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Amendment Defense

Japan’s constitution requires 2/3 vote in the Diem and majority of population vote.

Japan’s Constitution, Chapter 9, Article 96, http://www.kantei.go.jp/foreign/constitution_and_government_of_japan/constitution_e.html
Article 96. Amendments to this Constitution shall be initiated by the Diet, through a concurring vote of two-thirds or more of all the members of each House and shall thereupon be submitted to the people for ratification, which shall require the affirmative vote of a majority of all votes cast thereon, at a special referendum or at such election as the Diet shall specify. Amendments when so ratified shall immediately be promulgated by the Emperor in the name of the people, as an integral part of this Constitution.
2/3rd majority in diet won’t be reached – no amendment

Khan, May 19th 2010(Shamshad, Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, 
http://www.idsa.in/idsacomments/IsJapanreadytoshunthePeaceConstitution_sakhan_190510

The LDP, which is to submit a draft proposal of constitutional revisions to the current Diet session, would have to rely on other pro-amendment parties including the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) to gain a two-third majority in the Diet. The ruling DPJ is not averse to the idea of revising the constitution. In fact, the DPJ leader and Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama2 as well as DPJ Secretary General Ichiro Ozawa3 have in the past presented their own proposals on how to amend the Constitution including Article 9. But since the DPJ was formed by the dissidents of the LDP and SDP, opposition will come from within a faction of DPJ which still carries the legacy of left politics. The SDP, a junior coalition partner to the DPJ government, will act as yet another drag on the issue. SDP chief Mizuho Fukushima has made it clear that she will oppose any moves on Constitution revision. “I will not allow the Diet chambers constitutional research panels to get under way,” the Japan Times quoted Fukushima as saying. Thus, gaining two-third majority on the issue of Constitutional revision in the present Diet appears very difficult. 

NO bipartisan support, and no constitutional research panel necessary to deliberate on the amendment to the amendment mean Japan is functionally incapable of an amendment. 

http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100518a2.html
Is there still a movement to revise the Constitution? None that is noticeable. Conservative parties, in particular the LDP, have long insisted Japan needs a Constitution drafted by its own people. Some go as far as to call for the war-renouncing Article 9 to be diluted to give Tokyo greater diplomatic leverage. But while the LDP is working on various bills, including those to add provisions to the Constitution requiring that the government reduce its swelling debt, it is unlikely to take on Article 9 anytime soon. Does the current ruling bloc have any amendment plans? The Democratic Party of Japan is a mixed bag of conservatives and liberals, making it highly unlikely that a quick revision of the Constitution — especially Article 9 — will take place under a DPJ government. The SDP's partnership in the coalition also makes this notion problematic. Asked about the current lack of debate on possible revisions, Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama hinted Friday the issue is not high on the administration's to-do list. "Debates on the Constitution should take place," Hatoyama said, adding that the public, as well as the government, face other pressing issues that directly influence society, including reviving the economy and curbing the high unemployment rate. Does a revision push appear likely anytime soon? All signs indicate the referendum law won't bring quick changes. For starters, the constitutional research panels in both Diet chambers, which would have to deliberate any bills to rewrite the Constitution, have yet to assemble despite being formally set up in 2007. Hatoyama acknowledged "progress is sluggish" regarding the panels, but SDP chief Mizuho Fukushima has made it clear she will oppose any moves looking to get the Constitution revision ball rolling. "I will not allow the Diet chambers constitutional research panels ('kenpo shinsakai') to get under way," Fukushima said during a rally May 3 against any amendments. The referendum law itself is only on a trial basis at present. Although the law stipulates that all Japanese aged 18 and over are eligible to vote in it, the current legal minimum voting age is 20. The referendum law sets the minimum voting age at 20 instead of 18 until the voting age is changed. Debate to lower the age has led to complex discussions at the Justice Ministry, because such a change would influence a variety of areas, including the legal age to drink and smoke. On top of such obstacles, securing a two-thirds majority in both the Lower and Upper houses to pass a bill would require a bipartisan effort. Thus the LDP would have to join forces with the DPJ. 

Japan’s pacifistic culture and U.S. military presence prevent amendment to constitution and will prevent militarization EVEN IF the constitution is amended. 

Teslik, 2006(Lee, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/10439/japan_and_its_military.html)
Krauss predicts that the constitution could be changed within five years, particularly if cabinet secretary Shinzo Abe succeeds Koizumi later this year, as is expected. Other experts say that barring an unforeseen catalyst, changes that are other than purely cosmetic could take a longer time coming. Pacifism is still a culturally entrenched ideology, if also weakening, and there is likely to be resistance to rapid change, even if the constitution is amended. So long as the American military safety net remains, the majority of Japanese seem loath to engage what Miller calls "the rough-and-tumble of international power politics. 
China Arm > East Asian Arms Race

East Asian arms race occurring in response to Chinese armament.

Manichi daily news, 2010(August 7th, http://mdn.mainichi.jp/features/news/20100721p2g00m0fe027000c.html)
HANOI (Kyodo) -- Foreign ministers from 27 countries will discuss ways to promote confidence-building at an annual Asian regional security forum here on Friday amid China's rapid military-building that has raised the concern of neighboring countries and sparked an arms race in the region. The ministers of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and other major powers, including the United States, Japan, China and Russia are gathering in the capital of Vietnam for the ASEAN Regional Forum. The buildup, meant to protect its growing economic clout, has been one of the main factors prompting China's economically dynamic Southeast Asian neighbors to sharply raise their defense spending and modernize their ageing military equipment in recent years. "China's military has been developing quite fast in the past few years, especially its naval power," said Huang Jing, a scholar on the Chinese military at the Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy in Singapore. "It has already affected Southeast Asian countries. China is now an engine for the entire region, which has become more integrated with China's economy. However, in terms of security and military, the Southeast Asian countries are trying to hedge against China," he said. According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute's Arms Transfers Database, arms deliveries to Southeast Asia nearly doubled from 2005 to 2009 compared to the five preceding years, with weapons deliveries to Malaysia jumping by 722 percent, Singapore by 146 percent and Indonesia by 84 percent. Singapore was the fourth-largest buyer of weapons in Asia during the period after China, India and South Korea. The wealthy but small city-state's recent arms purchases included eight F-15E combat aircraft with advanced air-to-air and air-to-ground missiles from the United States, two La Fayette frigates from France and 40 tanks from Germany. Last year, Malaysia acquired combat aircraft with advanced missiles from Russia, its first submarines from France and Spain, frigates from Germany and tanks from Poland. China already has the most powerful military in the region, Huang said. "If you take out the United States and Russia, nobody can overtake China in terms of military power in the region," he said. "Ten years ago, there was a 40-year gap between the military capability of China and that of the U.S., now that gap has been shortened to 15 years." The Chinese navy, which used to be very backward in the mid-1990s, lagging behind the United States or Japanese navy by least 40 years, is already on the verge of operating across the deep waters of open oceans. "Right now China already has navy that can go into blue water," Huang said.

Japan U.S. alliance prevents East Asian arms race

Yglesias 2009 (Matthew, senior editor at the Center for American Progress Action Fund, http://www.prospect.org/cs/articles?article=seachange_of_japan)

That said, Hatoyama did publish a serious-seeming pre-election op-ed that opened with a complaint that "Japan has been continually buffeted by the winds of market fundamentalism in the U.S.-led movement that is more usually called globalization." The article said that "of course, the Japan-U.S. security pact will continue to be the cornerstone of Japanese diplomatic policy," but that caveat came surrounded by statements about "the creation of an East Asian community," suggestions that "the era of U.S. unilateralism must come to an end," and calls for Japan to "maintain its political and economic independence and protect its national interest when caught between the United States, which is fighting to retain its position as the world's dominant power, and China."

All this suggests that the new regime really may try to chart a much more independent course.

Doing so would be risky but potentially quite valuable. Japan and its environs are one of the high points of America's drive for global military supremacy. Even those of us inclined to be skeptical have to be impressed by the way the U.S.-Japanese alliance has helped prevent the emergence of a potentially destructive arms race between Japan, China, and South Korea.

Japan U.S. alliance at brink- reaffirmations from Obama has kept alliance going.

Toki, 2010 (Masako, Jan., WMD Insights, U.S. Japan missile defense cooperation:, http://www.wmdinsights.com/I31/I31_EA1_USJapan.htm)
The United States and Japan, longstanding Pacific allies, are at an important transitional point in their relationship as the new administrations in each country address issues associated with the future of missile defense, extended deterrence, nuclear nonproliferation, and nuclear disarmament. A November 2009 visit to Japan by President Obama reassured Japanese citizens about the U.S. commitment to the region; however, the exact evolution of the U.S.-Japanese relationship remains uncharted as decisions are made about the future of U.S. and Japanese missile defense and the United States nuclear deterrent. Since the historic election on August 30, 2009 in which the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) ousted the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) that had been in power for over 50 years, concerns have arisen over the state of the U.S.-Japan alliance, given that the new ruling party is more liberal and center-left than its conservative predecessor. This has led some to speculate that a shift in Japan’s foreign policy may be in store. Moreover, Prime Minister Hatoyama’s proposal to establish an “East Asia Community” has generated the impression that the DPJ would place more emphasis on Japan’s relationship with its Asian neighbors than the United States. In light of these concerns, the recent reaffirmation of the importance of the U.S.- Japan security alliance by the heads of both states gave some relief to those who were worried about the future of the alliance. Additionally, during his recent visit to the country, President Obama reassured Japan about the future of America’s engagement with the Asia Pacific region. [1] In his first trip to Asia since taking office in January 2009, President Obama chose Japan as the first country to visit. As was the case with Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s visit in February 2009, the United States demonstrated its recognition of the importance of the U.S.- Japan alliance by visiting one of its closest allies before any other country in the region. When Secretary Clinton visited Japan in February, she also underlined the importance of the U.S.-Japan alliance, reiterating that the bilateral relationship is a cornerstone of U.S. foreign policy and peace and security in the Asia Pacific. [2] In addition, former Prime Minister Taro Aso was invited to be the first foreign leader to meet President Obama at the White House. At the meeting, both leaders reaffirmed the importance of the U.S.-Japan alliance to tackle regional and global challenges ranging from North Korea’s missile and nuclear issues to global warming and the global economic crisis. [3]  
Unilateral Re-arm Turn

US-Japan BMD cooperation is critical to relations and alliance

Gregg A Rubinstein, Official of the U.S. Departments of State and Defense, Consultant on U.S.-Japan Defense Programs, 09/05/07. “US-Japan Missile Defense Cooperation: Current Status, Future Prospects” http://www.japanconsidered.com/OccasionalPapers/Rubinstein%20USJA%20BMD%20article%20090507.pdf | ATL
Development of missile defense cooperation has been critical to a process of “alliance transformation” that ranges from an updated concept of roles missions and capabilities for defense cooperation, to a realignment of the US force structure in Japan.8 BMD matters have had significant impact on key areas of alliance activity: • Policy: Moving from agreement on the need for missile defense to implementing BMD cooperation has brought policy planners on both sides into closer consultation on regional security strategy, arms control/non-proliferation policy, and an expanding scope of bilateral cooperation. The US government has been obliged to rethink its positions on alliance participation in US missile defense programs, as well as the release of sensitive defense technologies to key allies. Similarly, development of BMD activities will compel the Japanese government to reconsider long-standing positions on such policy-sensitive matters as Japan’s self-imposed ban on collective defense operations, and its inflexible approach to arms export controls (see below). • Operations: Cooperation between Japan and the US on BMD operations in Northeast Asia will require a level of coordination between US and Japanese defense forces that gives unprecedented meaning to the term ‘interoperability.’ Issues of concern here include timely sharing of critical intelligence data, development of an effective command, control, and communications (C3) infrastructure, and revision of outdated polices that obstruct joint response to imminent missile threats. • Acquisitions: The SCD project initiated last year is also unprecedented in being the first effort to jointly develop a defense system for use by both countries – and probably third country allies as well. While this effort may not seem remarkable to those familiar with multinational defense projects in NATO or the EU, implementing SCD has required substantial adjustments in interaction among program management bureaucracies and defense industries on both sides. Here too BMD cooperation has brought both sides beyond the limits of long-established practices and attitudes. Missile defense cooperation points to a critical influence on US-Japan alliance evolution often overlooked in discussion of political leaders or key administration officials – the growth of institutional interaction between the US and Japanese defense establishments.

Plan wrecks the alliance

Michael D. Swaine, Ph.D., Harvard University, Senior Associate and Co-Director of the China Program at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace  12/07/07 “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense,” RAND | ATL
At the same time, the development and deployment of a BMD system in Japan poses certain significant potential military, political, and economic problems or dangers. If mishandled, it could severely weaken the U.S.-Japan alliance by undermining Japanese confidence in the United States’ political credibility or in the reliability of the U.S. military deterrent, and by creating division and dissent between the two countries over such issues as cost-, technology-, and intelligence- sharing; the interoperability of U.S. and Japanese forces and command and control facilities; and the conditions under which a Japan-based BMD system might be activated.
US-Japan alliance key to check Japan rearm

Victor D. Cha, Former Director for Asian Affairs at the National Security Council from 2004 to 2007, D.S. Song Professor and Director of Asian Studies at Georgetown University 12/07, pp. 98-113 Hein Online | ATL
As Japan expands its security profile to become more of a global player, it is doing so wholly within the context of the U.S.-Japanese alliance, which acts as a constraint on more ambitious Japanese rearmament. This should be comforting to other states in the region. Moreover, both Abe's October 2006 visit to Beijing and Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao's wildly popular visit to Japan last April helped thaw Chinese-Japanese relations, which had turned chilly under Abe's predecessor, Junichiro Koizumi. Historically, Asian states have become concerned whenever the United States has grown close to Japan in order to contain China or close to China at the expense of traditional U.S. allies and smaller regional powers. The situation today -- a cooperative U.S.-Chinese relationship, a strong U.S.-Japanese alliance, and good relations between Japan and China -- is a viable equilibrium.
Japan rearm causes Asian arms race – China and North Korea freak out and cause conflicts
David Robinson, Lecturer at Edith Cowan University (Australia), 3/29/2010 “Why the West should Discourage Japanese Military Expansion” Journal of Asia Pacific Studies 
http://www.japss.org/upload/10.robinson.pdf | ATL
Japan’s Self-Defense Force is already considered a powerful regional force, and Japan’s previous decisions not to acquire nuclear weapons have been, “on purely strategic grounds, unrelated to antimilitarism or pacifism” [Bukh, 2010, pp7-8]. As Japan has a stockpile of plutonium and extremely sophisticated rocket technology, the possibility remains that Japan could become a major nuclear power within a decade if sufficiently provoked by regional competitors like North Korea [Matthews, 2003, p78], and neo-realist Kenneth Waltz has argued that Asia’s security environment will eventually compel Japan to nuclearise [Mirashita, 2001, p5]. China and Japan are each dominant in the others’ strategic thinking regarding economic, political and military issues, and the enhancement of Japanese military power must influence China’s own strategic vision [Pyle, 2007, p312-315]. China and Korea also remain “convinced that Japanese militarism, supported by an invigorated nationalist right wing, lurks just beneath the surface” [Samuels, 2007, p2]. At the very least Japan’s new foreign policy could escalate into a regional arms race, with the potential for both Japan and South Korea to nuclearise. Issues like control of the Senkaku Islands, the division of Korea, and Chinese claims on Taiwan provide continuing fault-lines around which conflict might develop [Matthews, 2003, p81].  

Extinction
Toshimaru Ogura and Ingyu Oh are professors of economics, April, “Nuclear clouds over the Korean peninsula and Japan,” 1997 Accessed July 10, 2008 via Lexis-Nexis (Monthly Review) | ATL
North Korea, South Korea, and Japan have achieved quasi- or virtual nuclear armament. Although these countries do not produce or possess actual bombs, they possess sufficient technological know-how to possess one or several nuclear arsenals. Thus, virtual armament creates a new nightmare in this region - nuclear annihilation. Given the concentration of economic affluence and military power in this region and its growing importance to the world system, any hot conflict among these countries would threaten to escalate into a global conflagration.
2NC– Alliance Key to Prev. NW
The alliance prevents multiple nuclear wars

Richard L. Armitage Kurt M.Campbell, and Michael J. Green, Joseph S. Nye et al., fmr. Dep. Secretary of State, CSIS, CFR, JFK School of Government at Harvard, contributed to by James A. Kelly, Pacific Forum, Center for Strategic and International Studies; Edward J. Lincoln, Brookings Institution; Robert A. Manning, Council on Foreign Relations; Kevin G. Nealer, Scowcroft Group; James J. Przystup, Institute for National Strategic Studies, National Defense University; 2k “The United States and Japan: Advancing Toward a Mature Partnership”, Institute for National Strategic Studies Special Report, October, http://www.ndu.edu/inss/strforum/SR_01/SR_Japan.htm | ATL
Asia, in the throes of historic change, should carry major weight in the calculus of American political, security, economic, and other interests. Accounting for 53 percent of the world's population, 25 percent of the global economy, and nearly $600 billion annually in two-way trade with the United States, Asia is vital to American prosperity. Politically, from Japan and Australia, to the Philippines, South Korea, Taiwan, and Indonesia, countries across the region are demonstrating the universal appeal of democratic values. China is facing momentous social and economic changes, the consequences of which are not yet clear. Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a well-equipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy.
Ext – Alliance K to Stop Rearm

Alliance key to solve rearm

John Ikenberry. professor of Geopolitics and Global Justice at Georgetown, 2008, Beyond Bilateralism: US-Japan Relations in the New Asia-Pacific, Ed. Krauss and Pempel | ATL
The alliance system—and the U.S.-Iapan security pact in particular—has also played a wider stabilizing role in the region. The American alliance with Japan has solved Japan's security problems, allowing it to forgo building up its military capability, and thereby making it less threatening to its neighbors. This has served to solve or reduce the security dilemmas that would otherwise surface within the region if Japan were to rearm and become a more autonomous and unrestrained military power. At the same time, the alliance makes American power more predictable and connected to the region. Even China has seen the virtues of the U.S.-Japan alliance. During the Cold War, China at least partially welcomed this alliance as a tool to balance Soviet power—an objective that China shared with the United States
Ext – Japan Rearm > Arms Race
Even perception Japan is reconsidering weaponization is enough to set off an arms race in North Asia.

Christopher W Hughes, PhD University of Sheffield, Professor at University of Warwick, January 2007, Asia Policy Number 3 75-104, “North Korea’s Nuclear Weapons: Implications for the Nuclear Ambitions of Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan” http://docs.google.com/gview?a=v&q=cache:blE5TXfgjFIJ:www .nbr.org/publications/asia_policy/AP3/AP3Hughes.pdf+japanese+nuclearization+and+taiwan&hl=en&gl=us | ATL
In turn, it is clear that also close to the forefront of regional policymakers’ minds is the long-held apprehension that if North Korea is allowed the unbridled maintenance of its nuclear program then this will have a broader impact on nuclear proliferation in the Northeast Asia. It is often speculated that the current non-nuclear weapons states in Northeast Asia, whether “reversal” or “threshold” states, may be provoked by North Korea to embark on their own nuclear weapons programs. This “nuclear cascade” might begin with Japan reconsidering its nuclear option, closely followed by South Korea reacting to the change of stance by both North Korea and Japan. The possible further upgrading by China (People’s Republic of China or PRC) of its nuclear capabilities and doctrine, in reaction to a nuclearized Japan and Korean Peninsula, might then trigger renewed interest by Taiwan in a nuclear weapons capacity. Since October of 2006, North Korea’s nuclear test has refueled this type of speculation. In mid-October, almost as if on cue, Nakagawa Shoichi, Chairman of the Policy Research Council of the governing Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), and Foreign Minister Aso Taro attempted to initiate a debate in Japan on the utility of nuclear weapons. Abe Shinzo, the new prime minister, moved to reaffirm Japan’s non-nuclear principles, but not before Japan’s purported nuclear intentions had attracted the interest of China and South Korea. The leadership of both states expressed their appreciation of the need for Japan to preserve its non-nuclear stance. President George W. Bush on October 16 noted his concern that Japan’s possible reconsideration of its nuclear stance would cause anxieties for China and North Korea’s nuclear weapons might produce an arms race in Northeast Asia. Secretary of State Condoleexa Rice on October 10 voiced similar concerns, although expressing confidence that Japan would not go nuclear. Meanwhile in the United States there is a willingness to exploit again the so-called Japan card of encouraging talk of Japan’s breaching of its non nuclear stances a means to punish China for its failure to pressure North Korea on its nuclear program.
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