a mechanic removing, one by one, the rivets from an aircraft's wings, 80 mankind may be edging closer to the abyss. 

1AC—Environment Scenario
Third—this is particularly true in this instance—healthy ocean ecosystems are key to human survival.

Robin Kundis Craig, Associate Professor of Law at the Indiana University School of Law, 2003 (“Taking Steps Toward Marine Wilderness Protection? Fishing and Coral Reef Marine Reserves in Florida and Hawaii,” McGeorge Law Review (34 McGeorge L. Rev. 155), Winter, Available Online via Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)

Biodiversity and ecosystem function arguments for conserving marine ecosystems also exist, just as they do for terrestrial ecosystems, but these arguments have thus far rarely been raised in political debates. For example, besides significant tourism values - the most economically valuable ecosystem service coral reefs provide, worldwide - coral reefs protect against storms and dampen other environmental fluctuations, services worth more than ten times the reefs' value for food production. n856 Waste treatment is another significant, non-extractive ecosystem function that intact coral reef ecosystems provide. n857 More generally, "ocean ecosystems play a major role in the global geochemical cycling of all the elements that represent the basic building blocks of living organisms, carbon, nitrogen, oxygen, phosphorus, and sulfur, as well as other less abundant but necessary elements." n858 In a very real and direct sense, therefore, human degradation of marine ecosystems impairs the planet's ability to support life.  Maintaining biodiversity is often critical to maintaining the functions of marine ecosystems. Current evidence shows that, in general, an ecosystem's ability to keep functioning in the face of disturbance is strongly dependent on its biodiversity, "indicating that more diverse ecosystems are more stable." n859 Coral reef ecosystems are particularly dependent on their biodiversity. [*265]    Most ecologists agree that the complexity of interactions and degree of interrelatedness among component species is higher on coral reefs than in any other marine environment. This implies that the ecosystem functioning that produces the most highly valued components is also complex and that many otherwise insignificant species have strong effects on sustaining the rest of the reef system. n860   Thus, maintaining and restoring the biodiversity of marine ecosystems is critical to maintaining and restoring the ecosystem services that they provide. Non-use biodiversity values for marine ecosystems have been calculated in the wake of marine disasters, like the Exxon Valdez oil spill in Alaska. n861 Similar calculations could derive preservation values for marine wilderness.  However, economic value, or economic value equivalents, should not be "the sole or even primary justification for conservation of ocean ecosystems. Ethical arguments also have considerable force and merit." n862 At the forefront of such arguments should be a recognition of how little we know about the sea - and about the actual effect of human activities on marine ecosystems. The United States has traditionally failed to protect marine ecosystems because it was difficult to detect anthropogenic harm to the oceans, but we now know that such harm is occurring - even though we are not completely sure about causation or about how to fix every problem. Ecosystems like the NWHI coral reef ecosystem should inspire lawmakers and policymakers to admit that most of the time we really do not know what we are doing to the sea and hence should be preserving marine wilderness whenever we can - especially when the United States has within its territory relatively pristine marine ecosystems that may be unique in the world.  We may not know much about the sea, but we do know this much: if we kill the ocean we kill ourselves, and we will take most of the biosphere with us. The Black Sea is almost dead, n863 its once-complex and productive ecosystem almost entirely replaced by a monoculture of comb jellies, "starving out fish and dolphins, emptying fishermen's nets, and converting the web of life into brainless, wraith-like blobs of jelly." n864 More importantly, the Black Sea is not necessarily unique. 

1AC—Environment Scenario
Fourth—tolerating the destruction of this ecosystem saps us of our humanity—it makes nuclear war and human extinction inevitable.

Murray Bookchin, co-founder of the Institute of Social Ecology, 1987 ("An Appeal For Social and Psychological Sanity," The Modern Crisis, Published by Black Rose Books Ltd., ISBN 0920057624, p. 106-108)

Industrially and technologically, we are moving at an ever-accelerating pace toward a yawning chasm with our eyes completely blindfolded. From the 1950s onward, we have placed ecological burdens upon our planet that have no precedent in human history. Our impact on our environment has been nothing less than appalling. The problems raised by acid rain alone are striking examples of [end page 106] innumerable problems that appear everywhere on our planet. The concrete-like clay layers, impervious to almost any kind of plant growth, replacing dynamic soils that once supported lush rain forests remain stark witness to a massive erosion of soil in all regions north and south of our equatorial belt. The equator—a cradle not only of our weather like the ice caps but a highly complex network of animal and plant life—is being denuded to a point where vast areas of the region look like a barren moonscape. We no longer "cut" our forests—that celebrated "renewable resource" for fuel, timber, and paper. We sweep them up like dust with a rapidity and "efficiency" that renders any claims to restorative action mere media-hype.  Our entire planet is thus becoming simplified, not only polluted. Its soil is turning into sand. Its stately forests are rapidly being replaced by tangled weeds and scrub, that is, where vegetation in any complex form can be sustained at all. Its wildlife ebbs and flows on the edge of extinction, dependent largely on whether one or two nations—or governmental administrations—agree that certain sea and land mammals, bird species, or, for that matter, magnificent trees are "worth" rescuing as lucrative items on corporate balance sheets.  With each such loss, humanity, too, loses a portion of its own character structure: its sensitivity toward life as such, including human life, and its rich wealth of sensibility. If we can learn to ignore the destiny of whales and condors—indeed, turn their fate into chic cliches—we can learn to ignore the destiny of Cambodians in Asia, Salvadorans in Central America, [end page 107] and, finally, the human beings who people our communities. If we reach this degree of degradation, we will then become so spiritually denuded that we will be capable of ignoring the terrors of thermonuclear war. Like the biotic ecosystems we have simplified with our lumbering and slaughtering technologies, we will have simplified the psychic ecosystems that give each of us our personal uniqueness. We will have rendered our internal mileau as homogenized and lifeless as our external milieu—and a biocidal war will merely externalize the deep sleep that will have already claimed our spiritual and moral integrity. The process of simplification, even more significantly than pollution, threatens to destroy the restorative powers of nature and humanity—their common ability to efface the forces of destruction and reclaim the planet for life and fecundity. A humanity disempowered of its capacity to change a misbegotten "civilization," ultimately divested of its power to resist, reflects a natural world disempowered of its capacity to reproduce a green and living world. 

1AC—Environment Scenario
Finally—this outweighs their disads—it is the root cause of all violence.

Chris J. Cuomo, Professor of Philosophy at the University of Cincinnati, 1996 (“War Is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Volume 11, Number 4, Fall, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via JSTOR, p. 41-42)

The feminization, commodification, and devaluation of nature helps create a reality in which its destruction in warfare is easily justified. In imagining an ethic that addresses these realities, feminists cannot neglect the extent to which military ecocide is connected, conceptually and practically, to transnational capitalism and other forms of human oppression and exploitation. Virtually all of the world's thirty-five nuclear bomb test sites, as well as most radioactive dumps and uranium mines, occupy Native lands (Thomas 1995, 6). Six multinationals control one-quarter of all United States defense contracts (Thomas 1995, 10), and two million dollars per minute is spent on the global military (Thomas 1995, 7). One could go on for volumes about the effects of chemical and nuclear testing, military-industrial development and waste, and the disruption of wildlife, habitats, communities, and lifestyles that are inescapably linked to military practices.   There are many conceptual and practical connections between military practices in which humans aim to kill and harm each other for some declared "greater good," and nonmilitary practices in which we displace, destroy, or seriously modify nonhuman communities, species, and ecosystems in the name of human interests. An early illustration of these connections was made by Rachel Carson in the first few pages of The Silent Spring (1962), in which she described insecticides as the inadvertent offspring of World War II chemical weapons research. We can now also trace ways in which insecticides were part of the Western-defined global corporatization of agriculture that helped kill off the small family farm and made the worldwide system of food production dependent on the likes of Dow Chemical and Monsanto.   Military practices are no different from other human practices that damage and irreparably modify nature. They are often a result of cost-benefit analyses that pretend to weigh all likely outcomes yet do not consider nonhuman entities except in terms of their use value for humans and they nearly always create unforeseeable effects for humans and nonhumans. In addition, everyday military peacetime practices are actually more' destructive than most other human activities, they are directly enacted by state power, and, because they function as unquestioned "givens," they enjoy a unique near-immunity to enactments of moral reproach. It is worth noting the extent to which everyday military activities remain largely unscrutinized by environmentalists, especially American environmentalists, largely because fear allows us to be fooled into thinking that "national security" is an adequate excuse for "ecological military mayhem" (Thomas 1995, 16).   If environmental destruction is a necessary aspect of war and the peacetime practices of military institutions, an analysis of war which includes its embeddedness in peacetime militarism is necessary to address the environmental effects of war. Such a perspective must pay adequate attention to what is required to prepare for war in a technological age, and how women and other Others are affected by the realities of contemporary military institutions and practices. 
1AC—Gender Scenario

Subpoint ___ is Gender Violence:

First—the U.S. military occupation of Okinawa has led to constant rape and sexual terror. Withdrawal is key to actualize Okinawan feminism—our methodology precludes nuclear proliferation and achieves perpetual peace.
Drucilla Cornell, Professor of Political Science, Comparative Literature, and Women's Studies at Rutgers University, 2004 (Defending Ideals: War, Democracy, And Political Struggles, Published by Routledge, ISBN 0415948835, p. 115-116)

In Okinawa, Japan, a feminist organization called Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence (OWAAMV) has explicitly developed a program for security very much in the spirit of Women in Black. Their program has four main principles: The environment in which we live must be able to sustain human and natural life; People’s basic survival needs for food, clothing, shelter, health care, and education must be met; People’s fundamental human dignity and respect for cultural identities must be honored; and People and the natural environment must be protected from avoidable harm.26 After the U.S. military established its base in Okinawa after World War II, Japanese women began organizing around the tragic rapes by U.S. soldiers that have been a constant occurrence ever since. Although the official U.S. occupation of Japan ended in 1952, Okinawa remained under direct control of the U.S. military until 1972. Even to this day, it is one of the largest U.S. military bases. Although the United States no longer directly controls Okinawa, its military presence dominates the entire island. The cost of this military base to women and children is not only continuous rapes and sexual assaults, but also environmental poisoning. This is why part of OWAAMV’s new program for security involves environmental testing and clean-up. The United States and Japan have agreed to start transferring military facilities to civilian control. But many NGOs remain concerned about the responsibility the United States must accept for environmental clean-up before these facilities can be safely transferred. Okinawan feminists have also worked to create the East Asia-U.S. network against militarism, which requires that U.S. women take responsibility for what the United States has done in Okinawa and to struggle with East Asian women for the new paradigm of security that OWAAMV believes can be a universalizable program. The move from traditional issues of women’s concern—such as rape and sexual violence—to the question of building a transnational network and a new paradigm of security demonstrates that, because feminism challenges basic kinship arrangements that ground nationalist and militarist institutions, it opens up space for universalizability in the very course of its struggle. In other words, Okinawan feminism sees the connection between certain fantasies of women, particularly Asian women, and the way U.S. soldiers treat them. But their feminism cannot be reduced to getting a square deal with the men (in the sense of fair and equal opportunity) because all the people in Okinawa suffer from the presence of the U.S. military base. Thus, Okinawan feminism moves beyond formal equality in the very definition of how it sees its struggle against rape as integral to the de-militarization of Okinawa itself. Women can only be safe if Okinawa is freed from U.S. military presence: this is the insight that led to the OWAAMValternative anti-militarist program for security. Of course, the word “security” is bandied about a great deal these days. It is politically important for feminists to answer the call for security, especially when we are told by the Bush administration that we must give up certain aspects of our basic constitutional rights in its name. The Okinawan feminist program for security, with its insistence on the connection of security to de-militarization and anti-nuclear struggle, is an alternative to the current rhetoric of security, especially at a time when the United States becomes increasingly responsible for the undermining of nuclear non-proliferation efforts. But both Women in Black and OWAAMV have shown us that feminism must be expressed in explicit calls for universalizable ideals like the Okinawan security program. At the same time, they also question current representations of humanity informed by fantasies about women’s place in the nation and their relationship to militarism. By interrogating such representations of humanity and the normative heterosexual kinship structures connected to them, radical feminist theory and politics can challenge the construction of woman as a subordinate object in the name of a symbolic universality that opens up new spaces for rethinking how we can be human together, including how we might find something like lasting security and invest in the dream—the ideal—of perpetual peace. 

1AC—Gender Scenario
Second—this sexual violence is equivalent to gendered warfare—it causes incalculable suffering and affects entire communities.
Chowdhury 2—works in a domestic abuse help office (Rumna, “Kadic v Karadzic – rape as a crime against women as a class” 20 Laq & Ineq J 91)

Feminist scholars have long recognized sexual violence as a tool used by men to manipulate and control women through fear.  [*100]  In fact, some assert that rape, identified by psychologists as "the most intrusive of traumatic events," itself constitutes a war against women. Internationally, there is a long history of rape and violent sexual abuse of women during times of armed conflict. From the founding of the city of Rome to the Gulf War, history is replete with examples of such violence.  [*101]  The repercussions of rape for an individual woman may last far beyond the actual attack or attacks, often affecting her for the rest of her life. Beyond the physical pain and degradation, fear remains long after an attack. For those who survive an attack, there is the risk of sexually transmitted diseases and infections, infertility, and pregnancy, in addition to other physical and psychological disorders. Pregnancy poses a particular problem because it forces women to face the possibility that they may bear their attacker's child. People from the woman's own community may see her child as proof of her immoral behavior and, in the case of rape committed by enemy forces, collaboration with that enemy.  Abortion is often not an option because of scarce medical resources or strict religious teachings. In some communities, infertility, disease, and loss of virginity leave women unmarriageable. Many women commit suicide because they are unable to bear the trauma and shame associated with their attack. The effects of rape likewise reach beyond the individual woman attacked and undermine the well-being and security of her family and community. In addition to the basic medical care needed following a violent attack, a woman facing disease or pregnancy will require additional medical attention, which may place a strain on an already ailing community. Psychological trauma may move beyond the individual to affect spouses, parents,  [*102]  and children. Oftentimes, "the harm inflicted ... on a woman by a rapist is an attack on her family and culture, as in many societies women are viewed as repositories of a community's cultural and spiritual values." A traumatized individual may not be able to fulfill her obligations to her family or community, resulting in a gradual halting of everyday activities. Shame that often leads to suicide or exile (whether forced by the community or voluntary) leaves children without mothers and leaves the community in a more advanced state of trauma: such a community has to face not only the attack of its women, but their absence as well. To compound this devastation, the fear that a woman feels after an attack spreads to other women in the community who were not personally attacked but who are aware that they may be the next target. The effects of sexual violence on both individual women and on their communities are not an incidental byproduct of the violence of war. On the contrary, the effects of sexual violence are precisely the purpose for the violence, because it causes widespread fear and trauma. Sexual violence is used not only to control and manipulate individual women, but also to exert power over entire communities, as was the case in the former Yugoslavia. Law professor Christine Chinkin writes: Rape in war is not merely a matter of chance, of women victims being in the wrong place at the wrong time. Nor is it a question of sex. It is rather a question of power and control which is structured by male soldiers' notions of their masculine privilege, by the strength of the military's lines of command and by class and ethnic inequalities among women. Sexual violence during times of armed conflict forwards the goal of having power and control over individual women as well as entire communities. Recognition of the widespread community effects of violence against women is crucial to disassembling the public/private dichotomy. Because the effects of sexual violence are not simply private, the crime is also not simply private, and therefore deserves public attention.  [*103]  Radhika Coomaraswamy, United Nations Special Rapporteur on Violence Against Women, identifies several reasons for sexual violence against women during armed conflict. Coomaraswamy maintains that violence against an individual woman may be directed towards her social group because "to rape a woman is to humiliate her community." The raping of women in a community is a declaration to the men of that community that they have been defeated, for they have failed at their most basic task: to ostensibly protect "their" women. Law professor Catharine MacKinnon makes the assertion that the systematic sexual violence against women during the conflict in the former Yugoslavia would not have happened unless rape was acceptable as an everyday phenomenon. She notes: One result is that these rapes are not grasped either as a strategy in genocide or as a practice of misogyny, far less as both at once. What is happening to Bosnian and Croatian women at the hands of the Serbian forces is continuous both with this ethnic war of aggression and with the gendered war of aggression of everyday life. For most women, this is to everyday rape what the Holocaust was to everyday anti-Semitism: without the everyday, you could not have the conflagration ... .This acceptance of everyday rape and its relegation to the "private" realm allow for the use of rape as a tool of war while maintaining the private categorization and avoidance of liability for egregious violence against women. The Kadic action, which held Karadzic liable for his ordered violence against women, is an example of the removal of rape from its private categorization. Rape is not a private crime against individual women; rather, it is a crime committed against women as a class. The sheer number of women who are sexually violated every year supports  [*104]  this argument. Having considered the "public" effects of "private" sexual violence, it is clear that rape is a problem that deserves much more attention than it has traditionally received. 

1AC—Gender Scenario
Third—patriarchal inclinations guarantee extinction—recognizing a new framework of thought dismantles oppression.

Warren and Cady 94 (Karen J, Duane L, feminists and authors, Hypatia, “Feminism and Peace: Seeing connections,” pg 16-17)
Much of the current "unmanageability" of contemporary life in patriarchal societies, (d), is then viewed as a consequence of a patriarchal preoccupation with activities, events, and experiences that reflect historically male-gender identified beliefs, values, attitudes, and assumptions. Included among these real-life consequences are precisely those concerns with nuclear proliferation, war, environmental destruction, and violence toward women, which many feminists see as the logical outgrowth of patriarchal thinking. In fact, it is often only through observing these dysfunctional behaviors -- the symptoms of dysfunctionality -- that one can truly see that and how patriarchy serves to maintain and perpetuate them. When patriarchy is understood as a dysfunctional system, this "unmanageability" can be seen for what it is -- as a predictable and thus logical consequence of patriarchy. 11The theme that global environmental crises, war, and violence generally are predictable and logical consequences of sexism and patriarchal culture is pervasive in ecofeminist literature (see Russell 1989 , 2). Ecofeminist Charlene Spretnak, for instance, argues that "a militarism and warfare are continual features of a patriarchal society because they reflect and instill patriarchal values and fulfill needs of such a system. Acknowledging the context of patriarchal conceptualizations that feed militarism is a first step toward reducing their impact and preserving life on Earth" ( Spretnak 1989 , 54). Stated in terms of the foregoing model of patriarchy as a dysfunctional social system, the claims by Spretnak and other feminists take on a clearer meaning: Patriarchal conceptual frameworks legitimate impaired thinking (about women, national and regional conflict, the environment) which is manifested in behaviors which, if continued, will make life on earth difficult, if not impossible. It is a stark message, but it is plausible. Its plausibility ties in understanding the conceptual roots of various woman-nature-peace connections in regional, national, and global contexts.

1AC—Gender Scenario
Finally—the Okinawan struggle is symbolic of the broader struggle against patriarchal social order that causes suffering and rape—embracing the aff as a protest opens up space for new structures to emerge.

Tanji 6—Research Fellow, CASAAP, Curtin University, PhD (Murd) (Miyume, © 2006, “Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa”, Routledge, RBatra) p. 151-2

As shown by studies on gender and militarism, the everyday functions of foreign military service rely on the abuse of women’s human rights through prostitution and the sex industry that specifically caters for military personnel, as well as on domestic violence and sexual harassment within the military (for example Enloe 1990, Moon 1997). Before the well-publicized rape in 1995, a small group of relatively well-educated, socially active women had been addressing the problem of military bases in Okinawa at the community level. What was unique about their method is to point out the problem of the bases and military in connection with the social order that degrades women’s safety and status, and also the patriarchal culture that is lenient regarding men’s involvement in prostitution but marginalizes women engaged in prostitution and their well-being. For these Okinawan women, protest against the violence specifically related to the US military bases is integral to a social movement that ‘highlight[s] women’s specific oppression in relation to men, preventing this from being submerged, amid all the other unequal relationships existing in society’ (Rowbotham 1992: 6). This perspective of the Okinawan women anti-base activists provides a ‘gender’ framing of protest, as important and powerful as the ‘Constitutionalist’ and ‘local’ framings discussed in previous chapters. In this framework, the problems of US military bases in Okinawa are understood and defined as part of a global gender issue. The activists, simultaneously, highlight the local-specific elements related to the historical marginalization of ‘Okinawa’ by Japan and the US.  The girl’s rape in 1995 could well be interpreted as one of the unfortunate but not uncommon incidents that the locals encountered in their daily lives. However, it was turned into a political opportunity for the protesters to bring international attention to the long-term imposition of military presence on Okinawan lives since reversion, and to request its reduction. The rape incident revealed the inherent instability of the US–Japan security alliance presence in the post-Cold War era. It was the women’s collective action that sparked this political opportunity, and spearheaded the third ‘wave’ of mass protests. Who were these women, how did they engage in protest, and what was the impact in the community of protest? The most prominent group of Okinawan women who created the momentum for the ‘third wave’ was the Okinawan Women Act against Military and Violence (OWAAMV). Its representative Takazato Suzuyo has been a pioneering figure who has addressed Okinawan military base issue from the feminist perspective.1 Through Girl Scouts connections she studied in the Philippines for two years from 1961. Here Takazato learned about the Japanese military aggression and killings experienced by the Philippine people during WWII, similar in many ways to what Okinawans experienced. After coming back from the Philippines, since the mid-1960s she has investigated the burgeoning prostitution industry around the US bases and its abusive effects on local women. In the war-torn island where everything was destroyed, prostitution was the only way to survive for many girls and women who had their husbands and parents killed in war. In fact, prostitution and the sex industry for the US military personnel in Okinawa was a core industrial sector in the local economy (see Chapter 5). At the same time, the society nurtured persistent contempt for women who sold sex to the foreign military for a living. Many Okinawan men – who could live and go to school because of the incomes earned by their families’ labour in the sex industry – associated the memory of local women flocking around American soldiers with the shame and misery of ‘Okinawa’ occupied by the US forces. Regardless of the social and economic change following the reversion, discrimination and contempt against women – considered to be ‘sexual breakwaters’ between the US soldiers and ‘normal’ society – had not changed.2 Takazato has 11 years professional experience as a women’s phone counsellor, during which she talked with countless women who suffered from ill health and economic hardship as well as mental disorders, guilt, shame, and low self-esteem caused by their experiences of rape, domestic violence, and prostitution. They were victimized as much by ‘a strange society intolerant to the prostitutes but tolerant to prostitution’ (Takazato 1996: 106–11). Takazato and her colleagues who shared similar concerns created opportunities to discuss the underlying social dynamics of patriarchy that perpetuates discrimination, sexual harassment, and violence against women in the family and workplace at the community level.
1AC—Plan
Thus the plan:

The United States federal government should phase-out to the point of elimination its military presence in the Okinawa Prefecture of Japan.

We’ll clarify.

1AC—Solvency Contention

Contention ___: Solvency

The plan is a key site of contestation against dominant ‘security’ logics—vote affirmative to take seriously the suffering of the Okinawan people.

Miyume Tanji, Research Fellow with the Centre for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific at Curtin University of Technology (Australia), holds a Ph.D. in Politics from Murdoch University and is the author of Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa and several other publications, 2007 (“Futenma Air Base As A Hostage Of Us-Japan Alliance: Power, Interests And Identity Politics Surrounding Military Bases In Okinawa,” Asia Research Centre Working Paper No. 147, November, Available Online at http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 11-12)

As discussed in this paper, the Okinawan problem has been predominantly understood as a domestic political issue that stands apart from foreign policy and national/international security questions. This view has been supported and strengthened by the realist and neo- realist perspectives in international relations that have dominated the making and the understanding of alliance politics in northeast Asia even after the Cold War. The insecurity of [end page 11] Okinawan residents and abuse of their minority status and rights within Japan have thus been considered ‘outside the scope of analyses’ as far as the Japan-US security alliance is concerned. After the Cold War, alternative international relations perspectives expanded theoretical horizons. It became possible to open national security issues up to questions of national history, identity and culture. Constructivism is useful in addressing the oversights of realist and neo-realist, as well as liberal institutionalist theory. Within these expanded horizons Okinawa becomes an opportunity for Japan to begin reconstructing its identity in the international realm as well as vis-à-vis the US as an ally. The absolute closure of Futenma (i.e. without relocation within Okinawa) is also a demand consistent with the international norms such as human security, repudiation of militarism and gender violence, as well as arms reduction. Adhering to such norms would enable Japan to transform its image among nations in northeast Asia and the Asia-Pacific. Taking a more assertive position would also create breathing space in its currently exclusive relations with the US. Japan would become a sovereign rather than a ‘client state’. This would certainly contribute positively towards the building of a multilateral security regime in the region that is not controlled by the dominant US interests. Historically speaking, Japan stands at a crossroad in a changing international landscape. Japan can choose a diplomatic path that either extends or begins to deviate from the basic trajectory established during the Cold War. It can remain a US client state, a junior ally, seeking to avoid offending the superior partner at any cost. This will involve a greater military contribution to the US global mission and Japan is on course to considerably upgrade (as well as legalise) its own military capability of overseas military offense. The opportunity costs of this course of action are high. So, one might argue, are the costs of change: it might cost the US alliance. But is this a real fear? Today, alliance with Japan is clearly indispensable for the US too. Of all US allies, Japan is the most generous host nation. The 7th Pacific Fleet permanently stationed in Yokosuka is more important than any other overseas US facility. These factors alone make Japan one of the most important allies to the US. What does this mean? It means, finally, that after the kicking and screaming, a Japanese refusal to allow the relocation of Futenma Air Base within Okinawa is unlikely to permanently damage the alliance with the US. This is not a credible excuse for the Japanese government not to be brave and grown up either.

1AC—Solvency Contention

Second—the plan is crucial to re-imagine ‘security’—this is key to stable and meaningful peace.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 102-103)

The May 2006 U.S. – Japan Roadmap on Realignment of forces was heralded by both Washington and Tokyo as marking a new phase in the security alliance. The rhetoric is new but the underlying assumptions are not. The defence policy of Japan is currently based on one specific construction of ‘security’ – defence of the state against external threats in which national security so-defined is placed above all. This particular Realist interpretation of ‘security’ is constraining the choices and opportunities of the people of Okinawa (Hook & Siddle, 2003a: 8) and is, therefore, counter to the emancipatory form of security advocated by IR critical [end page 102] security scholar Ken Booth. The protests against and criticisms of Okinawa’s subjugation are alternative ideas of ‘security’ in practice, notions that take the interests of individuals and the protection of the natural environment into account; that take Article 9 seriously as an ideal to live by and not a vague guideline to ignore at will. Critics of the narrow definition of ‘security’ at work in Japan today urge a move toward an independent, credible foreign policy ‘supported by a logic of its own that has the consent of its own people’ (Gabe, 2003: 72) that is integrated with a stable regional peace rather than with the military force of the U.S. (Miyazato et al, 2006: 56). It is difficult to imagine the government and people of Japan voluntarily giving up the perceived protection of the U.S. military umbrella, but imagination is what is needed, the imagination to think differently and the courage to speak and act differently. ‘Security’ as currently interpreted in Japan is not a definition that works, for Okinawa or for the long-term stable peace of the country as a whole. If the word no longer works, it must be reworked. 

1AC—Solvency Contention
Third—your counterplans are not enough—only complete withdrawal is sufficient.
Chiba Shin, Professor of Political Thought at the International Christian University, et al., co-signed with 38 prominent scholars and professionals in Japan and Okinawa, 2010 (“For the Withdrawal of the US Marines: (Second) Statement on the Futenma Replacement Problem,” April 27th, Available Online at http://www.dmzhawaii.org/?p=6871, Accessed 07-19-2010)
The US Marine Air Base at Futenma, set in the middle of a residential district, is the most dangerous base in the world and it should be immediately closed and dismantled. The former LDP government “agreed” with the US on construction of a Futenma replacement base at Henoko in Northern Okinawa (on-shore at camp Schwab), but this amounted to the construction of a large, new base in Okinawa, and so the Okinawan people have taken every opportunity to express their opposition to it.  The Autumn 2009 change of government, and the electoral pledge of the DPJ for [Futenma transfer] “out of Japan or at least out of Okinawa” transformed the situation and gave hope to the Okinawan people. In the January 2010 Nago mayoral election, Inamine Susumu, the candidate opposed to any Futenma relocation, was victorious. In February, the Okinawan Prefectural assembly passed unanimously a resolution calling for “Futenma base to be moved out of Okinawa.” It was supported even by the LDP and Komeito, both of which had hitherto accepted transfer within the prefecture. Also, all 41 Okinawan town and village mayors have called for the base to be shifted out of Okinawa and the conservative-backed Governor, Nakaima Hirokazu, has begun to speak of the outlook for [relocation] within Okinawa as “harsh.” Okinawa has adopted an “all-Okinawa” stance of outright opposition to relocation within the prefecture.  However, the Hatoyama government, having postponed any “decision” till May 2010, has begun to move in the direction of a resolution of the matter on a “within Okinawa” basis, with plans for a Camp Schwab land-based structure and for reclamation off the Katsuren peninsula.  Deeply concerned over the moves by the Government, we issue the following Statement.  (The first group of 18 signatories listed below are those over whose names the January 2010 statement by scholars and intellectuals was issued. The second group comprises 20 scholars and intellectuals from Okinawa. Since they have also issued previous statements in Okinawa demanding withdrawal of the Marines, this Joint Statement may be considered a “Second Statement” for both.)  1. We oppose not just the Henoko land-based Camp Schwab plan and the Katsuren peninsula offshore plan, but all plans for Futenma base transfer within Okinawa. Okinawa’s burden must not be made heavier. Okinawa’s feelings must not be ignored. Okinawa’s environment must not be destroyed.  2. At the House of Representatives election in 2009, the Democratic Party of Japan’s position was for Futenma transfer “outside Japan, or at least outside Okinawa.” In the Nago City mayoral election, it supported the candidate, Inamine Susumu, who opposed any move to Henoko, and he was victorious. If the DPJ was to decide now on a transfer within Okinawa it would be a clear breach of promise and a betrayal of the people of Japan and the people of Okinawa. Even taking for granted the current US-Japan security treaty system, the Hatoyama government must make the utmost effort to explore the possibilities of relocation beyond Okinawa.  3. One proposal is that, in the event of there being no place, either elsewhere in Japan or in Okinawa, that will accept a Futenma transfer, Futenma air base should continue being used as it is now. This must not be allowed. This dangerous base that threatens the lives and livelihoods of the people living in its vicinity must be promptly closed.  4. Should it be the case that, after searching for a relocation site elsewhere in Japan, there is no place ready to accept the base, that would mean that the people of Japan have no desire to have any Marine base and in that case there would be no alternative but for the US Marines to quit Japan completely. It would mean that the people of Japan had the will to play a positive role in building peace and security in East Asia without the US marines. The US would have to respect the will of the Japanese people.  5. What the Hatoyama government has been intent on, and what the media attention has concentrated on, is the search for a (new) “base site.” Is it really this that we should be concentrating on at this time? Is it not rather necessary for us to cast doubt on the notions of “deterrence,” “enemy,” “alliance” as they exist in Cold War logic, and to cast off their spell? Notions of “common security” and “human security” now emerge in international society and become a major force pushing for dissolution of Cold War hostilities. What we should be questioning is not how to shuffle US bases around by finding new sites but the very structure under which US bases are kept in Okinawa and on the mainland and the US military is allowed to use them as it wishes. The US-Japan Security Treaty is a relic of the Cold War era. There has never been a better time than now to undertake a fundamental reconsideration of the Japan-US Security Treaty system, including the Status of Forces Agreement and the Guidelines (Japan-US Defence Cooperation Guidelines). We call on the government and people of Japan to begin this task. 
1AC—Solvency Contention
Finally—continued U.S. military presence on Okinawa has no strategic value—the case outweighs their security DA.

Network For Okinawa, a project of the Institute For Policy Studies, 2010 (“Network for Okinawa’s Statement on Current Situation with U.S. Base Relocation,” June 14th, Available Online at http://closethebase.org/2010/06/14/network-for-okinawas-statement-on-current-futenma-situation/, Accessed 07-26-2010)

The U.S. Marine Corps presence in Okinawa has no strategic value. The Japan-US Security Treaty does not require Japan to provide bases to U.S. Marines. Rather than protecting Japan or Okinawa, the bulk of the U.S. Marines whose home base is Okinawa are fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan.   Their training in Okinawa is for a mission that has nothing to do with “protecting Japan,” as many Japanese have been led to believe. Likewise, Marines won’t serve a role that justifies the plan for a massive, environmentally and socially destructive buildup in Guam.

*** 2AC Components

2AC—Critique of Hegemony/War DAs

The 1AC is a criticism of their security logic—

(Explain/Extend)

And—vote affirmative to deepen the concept of ‘security’—dominant views of IR are epistemologically indefensible—Realist assumptions are incorrect.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 89-92)

‘Ideas are power; they are life and death, emancipation and limitation’ (Bell, 1998: 208). ‘Security and emancipation are two sides of the same coin. Emancipation, not power or order, produces true security. Emancipation, theoretically, is security’ (Booth, 1991a: 319). For some IR scholars, stretching the security agenda is insufficient and even harmful. Simon Dalby questions ‘whether, in the process of extending the ambit of threats requiring a military response, one is not further militarizing society rather than dealing more directly with political difficulties. (Dalby, 1997: 5). [end page 89] Instead of simply extending the security agenda within an accepted account of what (and who) counts in the state-centric, ethnocentric and patriarchal international system, what is required is a ‘deepening’ of the concept of security itself. For Ken Booth, ‘deepening’ means ‘investigating the implications and possibilities that result from seeing security as a concept that derives from different understandings of what politics is and can be all about’ (Booth, 1997: 111). Although critical scholars, within IR generally and the study of security specifically, draw on a variety of theoretical traditions from within and beyond the disciplinary borders of IR, including the Frankfurt School of Critical Theory and Post-Modernism/Post-Structuralism, a common understanding is that the way things are is only one of many possibilities. As Berger and Luckmann state, ‘Social order exists only as a product of human activity’ (Berger & Luckmann, 1991: 70, emphasis in original). Humans construct their own realities, and within those realities their own identities. What is named as ‘male’, ‘female’, ‘art’ or ‘nature’ is given meaning and value particular to a time and culture. This specific meaning is constructed and then reconstructed daily through language and social custom. Once the temporal and cultural contingency of such concepts is recognised, what has been assumed to be real, inevitable and immutable can be challenged. Such critical thinking is a profound challenge for IR as a discipline and the study of security within the discipline. ‘Anarchy is what states make of it’ says Alexander Wendt (1992: 395). Booth takes this one step further, ‘security is what we make it’ (Booth, 1997: 106, emphasis added). Saying that thinking about politics and doing politics can be done differently opens up the space for change. Since power is integral to any social relation, ‘security’ can be seen as socio- political construct. As one concept of security becomes dominant others are ridiculed, suppressed or not even considered. Since such perceptions are often entrenched to the point of ‘naturalness’, problematizing them is potentially disturbing and even threatening. The status quo is the status quo because it suits those who have the power to define and keep it that way. Nevertheless, without such ‘dangerous’ critical questions little substantive change can occur. Within the expanding and still controversial perimeters of critical security studies many questions are raised: what are the meanings of security and how should it [end page 90] mean? What/who is being secured and at what cost to what/whom? Whose security is not being voiced or listened to? Booth emphasizes that security is ‘essentially a derivative concept’, different theories create different readings of security; ‘While there is a consensus on the standard definition of security – to do with being or feeling safe from threats and danger – security in world politics can have no final meaning’ (Booth, 2005a: 13, emphasis in original). The way we theorize politics makes us focus on some things and ask some questions and ignore or be blind to others. How we ‘see’ security depends on our experience and understanding ‘of political theories about nations, sovereignty, class, gender, and other facts by human agreement’ (Booth, 2005a: 13). A Realist’s view of security is a specific construct of security that is ethnocentric (Anglo-American), militarized, patriarchal6 and methodologically positive7. In Realism the state aims to secure itself against external threats and dangers, but what should be defined as a danger? Booth points out that rather than the external threat to national security emphasized in Realism, the greater threat is often domestic/internal; ‘To countless millions of people in the world it is their own state, and not “The Enemy” that is the primary security threat’ (Booth, 1991a: 318). In ‘Writing Security’, David Campbell asserts that danger is ‘not an objective condition’ (Campbell, 1992: 1) but ‘an effect of interpretation’ (Campbell, 1992: 2). In studying how security is ‘written’ or constituted, Campbell sets out to highlight ‘how the very domains of inside/outside, self/other, and domestic/foreign – those moral spaces [are] made possible by the ethical borders of identity as much as the territorial boundaries of states’ (Campbell, 1992: vii). States, which ‘are never finished as entities’ (Campbell, 1992: 11), have unstable identities the boundaries of which are constructed and reconstructed by representations of external dangers (Campbell, 1992: 3) such that ‘the constant articulation of danger through foreign policy is thus not a threat to a state’s identity or existence, it is its condition of possibility’ (Campbell, 1992: 12). If critical security studies aims to deconstruct accepted notions of security, how does/should it reconstruct alternative concepts? For Booth, the idea that there is `no politics-free definition of security in world politics` (2005b: 21) should not be considered negatively. He goes further to say that `security in world politics must remain an arena of intense political contestation because it is both primordial and [end page 91] the object of conflicting theories about what is real, what constitutes reliable knowledge, and what might be done in world politics` (Booth, 2005b: 21). Despite the ever-contested nature of security, Booth offers his own critically informed and emancipatory definition of the concept; `Security in world politics is an instrumental value that enables people(s) some opportunity to choose how to live. It is a means by which individuals and collectives can invent and reinvent different ideas about being human` (Booth, 2005b: 23). Booth warns academics and students of critical security studies not to `ignore or play down the state and the military dimensions of world politics` (Booth, 1997: 107). States exist, even if they are not static entities, and weapons are made and used to harm life, but the Realist conception of what a state is, how many weapons are required and who or what they should be used on should be challenged. Booth advises academics `to expose the hypocrisies, inconsistencies, and power plays in language, relationships, and policies` (Booth, 1995: 115). With this in mind, I will turn now to outline the foundations of modern Japanese defence policy, the contradictions that have existed since its inception, and the definition of security assumed within those foundations. 
2AC—Critique of Hegemony/War DAs

Predictions of potential wars in the future obscure the ongoing wars in the status quo—their impact relies on a bankrupt ontology of war.

Chris J. Cuomo, Professor of Philosophy at the University of Cincinnati, 1996 (“War Is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Volume 11, Number 4, Fall, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Academic Search Complete, p. 30-31)

Philosophical attention to war has typically appeared in the form of justifications for entering into war, and over appropriate activities within war. The spatial metaphors used to refer to war as a separate, bounded sphere indicate assumptions that war is a realm of human activity vastly removed from normal life, or a sort of happening that is appropriately conceived apart from everyday events in peaceful times. Not surprisingly, most discussions of the political and ethical dimensions of war discuss war solely as an event--an occurrence, or collection of occurrences, having clear beginnings and endings that are typically marked by formal, institutional declarations. As happenings, wars and military activities can be seen as motivated by identifiable, if complex, intentions, and directly enacted by individual and collective decision-makers and agents of states. But many of the questions about war that are of interest to feminists---including how large-scale, state-sponsored violence affects women and members of other oppressed groups; how military violence shapes gendered, raced, and nationalistic political realities and moral imaginations; what such violence consists of and why it persists; how it is related to other oppressive and violent institutions and hegemonies--cannot be adequately pursued by focusing on events. These issues are not merely a matter of good or bad intentions and identifiable decisions.   In "Gender and 'Postmodern' War," Robin Schott introduces some of the ways in which war is currently best seen not as an event but as a presence (Schott 1995). Schott argues that postmodern understandings of persons, states, and politics, as well as the high-tech nature of much contemporary warfare and the preponderance of civil and nationalist wars, render an event-based conception of war inadequate, especially insofar as gender is taken into account. In this essay, I will expand upon her argument by showing that accounts of war that only focus on events are impoverished in a number of ways, and therefore feminist consideration of the political, ethical, and ontological dimensions of war and the possibilities for resistance demand a much more complicated approach. I take Schott's characterization of war as presence as a point of departure, though I am not committed to the idea that the constancy of militarism, the fact of its omnipresence in human experience, and the paucity of an event-based account of war are exclusive to contemporary postmodern or postcolonial circumstances.1   Theory that does not investigate or even notice the omnipresence of militarism cannot represent or address the depth and specificity of the everyday effects of militarism on women, on people living in occupied territories, on members of military institutions, and on the environment. These effects are relevant to feminists in a number of ways because military practices and institutions help construct gendered and national identity, and because they justify the destruction of natural nonhuman entities and communities during peacetime. Lack of attention to these aspects of the business of making or preventing military violence in an extremely technologized world results in theory that cannot accommodate the connections among the constant presence of militarism, declared wars, and other closely related social phenomena, such as nationalistic glorifications of motherhood, media violence, and current ideological gravitations to military solutions for social problems. 

2AC—Critique of Hegemony/War DAs

This turns the disad—representations of “war” as an isolated event ensure widespread violence.

Chris J. Cuomo, Professor of Philosophy at the University of Cincinnati, 1996 (“War Is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Volume 11, Number 4, Fall, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Academic Search Complete, p. 31-32)

Ethical approaches that do not attend to the ways in which warfare and military practices are woven into the very fabric of life in twenty-first century technological states lead to crisis-based politics and analyses. For any feminism that aims to resist oppression and create alternative social and political options, crisis-based ethics and politics are problematic because they distract attention from the need for sustained resistance to the enmeshed, omnipresent systems of domination and oppression that so often function as givens in most people's lives. Neglecting the omnipresence of militarism allows the false belief that the absence of declared armed conflicts is peace, the polar opposite of war. It is particularly easy for those whose lives are shaped by the safety of privilege, and who do not regularly encounter the realities of militarism, to maintain this false belief. The belief that militarism is an ethical, political concern only regarding armed conflict, creates forms of resistance to militarism that are merely exercises in crisis control. Antiwar resistance is then mobilized when the "real" violence finally occurs, or when the stability of privilege is directly threatened, and at that point it is difficult not to respond in ways that make resisters drop all other political priorities. Crisis-driven attention to declarations of war might actually keep resisters complacent about and complicitous in the general presence of global militarism. Seeing war as necessarily embedded in constant military presence draws attention to the fact that horrific, state-sponsored violence is happening nearly all over, all of the time, and that it is perpetrated by military institutions and other militaristic agents of the state.   Moving away from crisis-driven politics and ontologies concerning war and military violence also enables consideration of relationships among seemingly disparate phenomena, and therefore can shape more nuanced theoretical and practical forms of resistance. For example, investigating the ways in which war is part of a presence allows consideration of the relationships among the events of war and the following: how militarism is a foundational trope in the social and political imagination; how the pervasive presence and symbolism of soldiers/warriors/patriots shape meanings of gender; the ways in which threats of state-sponsored violence are a sometimes invisible/sometimes bold agent of racism, nationalism, and corporate interests; the fact that vast numbers of communities, cities, and nations are currently in the midst of excruciatingly violent circumstances. It also provides a lens for considering the relationships among the various kinds of violence that get labeled "war." Given current American obsessions with nationalism, guns, and militias, and growing hunger for the death penalty, prisons, and a more powerful police state, one cannot underestimate the need for philosophical and political attention to connections among phenomena like the "war on drugs," the "war on crime," and other state-funded militaristic campaigns. 

2AC—Critique of Hegemony/War DAs
Our approach is key to break the cycle—refusing the negative’s conception of ‘security’ is vital to effective policymaking in the context of U.S. military presence in Okinawa.

Miyume Tanji, Research Fellow with the Centre for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific at Curtin University of Technology (Australia), holds a Ph.D. in Politics from Murdoch University and is the author of Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa and several other publications, 2007 (“Futenma Air Base As A Hostage Of Us-Japan Alliance: Power, Interests And Identity Politics Surrounding Military Bases In Okinawa,” Asia Research Centre Working Paper No. 147, November, Available Online at http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 7-9)

At around the same time, another strand of international relations theory expanded the scope of the discipline to include historical and culturally informed analyses (for example, Wendt 1992; Finnemore 1996; Katzenstein 1996; Kratochwil 1989). This is sometimes identified as the ‘constructivist turn’ or perspective in international relations (Checkel 1998). The most important contribution of this perspective was that it problematised actors in international society and opened their character, construction and identity up to inquiry. As collective actors, states are not understood as unitary or as simply motivated by an abstract national interest. States have complex interests, which they acquire, argue about, articulate and project in complex ways. Constructivist theory is often still state-centric, but it begins to fill in the huge analytical gaps left by realist and liberal positions. Important for my argument, it makes [end page 7] room for the exploration of shared subjectivities and the often intangible historical and normative complications that bear on the making and behavior of states and other significant international actors. For these reasons the constructivist perspective is also able to provide a better understanding of the processes of construction of norms in international society, such as human rights, environmental protection and arms reduction (Risse, Ropp, and Sikkink 1999; Klotz 1995). As the actors become more complex, so do their actions and their society. Specifically related to Japan, Peter Katzenstein has established the importance of institutional culture and historical processes of identity construction in the development of Japanese security policy (Katzenstein 1998). The constructivist perspective can also contribute to creating a richer framework for understanding the Okinawan base problem as an international security issue. Of course, Okinawan society and history have been studied by a wide range of humanities scholars and social scientists. All the same, bringing this body of work and argument to the discipline of international relations so as expand its analytical frames is a worthwhile, and necessary, exercise. We can better see what is going on and, perhaps also, what should be done in Okinawa. The alternative is a scholarly discussion in which the participants speak and argue without hearing one another. If only for a brief moment, the 1995 schoolgirl incident created a crisis sufficient to prompt the two governments to review and rectify the imbalance of US presence in Okinawa and to resolve to reduce the burden on the residents. In the mid-1990s, as Funabashi Yoichi described, Japanese-US alliance was ‘drifting’ (Funabashi 1997) – in large part because of the loss of its obvious common enemy, the Soviet Union. Then, when the two parties failed to come to terms with each other in lengthy rounds of trade negotiations, the US Congress questioned the rationales for the alliance with Japan. Even more ominously, the rape then highlighted the wider ‘Okinawan problem’ and directed international attention simultaneously to the US foreign military’s violence against local women, the violation of landowners’ rights, and especially to the SOFA (Status of Forces Agreement) that granted various privileges to the US forces. These questions pointed clearly to a larger one: Do overseas US foreign military bases threaten the security of the population rather than protect it? The legitimacy of the bilateral alliance was seriously in question. Attempts were also being made at Japanese national government level to redefine the alliance with the US. For example, a private advisory consortium to the prime minister issued the ‘Higuchi Report’ in August 1994, which called for a more independent Japanese foreign policy. It advocated expanding the role of the Self Defence Forces in sending peacekeeping operations overseas. Most importantly, it stressed the importance of reducing emphasis on the [end page 8] exclusive partnership with the US, by engaging more seriously in multilateral regime-building with other Asian countries specifically in the area of international security (Hughes and Fukushima 2004: 71). In other words, consideration was being given to the creation of a new identity for Japan. Instead of the passive and dependent actor in international society that it had been in the post-war period, Japan was to become or was thinking about becoming an assertive and independent actor, capable of leadership. The Okinawan crisis in 1995 coincided with the opportunity for sea-change in Japan’s foreign policy. Even if only briefly, Japan was led by a socialist prime minister, not by the long incumbent Liberal Democratic Party. The time provided a political opportunity for Japan to drastically alter its relations with the US by making clear demands for a substantial reduction of its military presence in Okinawa, if not the whole of Japan. Making such assertion would have been consistent with the international norms of human security as well as minorities’ rights protection, thus making Japan’s partnership with the US less exclusive, and enabling Japan to show diplomatic leadership. 

2AC—Critique of ‘Security Threats’

The ‘security threats’ they isolate rely on the flawed assumptions that our 1AC explicitly criticizes—this ensures unending insecurity.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 93-94)

On May 1st, 2006, after three years of negotiations, the Japanese and U.S. governments announced their joint roadmap for the realignment of military forces, a path set to ‘take their security alliance to a new level’ (Japan Times, 3rd May 2006). The sticking point for the two governments had been the financing of the relocation of the marines to Guam. However, Japan finally agreed to pay 59% (U.S.$6.09 billion) of the cost of moving the troops with the justification that this would ease the burden on Okinawa (Japan Times, 25th April 2006). A joint statement based on the U.S. – Japan Security Consultation Committee document sets out the countries’ shared values of ‘basic human rights, freedom, democracy, and the rule of law’ (MOFA, 2006). The main points of the agreement include the removal of 8,000 marines and their 9,000 dependents from Okinawa to Guam, the closure of Futenma airbase in Ginowan City, Okinawa Island, and the relocation of its operations to a new base by 2014. The plan for the new base consists of two 1,800m v-shaped runways in the area of Henoko bay. The construction method would be primarily landfill and the U.S. and Japanese governments claim that ‘this facility ensures agreed operational capabilities while addressing issues of safety, noise, and environmental impacts’ (MOFA, 2006). Getting local support for the plan had been an ‘issue’ for the Japanese government, but the Japan Times reported on 25th April that this problem had been basically resolved (Japan Times, 25th April, 2006), a statement that glosses over the continued local opposition. The Peace constitution was foisted on Japan. However, a population whose early experiences of democracy had been snuffed out by a militaristic government, that had suffered great losses during the Second World War and experienced the horrifying immediate and after-effects of two atomic bombs by and large embraced a pacifist stance. Yet, the imposition of the constitution and the increasing desire for Japan to play a greater role on the Asian and global political scene has meant that the debate to change the constitution and remove Article 9 [end page 93] has gained momentum. This move toward a stronger Japanese identity has been complemented by the proposed new Education Bill, passed in December 2006, which advocates ‘love of country’ (Japan Times, 21st June 2006). What are the threats to Japan that merit a stronger U.S. – Japan military alliance? How real the ‘threats’ to Japan are from North Korea and China is questionable. What is less debatable is the fact that the basic unresolved contradiction at the core of Japan’s defence policy combined with an unwillingness (as perceived by other Asian nations) to face up to its aggressive past, the current military build-up – between 1996 – 2000, Japan was the ninth greatest arms purchasing country (Burrows, 2002: 17) – and a greater supporting role of U.S. forces by the SDF is increasing insecurity rather than securing (making safe) the people and environment of Japan. As long as Japan remains passively and uncritically under the security umbrella of the U.S. and agrees to host and fund U.S. military bases, its claim to be a pacifist nation, as defined by Article 9, does not stand up. And as long as the Japanese Supreme Court remains a tool of the executive branch of the government (George-Mulgan, 2000: 10) and continues to back up the government’s position on security policy by refusing to ‘support a literal interpretation of Article 9’ (George-Mulgan, 2000: 10), citizens have no redress apart from civil protest and participating in local plebiscites. Although put forward as a ‘realignment’ that will ease the burden on Okinawa, which currently hosts 75% of the U.S. military presence in Japan, the recent U.S. – Japan security agreement will increase U.S. capabilities in Japan and commits Japan to integrate the SDF within U.S. strategy (Japan Times, 5th June 2006) which stretches the cognitive dissonance on security beyond belief and beyond Okinawan endurance. Assumed in the agreement is an interpretation of security as defending the Japanese state against external threats by military means. If Japan is a ‘peaceful’ country by means of an alliance with the largest military force in the world, can this be labelled peace? Article 9 is a part of the constitution but currently it is only that; words in a document and not a practice. What is insecure is a commitment to active, long-term peace. As the next section will underline, this perception of ‘national’ security is built upon the insecurity of the people of Okinawa and the destruction of its environment. 

2AC—Critique of China Impacts

Their detached and orderly description of China reduces a complex and nuanced society to a specimen that can be clinically observed and analyzed—this approach to ‘knowing China’ renders critical reflection impossible and legitimizes violence.

Chengxin Pan, Department of Political Science and International Relations at the Australian National University, 2004 (“The "China Threat" in American Self-Imagination: The Discursive Construction of Other as Power Politics,” Alternatives: Global, Local, Political, Volume 29, Issue 3, June/July, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Academic Search Premier, p. 305-306)

While U.S. China scholars argue fiercely over "what China precisely is," their debates have been underpinned by some common ground, especially in terms of a positivist epistemology. Firstly, they believe that China is ultimately a knowable object, whose reality can be, and ought to be, empirically revealed by scientific means. For example, after expressing his dissatisfaction with often conflicting Western perceptions of China, David M. Lampton, former president of the National Committee on U.S.-China Relations, suggests that "it is time to step back and look at where China is today, where it might be going, and what consequences that direction will hold for the rest of the world."2 Like many other China scholars, Lampton views his object of study as essentially "something we can stand back from and observe with clinical detachment."3  Secondly, associated with the first assumption, it is commonly believed that China scholars merely serve as "disinterested observers" [end page 305] and that their studies of China are neutral, passive descriptions of reality. And thirdly, in pondering whether China poses a threat or offers an opportunity to the United States, they rarely raise the question of "what the United States is." That is, the meaning of the United States is believed to be certain and beyond doubt.  I do not dismiss altogether the conventional ways of debating China. It is not the purpose of this article to venture my own "observation" of "where China is today," nor to join the "containment" versus "engagement" debate per se. Rather, I want to contribute to a novel dimension of the China debate by questioning the seemingly unproblematic assumptions shared by most China scholars in the mainstream IR community in the United States. To perform this task, I will focus attention on a particularly significant component of the China debate; namely, the "China threat" literature.  More specifically, I want to argue that U.S. conceptions of China as a threatening other are always intrinsically linked to how U.S. policymakers/mainstream China specialists see themselves (as representatives of the indispensable, security-conscious nation, for example). As such, they are not value-free, objective descriptions of an independent, preexisting Chinese reality out there, but are better understood as a kind of normative, meaning-giving practice that often legitimates power politics in U.S.-China relations and helps transform the "China threat" into social reality. In other words, it is self-fulfilling in practice, and is always part of the "China threat" problem it purports merely to describe. In doing so, I seek to bring to the fore two interconnected themes of self/other constructions and of theory as practice inherent in the "China threat" literature—themes that have been overridden and rendered largely invisible by those common positivist assumptions. 

2AC—Critique of North Korea Impacts

Their construction of a North Korean security threat papers over U.S. complicity and reproduces Cold War power politics—rejecting this technostrategic discourse is key to effective policymaking. 

Roland Bleiker, Professor of International Relations at the University of Queensland, 2003 (“A Rogue Is A Rogue Is A Rogue: US Foreign Policy And The Korean Nuclear Crisis,” International Affairs, Volume 79, Issue 4, July, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Academic Search Elite, p. 736-737)

This article has examined the underlying patterns that shaped the two Korean nuclear crises of the last decade. In each case, in 1993–4 and in 2002–3, the crisis allegedly emerged suddenly and was largely attributed to North Korea’s problematic behaviour, most notably to its nuclear brinkmanship. But a more thorough analysis of the events reveals a far more complex picture. Given the deeply entrenched antagonistic Cold War atmosphere on the peninsula, the most recent crisis hardly comes as a surprise. Indeed, a crisis is always already present: the question is simply when and how it is perceived and represented as such.  Responsibility for the nuclear crisis is equally blurred. North Korea undoubtedly bears a large part of it. Pyongyang has demonstrated repeatedly that it does not shy away from generating tension to promote its own interests, particularly when the survival of the regime is at stake. Even a primitive North Korean nuclear programme poses a grave threat to the region, not least because it could unleash a new nuclear arms race. But Pyongyang’s actions have not taken place in a vacuum. They occurred in response to internal as well as external circumstances. The central point to keep in mind here is that North Korea has been subject to over half a century of clear and repeated American nuclear threats. Few decision-makers and defence analysts realize the extent to which these threats have shaped the security dilemmas on the peninsula.  If one steps back from the immediate and highly emotional ideological context that still dominates security interactions on the peninsula, then the attitude and behaviour of North Korea and the US bear striking similarities. Both have contributed a great deal to each other’s fears. Both have also used their fears to justify aggressive military postures. And both rely on a strikingly similar form of crisis diplomacy. But the ensuing interactive dynamics are largely hidden behind a rationalized security policy that presents threats in a one-dimensional manner. The image of North Korea as an evil and unpredictable rogue state is so deeply entrenched that any crisis can easily be attributed to Pyongyang’s problematic actions, even in the face of contradictory evidence. Keeping up this image, and the threat projections that are associated with it, requires constant work. The specialized discourse on security and national defence contributes to the performance of this task. It presents threats in a highly technical manner and in a jargon-ridden language that is inaccessible to all but a few military experts. As a result, a very subjective and largely one-sided interpretation of security dilemmas has come to be accepted as real and politically legitimate. [end page 736]  Articles on defence issues usually end with policy recommendations. Not so this one, even though much could be said about a great many crucial issues, such as the possibility of involving China as a way of reaching a compromise between Pyongyang’s insistence on bilateral negotiations and Washington’s preference for a multilateral approach. But trying to identify the underlying patterns of Korea’s security dilemmas seems a big enough task on its own. This conclusion, then, takes on a more modest tone and merely draws attention to the type of mindset with which the challenges ahead may be approached more successfully. Required more than anything is what Gertrude Stein sought to capture through the metaphor that served as a model for the title of this article:80 the political and moral obligation to question the assumption that something is how it is and how it has always been; the need to replace old and highly problematic Cold War thinking patterns with new and more sensitive attempts to address the dilemmas of Korean security. 

2AC—Memory Add-On

Subjugation of Okinawa is deeply embedded in the colonial history of Japan and the U.S.—military presence is just the latest manifestation of violence.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 95-96)

‘The twentieth century has not been kind to Okinawa. In many ways its geography determined its fate’ (McCormack, 2003: 109) Okinawa’s situation or ‘problem’ is often explained away in terms of geography. A curve of stepping-stones between larger neighbouring countries, Okinawa was fated to be dominated; or was it? This argument downplays the active policy of the Japanese government in first expropriating, and then marginalizing Okinawa economically and politically. Okinawa is now considered a ‘war prefecture’ within a peace state (Hook & Siddle, 2003b: 243). However, it was once a state at peace. As a united and independent kingdom that had chosen not to have a military force, the Ryukyu Islands were a centre for trade from the fifteenth century onwards. ‘Given’ to the daimyo (lord) of Satsuma province from 1609 by the shogun (military leader) Tokugawa Ieyasu, the Ryukyu kingdom retained a semi-independent status until its forced incorporation into the modern state of Japan in 1879 8. Representatives from the new prefecture of Okinawa requested that the islands should not be sites of military garrisons, but without success (Kerr, 1958: 370). A strict top-down assimilation policy was introduced while the newly-named Okinawans debated the benefits and drawbacks of being ‘Japanese’ (Rabson, 1996). Although heavily taxed, it took twenty-two years before the people of Okinawa were represented in the ‘democratic’ government of the state. After decades of Japanese rule, Okinawa was still perceived as marginal, backward and vulnerable because of questionable loyalties to the Japanese state. Rabson describes it as a cruel irony that in 1945 the Battle of Okinawa was thus seen ‘as an opportunity to prove, once and for all, their loyalty to Japan and full assimilation as Japanese’ (Rabson, 1996). Over 200,000 Okinawan people were killed in the Battle of Okinawa – a quarter of the population. Thousands died at the hands of Japanese soldiers, killed directly or indirectly through mass forced ‘suicides’ (Hein & Selden, 2003: 14). The Battle of Okinawa has since been [end page 95] described as a reckless and unnecessary sacrifice of lives; ‘Okinawans died simply to put off the inevitable surrender just a little longer’ (Hein & Selden, 2003: 14). National security at this time did not cover the security of all Japan; ‘the wartime state was oppressor far more that it was protector of Okinawans’ (Hein & Selden, 2003: 14). The idea of Okinawa as ‘expendable’ to a callous central government, a recurring theme in anti-Tokyo critiques, had its foundations laid in the graves of Okinawa’s too many dead. At the end of the Second World War, Okinawa could still not rely on the protection of its national government. The U.S. took and retained control of Okinawa until its reversion to Japan in 1972. At first Japan had little choice but to accept the situation, and later, in exchange for allowing U.S. bases on its territory (Tokyo had ‘residual sovereignty’ over Okinawa) it gained economic benefits including ‘preferential access to the American market’ while the U.S. would ‘tolerate [Japan’s] protectionism and mercantilism’ (Johnson, 2002). Unfortunately for Okinawa it was deemed a strategic military post within Asia and so the U.S. policymakers insisted that they ‘must retain administrative control over most of the Ryukyu Islands which entailed forcible land seizures, denials of legal rights, and numerous inconveniences and indignities’ (Rabson, 1996). Japanese writers have commented acidly that while Okinawans lost their families, their land and their livelihoods, Tokyo did nothing; ‘Throughout this process, the government of our “mother country” Japan looked on complacently, neither willing nor able to defend the people of Okinawa’ (Miyazato et al, 2006: 53). 
2AC—Memory Add-On
Foregrounding this historical memory is vital to effectively challenge colonialism—the way we frame our debate about Okinawa shapes the way its history gets remembered.

Sharon K. Hom, Professor of Law at City University of New York, and Eric K. Yamamoto, Professor of Law at the William S. Richardson School of Law at the University of Hawaii, 2000 (“Collective Memory, History, and Social Justice,” UCLA Law Review (47 UCLA L. Rev. 1747), August, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)

The most significant general insight is that memories are not simply retrieved from a brain storehouse. They are constructed and continually reconstructed. They are not stored whole for future use but are produced by neurochemicals and by complex interactions among people and their social environments. 65  [*1761]  Cognitive science (drawing from biology, philosophy, and psychology) thus rejects the metaphor of the brain as computer and memory as data retrieval. It suggests that people often subconsciously choose what to remember in ways that reflect their desires, hopes, and the cultural norms of their social environment. 66 As those hopes and desires change, memories alter. "People change, and the meanings of their past experiences change as their ways of interpreting the world shift." 67 For this reason, some historians call this kind of contemporary remembering the "historical present." 68 Moving roughly from the individual to the group, social psychology emphasizes the importance of cultural forms and institutional practices in the development of collective memory. 69 Memories of past events, persons, and interactions are culturally framed because they are subject to socially structured patterns of recall, they are often triggered by social stimuli and they are conveyed through communal language. 70 Especially important in this sifting, transforming developmental process are narrative structures. 71 "Narrative possibilities and constraints frame what is remembered and...stories reinforce a group's identity and compose the  [*1762]  frameworks people use to make the past meaningful." 72 Influential narratives function in two ways. The first gives us the language, ideas and images - the story - we need to "comprehend" the past. The second, the grand narrative, frames the relationship of the past to the present. It shapes the past in light of how we see (or want to see) ourselves and others in the present. Michael Schudson vivifies this latter point in describing how differing underlying historical narrative structures generate differing views of Native Americans today.   If you recall the wars between the United States government and Native Americans as part of the history of nation-building, it is one story; if you recall it as part of a history of racism it is another. If you see the skeletal remains of Native Americans from long ago as part of an impersonal history of the human species, the remains are valuable specimens for scientific research; if you understand them as the cherished property of their descendants, they deserve reverent treatment and should be reburied according to the customs of Native American groups. 73   Direct experiences, cultural forms, institutional practices, and political ideology generate the underlying, or structural, narratives. They combine to form a lens through which group history is viewed and contemporaneous stories of the past are developed. Conversely, psychological dysfunction sometimes occurs when a person's or a group's culture lacks the narratives to help organize and make meaning out of harsh events and situations. These people individually or collectively lack one lens for coalescing coherent memories connecting the past to the present. 74 Because this lens is constructed, "remembering" the past is neither innocent nor objective. As historian Peter Burke eloquently observes,   A way of seeing is a way of not seeing, a way of remembering is a way of forgetting, too. If memory were only a kind of registration, a "true" memory might be possible. But memory is a process of encoding information, storing information and strategically retrieving information, and there are social, psychological, and historical influences at each point. 75   Historical memory is selective.  [*1763]  These multidisciplinary insights are brought to bear and extended in Peter Novick's recent book on collective memories of the Holocaust. 76 Novick examines not the Holocaust events themselves, but rather the initial postwar silence about these events and the later political struggles among different groups over Holocaust memory. Most important, Novick's book links the contemporary struggles over collective memory to present-day ideology, political goals and identity formation. Novick starts with a clear acknowledgment of the human horror of the Holocaust. His focus, though, is on what he perceives to be America's preoccupation with the Holocaust. The centering of the Holocaust in the American consciousness has not occurred spontaneously. According to Novick, it is motivated as much by political as moral concerns. As one commentator aptly summarized, "It has come about through a confluence of sociological needs and available cultural resources, as well as through tactical calculation. The legacy of the Holocaust has been treated as a political issue and deliberately used for political ends." 77 One such end is to set the record straight - to respond to gross historical distortions. Those who contend that the Nazi's and their supporters never exterminated Jews en mass are wrong. Another more complicated political end, according to Novick, is the forging of a secularized Jewish identity in the United States in part to maintain political and economic power. 78 Novick's well-researched work is controversial, some say polemical. 79 Its broad insights about collective memory, nevertheless, are instructive. Our memories of the Holocaust in the United States have changed dramatically over the postwar years and "the Holocaust" as a symbol is often deployed ina wide range of settings. As Eva Hoffman observes, "at each successive stage, the understanding of that enormous event has been shaped by contemporaneous values and ideological pressures, and at each point, the symbolism of the Holocaust has been used in the service of specific causes and interests." 80  [*1764]  C. Implications for Justice Strategies   What do these general insights about collective memory mean for people on the justice frontlines, for people arguing for progressive deployment of civil and human rights? At bottom, these insights mean that they cannot simply assume, as many do, a nice two-step dance: first, dig historically to find out "what really happened," and second, describe how those "facts" show a violation of established rights norms. That is a narrow, lawyerly approach. The digging we must do is not only into the documentary archives, but also into the archives of mind, spirit, and culture - then and now. In digging, we need to acknowledge that we are not merely retrieving group memories. We are helping construct them as we go, within a context of not only rights norms but also larger societal understandings of injustice and reparation. These memories are shaped by, and in turn share, daily cultural practices as well as major events. Collective memories can therefore differ depending on locale, group experiences, and cultural norms. The struggle over recognition of competing collective memories is therefore often a struggle over the supremacy of world views, of colliding ideologies. And through those struggles we have the potential to remake our, and society's, understandings of justice - for good or ill. 
2AC—Racism Add-On

Dugongs have unique cultural significance for the people of Okinawa.

Deborah Mantle, Lecturer in the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University (Japan), 2006 (“Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan,” Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, Volume 5, Available Online at http://www.ritsumei.ac.jp/acd/cg/ir/college/bulletin/e-vol.5/MANTLE.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 85)

Dugongs (saltwater manatees or sea cows) are marine mammals that are genetically closer to elephants than whales or dolphins. Dugongs can grow up to three metres and live up to 70 years. Their slow breeding rate and dietary reliance on sea grasses that only grow in shallow, coastal waters mean that dugongs are particularly susceptible to pollution and human encroachment. Approximately 100,000 dugongs exist in the world, the vast majority living in the waters off northern Australia. Okinawa has the northernmost population of dugongs, once numerous but now numbering less than 50. As friendly messengers from Niraikanai, the mythical world of the gods, dugongs are considered sacred in traditional Okinawan culture. The dugong has been recognised as a Japanese ‘natural monument’ since 1972.

That makes the status quo indefensible—U.S. plans are racist.

Jeff Shaw, award-winning environmental journalist whose work has appeared in publications including The Nation, In These Times, and The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 2003 (“Okinawan sea life likely to suffer under Navy sonar deal,” Grist, October 23rd, Available Online at http://www.grist.org/article/the22/, Accessed 07-26-2010,)

Though legally part of Japan, Okinawa's ethnically and culturally distinct people are often looked down upon by mainland Japanese. Okinawa is further politically isolated by its status as Japan's poorest prefecture and by the lack of a shared history with the rest of the country. (Okinawa's islands were part of the independent Kingdom of the Ryukyus until they were annexed in the 19th century.) The U.S. military has been all too willing to exploit Tokyo's reluctance to stand up for Okinawa. The tiny island chain has been forced to house 75 percent of Japan's American military bases -- though all of the Okinawan islands put together comprise just six-tenths of one percent of Japan's territory. Okinawa bears the resultant burdens, including pollution on land and at sea. Johnson, one of the foremost Asia scholars in the U.S., says he isn't surprised the same technology that raised an outcry when used in Puget Sound is being shipped to the North Pacific instead. "This seems like typical Navy racism," he says flatly. 

2AC—Racism Add-On
That’s a moral side constraint—reject racism in every instance.

Albert Memmi, Professor Emeritus of Sociology at the University of Paris, 1999 (Racism, Published by the University of Minnesota Press, ISBN 0816631654, p. 163-165)

The struggle against racism will be long, difficult, without intermission, without remission, probably never achieved.   Yet, for this very reason, it is a struggle to be undertaken without surcease and without concessions.  One cannot be indulgent toward racism; one must not even let the monster in the house, especially not in a mask.  To give it merely a foothold means to augment the bestial part in us and in other people, which is to diminish what is human.  To accept the racist universe to the slightest degree is to endorse fear, injustice, and violence.  It is to accept the persistence of the dark [end page 163] history in which we still largely live.  It is to agree that the outsider will always be a possible victim (and which man is not himself an outsider relative to someone else?).  Racism illustrates, in sum, the inevitable negativity of the condition of the dominated; that is, it illuminates in a certain sense the entire human condition.  The anti-racist struggle, difficult though it is, and always in question, is nevertheless one of the prologues to the ultimate passage from animality to humanity.  In that sense, we cannot fail to rise to the racist challenge.  However, it remains true that one's moral conduct only emerges from a choice; one has to want it.  It is a choice among other choices, and always debatable in its foundations and its consequences.  Let us say, broadly speaking, that the choice to conduct oneself morally is the condition for the establishment of a human order, for which racism is the very negation.  This is almost a redundancy.  One cannot found a moral order, let alone a legislative order, on racism, because racism signifies the exclusion of the other, and his or her subjection to violence and domination.  From an ethical point of view, if one can deploy a little religious language, racism is "the truly capital sin."22  It is not an accident that almost all of humanity's spiritual traditions counsel respect for the weak, for orphans, widows, or strangers.  It is not just a question of theoretical morality and disinterested commandments.  Such unanimity in the safeguarding of the other suggests the real utility of such sentiments.  All things considered, we have an interest in [end page 164] banishing injustice, because injustice engenders violence and death.  Of course, this is debatable.  There are those who think that if one is strong enough, the assault on and oppression of others is permissible.  But no one is ever sure of remaining the strongest.  One day, perhaps, the roles will be reversed.  All unjust society contains within itself the seeds of its own death.  It is probably smarter to treat others with respect so that they treat you with respect.  "Recall," says the Bible, "that you were once a stranger in Egypt," which means both that you ought to respect the stranger because you were a stranger yourself and that you risk becoming one again someday.  It is an ethical and a practical appeal--indeed, it is a contract, however implicit it might be.  In short, the refusal of racism is the condition for all theoretical and practical morality.  Because, in the end, the ethical choice commands the political choice, a just society must be a society accepted by all.  If this contractual principle is not accepted, then only conflict, violence, and destruction will be our lot.  If it is accepted, we can hope someday to live in peace.  True, it is a wager, but the stakes are irresistible.

2AC—Environment—A2: Doesn’t Kill Dugong

Relocation to the FRF will kill the Dugong.

Network For Okinawa, a project of the Institute For Policy Studies, 2010 (“Network for Okinawa’s Statement on Current Situation with U.S. Base Relocation,” June 14th, Available Online at http://closethebase.org/2010/06/14/network-for-okinawas-statement-on-current-futenma-situation/, Accessed 07-26-2010,)

We should halt base expansion in Okinawa not only for people’s sake, but for other species and the sea as well.  Henoko, where the two countries are planning to build a massive state-of-art military complex to host accident-prone Osprey helicopters, is located on Oura Bay, a unique fan-shaped bay that holds complex and rich ecosystems – those of wetland, sea grass, coral reef, and mangrove that relate to each other and maintain a fragile balance. The combination of forests, rivers and oceans is important to conserving these biodiversity.  It is the feeding area of diverse marine animals including the dugong, an endangered marine mammal.  In January 2008, a U.S. District Court in San Francisco ruled that the U.S. Department of Defense (DOD) had violated the National Historic Preservation Act by failing to “take account” the effects of the base construction on the dugong, as an Okinawan “natural monument” with significant cultural and historic heritage.  On April 24, then Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama said, “Reclaiming land in Henoko’s ocean would be an act of sacrilege against nature.”

2AC—Environment—A2: Doesn’t Kill Dugong
Scientific consensus is on our side.

Lauren Jensen Schoenbaum, J.D. Candidate at the University of Texas, 2008 (“The Okinawa Dugong and the Creative Application of U.S. Extraterritorial Environmental Law,” Texas International Law Journal, Volume 44, Available Online at http://www.tilj.org/journal/44/schoenbaum/Schoenbaum%2044%20Tex%20Intl%20LJ%20457.pdf, Accessed 07-26-2010, p. 460-462)

The latest threat to the Okinawa dugong is the planned relocation of the U.S. military base on Okinawa Island, known as the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF).24 The U.S. has maintained some kind of military presence on Okinawa since the end of World War II.25 In 1972, the United States and Japan agreed the U.S. would relinquish all administrative rights and interests over the Okinawa Islands to Japan.26
Article III of the Agreement “granted the U.S. exclusive use of facilities and areas in the Islands in accordance with the ‘Treaty of Mutual Cooperation’ and ‘Security and the Status of Forces Agreement.’”27 The result of these agreements is that while Japan fully controls its own territory, the U.S. was granted use of Okinawa’s land, air, and facilities for the purpose of Japanese security and international peace.28 The key U.S. security issue today in the region is the threat [end page 460] from North Korea; U.S. military presence in the area is focused on monitoring North Korean provocations, including missile launches, and nuclear tests.29 Due to the significant activity at the current Futenma base and the surrounding area—currently, there are over 3,200 Marines stationed at the 480 hectare base—the U.S. is planning to relocate.30 The U.S. military cited improving the surrounding city’s infrastructure and promoting growth in the city as a key reason behind the move.31 In 1996, a joint American-Japanese committee approved an offshore, sea- based facility off the east coast of Okinawa as the new location.32
This plan was later altered to incorporate both offshore and shoreline facilities.33 On May 1, 2006, Japan and the U.S. issued an agreement entitled “United States-Japan Roadmap for Realignment Implementation,” also known as the 2006 Roadmap.34 The 2006 Roadmap established a target date of 2014 to provide an overall realignment plan for U.S. military involvement in Okinawa.35 This agreement finalized the construction proposal to construct the FRF to combine the Henoko Point section of Camp Schwab (currently leased by the U.S.) with the adjacent waters of Oura and Henoko Bays.36 The 2006 Roadmap proposed a “V-shaped” runway to be partially built on landfill extending into Oura and Henoko Bays.37 The key remaining problem with this proposal is that the location of the FRF encompasses dugong habitats in Henoko and Oura Bays.38 Research completed by the UN and various environmental protection groups indicates that this particular location for the FRF would be devastating to the dugong habitat.39 Both Henoko Bay and Oura Bay are considered critical habitats for the Okinawa dugongs, and the current plan requires landfilling of the coral reefs and seafloor slopes of the bays.40 Despite alterations to the original plan, a 2006 poll showed that 70% of Okinawans remained opposed to the expansion.41 The New York Times also reported the FRF is opposed by 400 international environmental groups, 889 international experts on coral reefs, a majority of the voters in the adjacent town of Nago (in a 1997 [end page 461] referendum), and the thousands of individuals who have participated in sit-in protests that have been a common occurrence around the bays since 2003.42 U.S intervention through Dugong was necessary as a result of the inaction by both Japan and the DOD. First, while Japan is involved in this process, unilateral protection by the Japanese will not provide effective protection for the dugong. Japan is currently performing an environmental impact assessment, but the current system does not require the proposal to include a “zero option,” or no construction alternative.43
The assessment will also not guarantee any affirmative action, as it is only a procedural requirement.44
The Secretary of Defense argued that Japan alone is responsible for determining the location and construction of the new facility, and thus any efforts to minimize risks to the dugong fall to Japanese plans, but this is not a proper characterization of the relationship.45 From the beginning, the U.S. has worked with Japan in a bilateral Special Action Committee on Okinawa to develop recommendations for the new facilities.46
And while it is true Japan chose the final location, the decision was made with at least eight DOD sub-agencies’ approval.47 The DOD controls the property, will pay for the construction, and will use the new facility.48 Any indication that the U.S. is not highly involved in the plans for the FRF is a gross mischaracterization of the process that led to Dugong. Second, the overly general standards for U.S. military compliance in the area of environmental protection provide insufficient protection for the dugong. In 2002, the DOD issued a new environmental policy, calling for the “systematic integration of environmental management into all missions, activities, and functions.”49 The Overseas Environmental Baseline Guidance Document also established minimum standards of environmental protection for DOD installations and overseas facilities. 50 While the DOD’s environmental policy purports to consider environmental protection concerns, no Environmental Impact Statement was attempted, and no steps have been taken to protect Henoko Bay. 

2AC—Environment—A2: Only One Instance

The struggle for the Dugongs in Okinawa spurs global environmental protection

Tanji 6—Research Fellow, CASAAP, Curtin University, PhD (Murd) (Miyume, © 2006, “Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa”, Routledge, RBatra) p. 174-5
The campaign for protection of the Okinawa dugongs has opened doors to a network of global environmental and conservation movements. Nago anti-base residents such as Higashionna and Miyagi Yasuhiro, with the Dugong Network Okinawa, the World Wild Fund Japan and Save the Dugong Campaign Centre, have engaged in research on the dugongs surviving in the local Okinawan waters and requested the Japanese and Okinawan governments to set up specific protection policies for dugongs, among others, investigating the impacts of the planned heliport construction on the dugong habitats. They have also developed collegial relations with marine biologists specializing in dugongs in mainland Japan and overseas.44 Higashionna has started Save the Dugong Foundation, based in Sedake, to collect funding needed for research and conservation. He also built a ‘dugong home’ (dugong no sato) to host visitors, including many high-school students, to show them the local, abundant, natural resources on the east coast of Okinawa. Higashionna says: I thought simply repeating the anti-base mantra could not stop the heliport. Okinawans had been saying the same thing for decades, but the bases were never removed. We needed something different, more interesting and closer to life. That is why I think it’s important to stress the need to protect the local environment. Most people, even Nago citizens on the west side, have never seen what the ocean looks like and how beautiful it is. It is necessary to have everyone visit the east coast of Nago, and ask them, ‘What do you think? Are you going to let them build the new base here?’ It is important to start here [eastern Nago]. The Shiraho struggle has been very important because we were able to persuade the government to admit it would be wrong to build an airport on the world heritage coral reef. If we can make Nago home to lots of dugongs, the next struggle will be much easier. (Interview, February 2002) 

2AC—Environment—A2: Env’t Securitization K

There’s no link—the affirmative represents a feminist engagement with environmental destruction.

Cuomo 96—Associate Professor of Philosophy and Women's Studies at the University of Cincinnati (Chris J., Hypatia, Vol. 11, No. 4, Women and Violence (Autumn, 1996), “War Is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence”, http://www.jstor.org/stable/3810390, accessed 28 July 2010, RBatra)

I turn now to a discussion of the environmental effects of war, because I believe these effects to be significant to feminists for two basic reasons. Though women are no more essentially connected to nature than any other organic beings, cultural constructions associate women with nature and help justify the mistreatment of both. Many feminists and ecological feminists have discussed these problematic conceptual connections as created or fueled by the dichotomous thinking discussed above (Griffin 1989; King 1990; Warren 1990; Cuomo 1992; Plumwood 1993). Others, including Vandana Shiva and Maria Mies (1993), focus on the practical, or material connections between environmental degradation and women's oppression. In any case, if women's oppression is connected to the unjustified destruction of nature, or if, as Karen Warren argues, feminists must be against oppression in any form, including the oppression of nature, it is arguable that the ecological effects of war and militarism are feminist issues. Because military ecological destruction occurs primarily "during peacetime," and because it is so directly tied to other forms of ecological and social violence, attention to the ecological impacts of war further illustrates the limitations of only thinking of war in terms of events. 

2AC—Gender—Military Presence Is Gendered

Military occupation of Japan is based on gender dualisms and binaries—military presence depends on and reinforces gender stereotypes. 

Kirk 8—Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies. Edited by John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies (Gwyn, 14 March 2008, Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific, accessed 27 July 2010, RBatra)

The power dynamics of militarism in the Asia-Pacific region rely on dominance and subordination. These hierarchical relationships, shaped by gender, can be seen in U.S. military exploitation of host communities, its abuse and contamination of land and water, and the exploitation of women and children through the sex industry, sexual violence, and rape. Women’s bodies, the land, and indigenous communities are all feminized, treated as dispensable and temporary. What is constructed as “civilized, white, male, western, and rational” is held superior to what is defined as “primitive, non-white, female, non-western, and irrational.” Nations and U.S. territories within the Asia-Pacific region are treated as inferiors with limited sovereignty or agency in relation to U.S. foreign policy interests that go hand-in-hand with this racist/sexist ideology. The imbalance of power in gender relations in and around bases is mirrored at the alliance level as well. The United States controls Hawai’i through statehood; Guam is a colonial territory; and the United States is the dominant partner in alliances with Japan, South Korea, and the Philippines. The expansion and restructuring of U.S. bases and military operations in the region depend on these imbalances of power, which are rooted in histories of annexation, colonization, exploitation, and war. The Asia-Pacific region is a major part of the worldwide network of U.S. bases and facilities that support the global war on terror and enables the United States to extend its reach far beyond its own shores. The war on terror is only the latest justification for U.S. military presence in communities that have little say over the activities of armed outsiders. This network in turn depends on a set of interrelated phenomena – violence against women and girls, violation of local people’s self-determination, and abuse and contamination of the environment – that reinforce gender stereotypes. Military Violence against Women  Violence against women is pervasive at U.S. bases in the region and in prevailing military culture and training. The case of Okinawa is especially shocking. In the past 62 years, there have been 400 reported cases of women who have been attacked, kidnapped, abused, gang-raped, or murdered by U.S. troops. Victims have included a nine-month old baby and girls between six and 15 years old. Most recently, in February 2008, Staff Sgt. Tyrone Luther Hadnott, aged 38, of Camp Courtney in Okinawa, was arrested and charged with raping a 14-year-old girl. 

Military expansion serves patriarchal US goals—we must prioritize the voices of Okinawans over the fearmongering of security hawks.

Kirk 8—Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies. Edited by John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies (Gwyn, 14 March 2008, Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific, accessed 27 July 2010, RBatra)

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.  U.S. peace movements should not only address U.S. military involvement in the Middle East, but also in other parts of the world. Communities in the Asia-Pacific region have a long history of contesting U.S. militarism and offer eloquent testimonies to the negative impact of U.S. military operations there. These stories provide insights into the gendered dynamics of U.S. foreign and military policy, and the complicity of allied nations in this effort. Many individuals and organizations are crying out for justice, united by threads of hope and visions for a different future. Our job is to listen to them and to act accordingly. 
2AC—Tangible Harms Of Military Presence

Military presence in Okinawa represents preparation for war—the Okinawans are completely exhausted

Tanji 6—Research Fellow, CASAAP, Curtin University, PhD (Murd) (Miyume, © 2006, “Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa”, Routledge, RBatra) p. 177-8

The huge military complex hosted by the Okinawans serves as constant reminder of the extraordinary trauma of war, of the Battle of Okinawa. This is what the foreign military bases, ‘security’ alliances, and global military strategies represent. But they also represent preparation for war, war on standby. For those living at some distance from the ‘bases’ – in mainland Japan, in particular – it can look as though very little is going on. Nothing could be further from the truth: Immanuel Kant (writing in the eighteenth century) observed that ‘tense and unremitting military preparations . . . even in the midst of peace’ can lead nations to the ‘complete exhaustion of their inner powers’. The Okinawans have been forced to travel daily on this wretched road to the ‘complete exhaustion [their] of inner powers’ for some six decades. The refusal to simply yield to these huge pressures is the common commitment of all members of the community of protest, regardless of their specific difference in political, ideological, or practical orientation. 

Military bases in Okinawa perpetuate rape, crime, environmental destruction, and suffering

Tanji 6—Research Fellow, CASAAP, Curtin University, PhD (Murd) (Miyume, © 2006, “Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa”, Routledge, RBatra) p. 2

In 1972, the administration of Okinawa was ‘returned’ to Japan, but the bases remained; so did their privileges, perpetuating the threat of rape and crime, accidents, nuisances, continuing occupation of land, environmental degradation, and a wide range of health hazards including explosive noise. Having said this, Okinawa has been the beneficiary of the Japanese government’s special industrialization plans that brought in enormous funding and subsidized public works projects and these have served as a form of compensation for accommodating the garrison. However, most of the benefits of these ‘developments’ have been channelled back to mainland Japanese construction and tourism industries. The bureaucratic controls imposed by these projects and programmes have also frequently damaged the natural resources and undermined the economic self-reliance of local populations. Okinawa has borne the heaviest physical and moral brunt of the US-Japan security alliance – simultaneously the victim of US military presence and Japan’s discriminatory treatment of a minority group. Okinawans, are, as a consequence, amongst the most and longest abused peoples of the twentieth century. 

2AC—Tangible Harms Of Military Presence
Military presence perpetuates rape, prostitution, and violence against women—it’s a huge human rights violation

Genuine Security 7—Women for Genuine Security, established by Gwyn Kirk, an Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies (No Date Given but latest cited is 2007, Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence, www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf, accessed 27 July 2010, RBatra)

Military Prostitution and Violence Against Women and Children In the past, as many as one in thirty Okinawan women were employed as prostituted women for the U.S. military in “A sign” bars.􀌑 Entertainment districts were built close to military bases immediately after the war. In some cases U.S. military authorities returned land taken for bases to Okinawan planners for purposes of building entertainment areas.􀌒 In 1969, at the height of the U.S. War against Vietnam, the Okinawan police estimated that 7,362 Okinawan women were working in prostitution though others estimated this number to be 10,000 or more. Before reversion in1972, the discussion of an anti-prostitution law was brought up in the Okinawan government assembly on two separate occasions, but nothing was done because of the large economic benefit contributed by these women—larger than the agricultural industry (pineapple and sugarcane combined).􀌓 The women were coerced into prostitution through economic hardship, given the lack of meaningful alternatives. Although counted as part of the underground economy, their wages made a significant contribution to the Okinawan economy. Today, some 7,000 Filipinas (and the number may be much higher), whose home economy is far weaker than that of Japan, are the prostituted women—on entertainment visas—for U.S. military personnel in Okinawa, even though prostitution is illegal in Japan.􀌔 On September 4, 1995, a 12-year-old girl was returning home at 8:30pm after shopping in a neighborhood store near a U.S. military base. Abducted by three U.S. servicemen in a car, her hands, eyes, and mouth bound with duct tape, she was raped, dumped out of the car, and left by the side of a road. Her assailants—two Marines and a sailor—had rented the car inside the base, purchased duct tape and condoms, and left the base with the purpose of abducting a woman and raping her. This incident was one more in a long history of violence against women that  has continued in Okinawa throughout the postwar period. However, there were several things different about this case that resulted in a massive outpouring of grief and anger by Okinawan citizens: 1) The victim pressed charges; 2) The rape occurred during the Fourth UN Conference on Women in Beijing where violence against women was declared a human rights violation—this inspired confidence in Okinawan women, especially the large contingent that attended the UN Conference; 3) The rape occurred during the 50th anniversary year of the end of World War II, a time of reflection on 50 years of U.S. military presence in Okinawa; and 4) The age of the victim made it very clear that such violence claims victims without distinction.􀌕 The rape of this girl was reported worldwide, but most crimes by U.S. troops (including rape, assault, and murder) are not. Official reports estimate more than 5,394 military crimes against Okinawan people from 1972 to 2005, with 533 of them heinous crimes (1972-2004). Arrested military personnel suspected of committing these crimes numbered 678.􀌍􀌌 These crime figures are a conservative estimate as many crimes are not reported, perhaps especially violence against women. The bases are also associated with drug use and the spread of HIV/AIDS. Mixed-race Amerasian children fathered by U.S. troops have often been abandoned by their fathers and experience discrimination from local people.  
Troops cause systemic deaths from cancer

Genuine Security 7—Women for Genuine Security, established by Gwyn Kirk, an Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies (No Date Given but latest cited is 2007, Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence, www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf, accessed 27 July 2010, RBatra)

Regular training exercises using live ammunition have caused forest fires, soil erosion, earth tremors, and accidents. In 1996, U.S. Marines fired depleted uranium shells into the ocean. The U.S. military defines this as a conventional weapon, but, officially, they are not allowed to fire depleted uranium in Japan. White Beach, a docking area in Okinawa for U.S. nuclear submarines, is an area where regional health statistics show comparatively high rates of leukemia in children and cancers in adults. In 1998, for example, two women from the White Beach area who had been in the habit of gathering shellfish and seaweed there died of liver cancer. Also local people are affected, sometimes killed, in traffic accidents caused by U.S. troops. In October 1998, for example, a U.S. Marine killed a young woman in a hit-and-run accident. 
2AC—A2: Topicality “Military Presence”

T presence – we meet

Tanji 6—Research Fellow, CASAAP, Curtin University, PhD (Murd) (Miyume, © 2006, “Myth, Protest and Struggle in Okinawa”, Routledge, RBatra) p. 4-5

All of that said, in the context of national and international politics and analysis of the US, Japan and Okinawa relationships, internal differences within Okinawan protest community tend to be underrepresented. When the discussion of Okinawa’s marginalization by Japan or the US (or both) is set within these larger frames, there is a tendency to represent the ‘Okinawan’ protesters, again, as a unified collective subject responding continuously and uniformly to externally imposed oppression. Even the JPRI literature that represents ‘Okinawan protest’ on US–Japan relations in the post-Cold-War era exhibits this tendency.6 For example, when the Okinawan economy’s dependence on the Japanese government’s special subsidies are tied to the US military presence, ‘Okinawan protesters’ usually appear in JPRI analyses as a singular, homogeneous subject (Johnson 1999a, 2002, JPRI Staff 1998a, 1998c, McCormack 1998, McCormack and Yonetani 2000, Smith 1998). Barrel and Tanaka refer to the Okinawans not just as a singular subject but as a subject bound by a unifying consensus ‘the consensus is that as far as the military presence is concerned – either US or Japanese – Okinawans have decided ‘enough is enough’ (Barrel and Tanaka 1997: 5). As a macro and outsider’s perspective this is understandable: detail becomes less visible as distance increases. 

*** Neg Cards

Plan Not Sufficient To Solve

Plan isn’t sufficient to solve—economic development is key.

Kirk 8—Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies. Edited by John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies (Gwyn, 14 March 2008, Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific, accessed 27 July 2010, RBatra)

Demilitarization requires a de-linking of masculinity and militarism, stopping the glorification of war and warriors, and defining adventure and heroism in nonmilitary terms. It also requires genuinely democratic processes and structures for political and economic decision-making at community, national and transnational levels. In addition, the United States must take responsibility for cleaning up all military contamination in the Asia-Pacific region.  Instead of undermining indigenous control of lands and resources in Guam, for example, the United States and local government agencies should support the self-determination of the Chamorro people. The proposed Marines base for Henoko (Okinawa) should be scrapped and the Japanese government should redirect funds earmarked for it to economic development to benefit Okinawan people.

Okinawa isn’t key—the U.S. maintains bases throughout Asia.

Kageyama Asako, journalist and filmmaker based in Hokkaido, compiled, edited and translated by Philip Seaton, Associate Professor in the Research Faculty of Media and Communication at Hokkaido University, 2010 (“Marines Go Home: Anti-Base Activism in Okinawa, Japan and Korea,” The Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, April 5th, Available Online at http://japanfocus.org/-Kageyama-Asako/3335, Accessed 07-17-2010)
So while all attention is focused on Futenma, what is actually occurring is the ‘Okinawaization’ of Japan. As former marine Allen Nelson has testified, during the Vietnam War Okinawa was used as a training location for soldiers en route to Vietnam.13 This role seems to be being extended across Japan. The political need to reduce the burden on Okinawa was the underlying reason for the relocation of US Marine Corps live fire drills from Okinawa to Yausubetsu in 1997, and those ‘skills’ practiced in Hokkaido have been exported to conflicts in other parts of the globe. As Saito Mitsumasa has demonstrated, the Misawa base in Aomori has long been a key part of the projection of US nuclear strike capability in Asia, which makes a mockery of Japan’s three non-nuclear principles (as does the much more public revelations of the ‘secret pacts’ during the Cold War to allow nuclear weapons into Japan, which was officially acknowledged by the DPJ government in March 2010). Furthermore, Misawa is currently being used as a forward staging area for bombing missions in Iraq and Afghanistan.14 These developments illustrate that US forces are not in Japan for the protection of Japan or peace and stability in Asia, but for the projection of American power throughout Asia and the Pacific, even to the Middle East.

Plan Not Sufficient To Solve
The U.S. presence in Okinawa isn’t colonialist—there’s no double standard.

Kageyama Asako, journalist and filmmaker based in Hokkaido, compiled, edited and translated by Philip Seaton, Associate Professor in the Research Faculty of Media and Communication at Hokkaido University, 2010 (“Marines Go Home: Anti-Base Activism in Okinawa, Japan and Korea,” The Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, April 5th, Available Online at http://japanfocus.org/-Kageyama-Asako/3335, Accessed 07-17-2010)
Some of those activists appeared in America Banzai. In 2009, a number of people who had appeared in America Banzai visited Japan to take part in a speaking tour to similarly affected places in Japan: Kanagawa, Iwakuni and Okinawa. The discussions of the damage caused by the Kelly Air Force base made quite an impression. Many Japanese think that the base issue exemplifies an American double standard by which things that would not be permitted in the US are forced onto Japan. This is not the case. Both countries suffer from the same problems. Whether in Japan, South Korea or the US, the fundamental problem is the government and military riding roughshod over local people. One senses, however, a heavy element of racism and discrimination surrounding the bases issue. In the case of Kelly Air Force Base, most local residents were poor Mexicans. Laws, it seems, are adhered to more closely when the people harmed by the bases are not the poor, indigenous peoples, immigrants, Japanese, Koreans or others.
The plan isn’t enough—still a massive U.S. military presence in Japan.

Kageyama Asako, journalist and filmmaker based in Hokkaido, compiled, edited and translated by Philip Seaton, Associate Professor in the Research Faculty of Media and Communication at Hokkaido University, 2010 (“Marines Go Home: Anti-Base Activism in Okinawa, Japan and Korea,” The Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, April 5th, Available Online at http://japanfocus.org/-Kageyama-Asako/3335, Accessed 07-17-2010)
With the exception of the governor, the entire Okinawan leadership was now in the hands of anti-base forces, and even the Governor has faced tremendous pressure to reject the Henoko plan. Following the wave of optimism that accompanied the victory of the Democratic Party of Japan in the August 2009 elections on a specific pledge to move bases outside the prefecture, or outside of Japan, serious doubts have arisen about the base decision. In the face of intense US pressure, the DPJ is actively exploring alternative base sites including Henoko and other Okinawan islands as well as on mainland Japan and in Guam. Of course, even if the Hatoyama administration succeeds in honoring its election pledge to move Futenma out of the prefecture or out of Japan altogether, this would not be more than a slight dent in the US military presence in Japan: at present (March 2010) comprising 85 facilities covering 77,000 acres of land, and numbering 36,000 on-shore personnel and 11,000 personnel afloat.12 Nor would this halt the increased integration of US and Japanese military forces, a process which is accelerating. The US military continues to conduct live-fire exercises in Yausubetsu. Indeed, the majority of SDF facilities are used jointly by the Japanese and US militaries on a daily basis, as are a number of civilian facilities such as ports and airports.
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