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Ext: Arms sales CP

The CP accesses the best internal link to China relations while avoiding the net benefit. Any attempt to pull out of South Korea or Japan would trigger the impact. The 1NC evidence is conclusive that Taiwan Arms sales are the key barrier to US-China Relations, the CP solves the entirety of their China relations advantage.

A2 Perm

1.Perm still links to the Net Benefit. They must defend their plan, which still triggers the link to the net benefit. It is just a test of competition, and the counterplan competes off the net benefit

2. If they argue that they do not pull out, this is a severance perm.

Severance is bad and a voter

1. Aff becomes a moving target: they can get out of links to our DAs

2. Kills topic-specific education: they no longer have to defend the entire aff, meaning we don’t learn about it anymore

3. Jacks neg ground; they can just do the counterplan and not any of the aff, making it impossible for the neg to win

4. Voter for fairness and education

Ext: Taiwan Arms Sales Solve China Relations

1. Extend that Taiwan arms sales are the top priority for China. They will do anything to have them stop. Lum says China has already reacted badly to recent US arms sales, but relations would hit an all time high if we ended the sales.

2. US arms sales to Taiwan is a key matter to China
Three implications for future Chinese policy postures emerge from this review of 1989-94. First, the varying virulence of assertive nationalism is more a function of factional politics than of substantive issues. In the post-Deng era the composition of regime leadership, in particular the influence of the PLA, will determine the degree to which provocative U.S. policy on Taiwan, Tibet and Hong Kong will evoke affirmative, assertive or aggressive responses. All three issues will remain sensitive matters of Chinese sovereignty and national identity. In Deng's absence, competitive successor-aspirants may be tempted to exploit nationalistic sensitivities in order to coalesce support and weaken opponents. Remnant "leftists" and sincere nationalists can contribute to PLA assertiveness under circumstances where prolonged leadership instability prompts this coalition to advance its point of view.

Taiwan War Solvency
Arms sale to Taiwan kill PRC-Taiwan relations; ending them solves Taiwan war

Kerry Dumbaugh, Specialist in Asian Affairs, Congressional Research Service, May 1, 2009, “Taiwan-U.S. Relations: Developments and Policy Implications,” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA501077&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, Pg 22
Relatedly, the question of U.S. arms sales to Taiwan takes on new shades of delicacy in an environment of improving Taiwan-PRC ties. While U.S. law mandating arms sales to Taiwan states that these sales shall be “based solely upon ... the needs of Taiwan,” such decisions can be and have been a useful U.S. policy lever in U.S.-Taiwan-PRC relations.61 Either the approval of a major weapons package to Taiwan or an apparent “freeze” in weapons sales can have symbolic significance for either side of the strait. U.S. policymakers will be faced with decisions on what kind of signal a specific U.S. arms sale will send under current circumstances. The PRC objects to U.S. arms sales to Taiwan and has reacted punitively in some cases, so that future U.S. arms sales to Taiwan may have significant implications for cross-strait ties. A recent news story from a Taiwan newspaper alleged that U.S. military officials are concerned that potential Taiwan-PRC military exchanges could provide Beijing with an opportunity to learn details about sensitive U.S. military technology sold to Taiwan and, therefore, could jeopardize future U.S. arms sales to Taiwan.62

A2: Conditions Bad

1. Increases in depth education: encourages debate on the core of multilateralism and domestic policy’s effect on international relations, and allows us to evaluate all the risks of plan passage

2. Key to Neg ground: necessary to maintain negative flexibility, hedge against big affirmatives, and check tiny affs

3. Search for the best policy option: if we win the counterplan is a preferable advocacy, it warrants a negative ballot – that’s the most real world decision calculus

4. We’re not conditioning their plan, we condition Taiwan arms sales. This solves all their offense; we don’t steal their aff.

5. Literature checks – the negative should only get to run a condition cp if they have solvency evidence specific to the plan – that solves their offense since it ensures predictability, while providing the aff fair ground from solvency deficits and disads to the net benefit dealing with other agents.

6. Competition checks – perms provide stable neg ground – if we weren’t functionally or textually competitive they could make legitimate permutation

7. Key to Neg Flex, Checks structural side bias: the aff has first and last speech, picks the framework for the debate, and has infinite prep.

8. Reject the arg not the team: 
Ext: Yokota PIC

1. The Aff has no good reason why leaving one base in Yokota primarily for defense would not solve their case. China wouldn’t care about one base left to deter North Korean attack.

2.  This solves Japan Rearm, and China would not be faced with a threat.

3. Japan’s defense is becoming more independent but US presence is key now to deter North Korea

While the Pacific region is not at war, neither is it at peace. No challenge illustrates this better than the challenge of nuclear proliferation. Efforts through the Six-Party process (North Korea, South Korea, China, Japan, Russia, and the United States) aim at the eventual denuclearization of North Korea, but for the present, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea regime remains reclusive and unpredictable and now has the potential to leverage nuclear, chemical, biological, and radiological weapons in attempts to threaten its neighbors and our allies.

The USAF, along with our regional partners, must maintain the lead in air, space, and cyberspace capabilities that monitor, deter, and defeat these types of threats. By 2012, the Republic of Korea (ROK) will assume wartime operational control of its forces while US Forces in Korea transfers to US Korea Command (USKORCOM) in a doctrinally supporting relationship to ROK armed forces.3 For its part, Japan will take more of a leading role for its air and missile defense by relocating its Air Defense Command to Yokota Air Base to strengthen early warning and bilateral command and control.4
A2: Perm do both

1. This perm puts them in a double bind. Either they sever out of the part of the plan that involves pulling out of Yokota, or they’re just doing the plan, which still links to the Net Benefit. 

2. And Severance is a voter

1. Aff becomes a moving target: they can get out of links to our DAs

2. Kills topic-specific education: they no longer have to defend the entire aff, meaning we don’t learn about it anymore

3. Jacks neg ground; they can just do the counterplan and not any of the aff, making it impossible for the neg to win

4. Voter for fairness and education

3. CP solves better than the perm. The perm must defend pulling out of all of Japan, which triggers North Korean Nukes.
A2: PICs Bad

1. Key to Neg Ground: PICs are part of a critical neg strategy necessary against increasingly vague plans. It’s easier to PIC out of vague plan texts.
2. Forces the affirmative to defend all aspects of the plan: this increases better plan writing and critical thinking which are good for education and debate.
3. Best policy option: debate is about a search for the best policy option this solves all of their fairness and education arguments, if the counterplan is better then the plan then all of their arguments are arbitrary and don’t apply. 
4. Most real world: real policymakers will reject bad parts of a plan while keeping the rest.

5. Their interpretation makes all counterplans PICS: it is impossible to have action that does not do some part of the plan – this kills fairness destroying a core negative strategy.

6. Key to Neg flex: Checks structural side bias: aff gets first and last speech, infinite prep.
w
7. Potential Abuse isn’t a voter: we didn’t do it and its impossible to quantify. Since the ballot doesn’t set a precedent, in-round abuse is the fairest, most objective way to judge theory.
8. Reject the argument, not the team: the punishment paradigm rewards theory over substance, decreasing education. Plus, they can’t prove a reason why we jacked their ability to beat the rest of our positions.
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