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Topicality—Probabalistic
A.  Our Interpretation—The topic requires a mandated reduction in military/police presence throughout  one or more of the topic countries

Definitions:  Japan means the entire country

U.S. State Department 10


http://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/4142.htm.
Japan, a country of islands, extends along the eastern or Pacific coast of Asia. The four main islands, running from north to south, are Hokkaido, Honshu (or the mainland), Shikoku, and Kyushu. Okinawa Island is about 380 miles southwest of Kyushu. About 3,000 smaller islands are included in the archipelago.
Okinawa is less than 1% of the country

Dannon 10

Sharon Danann Published Jun 10, 2010  http://www.workers.org/2010/world/okinawa_0617/.

Okinawa makes up less than 1 percent of Japan’s land mass.

 ‘in’ means throughout 

Words and Phrases, 8 (Permanent Edition, vol. 20a, p. 207)

  

Colo. 1887.  In the Act of 1861 providing that justices of the peace shall have jurisdiction “in” their respective counties to hear and determine all complaints, the word “in” should be construed to mean “throughout” such counties.  Reynolds v. Larkin, 14, p. 114, 117, 10 Colo. 126.
B.  Violation—They have a terminal plan flaw.  The plan does not mandate a reduction from the country of Japan—It only mandates a reduction from Okinawa.
In normal circumstances this might seem like a trivial distinction but in this context it is vital.  One of the places Japan and the U.S. are looking at as a potential place to relocate troops removed from Okinawa to is the Japanese mainland.

Japan’s Prime Minister Kan just said last month he might accept shifting U.S. bases from Okinawa to the Japanese mainland

United Press International 6-23-10
http://www.upi.com/Top_News/Special/2010/06/23/Japan-PM-apologizes-for-US-Okinawa-bases/UPI-55061277315409
June 23 (UPI) -- Japan's new prime minister apologized for the U.S. base on Okinawa but praised the island's people for their part in cementing regional peace. Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan made the apology for "the burden" of U.S. bases during his first visit to the island that saw some of the fiercest fighting between the United States and Japan in World War II. The visit was to mark the 65 years since the end of the 3-month battle in 1945 for possession of the string of islands south of Japan. Around 145,000 Japanese soldiers died as well as 95,000 civilians in what was the largest amphibious assault in the war that destroyed 90 percent of all the island's buildings. Ever since the battle ended, the United States, now Japan's staunchest ally and by treaty a protector of its national security, has had a military presence on Okinawa, but with growing tensions. "I offer an apology as a representative of all Japanese people,'' Kan said. "On behalf of all of our people, I apologize for the burden. I promise to seriously try all the more to reduce Okinawa's burden related to the U.S. bases and eliminate the associated dangers." But Kan also expressed his ''appreciation,'' saying that Okinawa by accepting the U.S. military presence had helped secure peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. ''I would like the burden to be visibly reduced,'' Okinawa Gov. Hirokazu Nakaima, said in his speech in the ceremony. He also said he wanted the hosting the U.S. bases in Japan to be shared among all Japanese people, a veiled message that moving the bases to the mainland would be acceptable.

Japan’s Foreign Minister wants to shift U.S. marines to mainland Japan  maintain current U.S.  presence in the country

Maddox 10

Bronwen Maddox reporter in in Tokyo  for Times Online 

March 12, 2010  US may have to move troops from Okinawa to reduce military presence

http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/asia/article7059805.ece
US forces may need to move from Okinawa to the Japanese mainland to reduce the vast military presence on the island, according to Japan’s foreign minister.  “There is excess weight (of us forces) on Okinawa and I think the burden should be shared more evenly throughout the country,” said Katsuya Okada.  It is the most direct indication from any Japanese minister that the US may have to cut back the number of forces and bases on the southern island which underpins its military influence across the Pacific.  Mr Okada’s remarks, in an exclusive interview with The Times, comes as an old dispute of where to relocate the US’s most controversial base on Okinawa has taken a sharp turn for the worse, bringing a chill to the US-Japan security alliance on its 50th anniversary.  “At this stage I feel the level of US forces (in Japan overall) is what is required,” said Mr Okada, acknowledging the US’s role, under the treaty, of protecting Japan and promoting stability in the region.  
Our argument is not that the troops would be moved to the Japanese mainland but that a plan text that only mandates a reduction in part of a country does not mandate a reduction from the country because the response could be to shift them to another location in the country.  This makes it probabilistic whether a plan mandating only a reduction in part of a country would in fact be mandating a reduction throughout the country. 

C)    The Negative interpretation is better for the topic

1.  Topicality cannot be probabilistic—Topicality is a 100% issue—you are or you aren’t—there is no “might be” topical.  If they win that in reality there would be backlash so they would choose not to move it to the mainland it is irrelevant to our violation.  It is probabilistic whether the plan would lead to an on balance reduction throughout Japan.
2.  They create the possibility of bidirectional affs—It would be possible for an aff to mandate a reduction in part of a country and claim the “effect” of the plan would be to lead to a shift elsewhere within that country crushing all negative ground.  Its what their interpretation justifies not what they do—They can say they double promise not to claim it would shift to the mainland but that it irrelevant as to whether the plan text as written is topical—it doesn’t mandate a reduction throughout the country.  The fact that a team that banned from a part of a country could potentially claim a shift makes the plan text not topical.

3.  They massively expand the topic.  You could write plans that ban troops from parts of all of the topic countries—Ban from the DMZ, from Kabul, remove from cities in Kuwait, and even just commit to closing down Futenma without taking a position on where the replacement base might end up.  Banning from parts rather than from wholes massively expands the topic,

4. There is an easy topical version of the aff.  They could have written the plan to mandate removing the III Marine Expeditionary Force from Japan.
D. Preempt—For Clarification the plan text as written does not mandate moving the troops to Guam.  Guam only appears in the plan as part of the name of the 06 agreement—that’s why it is italicized.  They could renegotiate the agreement to move them anywhere but on Okinawa the way the plan is written.
The United States federal government should renegotiate the Agreement Between the Government of Japan and the Government of the United States of America Concerning the Implementation of the Relocation of III Marine Expeditionary Force Personnel and Their Dependents from Okinawa to Guam to relocate to the point of elimination the United States Marine Corps presence from the Okinawa Prefecture of Japan.

E.  Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness and ground.  You should be even more rigorous on T at the camp.  It is better to send them the signal now that they should write the plan differently when they get home.  It risks making the SDI look bad if they go home thinking this plan text is OK and lose to this violation at actual tournaments where people might know the plan text came from the SDI.  Looking through other camps affs—they are mandating reductions from Japan.
Probabilistic extensions
The Osaka prefect’s Governor has said U.S. forces can move to Osaka
Japan Update 10

http://www.japanupdate.com/?id=10323.  5-21-10
The only one excited about the prospects of moving Futenma or other bases to the mainland is Osaka’s Governor, Toru Hashimoto. He wants the airbase drills at Kansai Airport in his city. “We welcome the national government’s request,” he told reporters.

Japan has proposed shifting forces from Okinawa to the mainland

Kin 10
	US base not just an Okinawa problem 

	

	Kwan Weng Kin reporter for  The Straits Times Publication Date: 29-05-2010   http://www.asianewsnet.net/news.php?id=12201&sec=3  d.a. 7-30-10


Part of Mr Hatoyama's proposed solution calls for burden sharing, rotating US military training now conducted in Okinawa to Japanese and US military facilities in other parts of the country, or even beyond Japan to Guam. At best, a makeshift measure, no doubt, but it forces all Japanese, especially those living near US military bases, to ponder whether they should accept the Prime Minister's suggestion. The Japanese are well aware that the military burden that the country has placed on Okinawa is a lopsided one. With just 0.6 per cent of Japan's total  land area, the prefecture is host to 75 per cent of US military facilities in the country. The problem at Futenma is particularly grave as the military air traffic at the base poses a constant physical danger to residents - aside from the horrendous noise pollution. By contrast, communities on mainland Japan that host US facilities are spared most of these problems. A recent nationwide survey found that 59 per cent of Japanese feel the US-Japan security alliance, of which the bases are a key feature, can stay the way it is. In addition, 78 per cent of respondents said the alliance has been beneficial to Japan's peace and stability, up from 69 per cent in 1996. The opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), when it was in power, never made Futenma a national issue. When tasked to find an alternative site for Futenma, LDP leaders looked for a new one only within Okinawa. To sweeten the deal, Okinawans were offered aid - mainly in the form of building projects, which ultimately benefited construction companies that supported the LDP and did little for the local economy. Money politics was the name of the game. For instance, instead of building just a short runway for the use of helicopters now stationed at Futenma, the LDP reportedly promised a long runway so as to further enrich the construction firms. But elected Okinawan officials who had been willing to play along with the LDP have since been replaced. Mr Susumu Inamine, the present Mayor of Nago city, which has jurisdiction over Henoko, has told Mr Hatoyama that the likelihood of building a new runway at Henoko is 'close to zero'. With the unprecedented outpouring of anger in Okinawa over the base issue and the expected opposition of communities in mainland Japan to hosting more US military training, the Futenma issue has arguably become even harder to solve. Few people, however, would dispute the need to maintain US military deterrent power in the region, what with tensions on the rise again after the reported sinking of a South Korean military vessel by North Korea in late March. And for Japan, the spectre of China's rapidly-expanding military power always looms large. 

It is probabilistic if they would move them out of Japan—It is possible that they would be moved to the Japanes mainland

The Yomiuri Shimbun 09 
PM: Futenma to Guam move 'difficult'  Daily Yamiuri Online December 27, 2009 http://jgpo-guam-cmtf.blogspot.com/2009/12/pm-futenma-to-guam-move-difficult.html  


Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama said Saturday the idea of moving a U.S. airfield in Okinawa Prefecture to Guam was difficult, making it more likely that the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station will be relocated within this country.  While recording a New Year's radio program for Radio Nippon, Hatoyama said: "There might have been a time when we should have considered transferring the functions of the Futenma airfield to Guam. Thinking realistically, however, it would be impossible from the standpoint of deterrence to relocate all its functions to Guam."  Of the different alternatives to the Henoko district in Nago, Okinawa Prefecture--the location to which an existing Japan-U.S. agreement calls for the airfield to be relocated--Guam is the only candidate outside Japan.  The prime minister's remarks effectively expressed his intention to limit possible new spots for the airfield to locations in Japan.  The Social Democratic Party, a partner in the current ruling coalition with Hatoyama's Democratic Party of Japan, has been demanding the Futenma airfield be moved outside Japan, saying all its functions should be transferred to the U.S. territory of Guam.  Japan and the United States agreed in 2006 to move 8,000 U.S. marines from Okinawa Prefecture to Guam, and Hatoyama said Saturday, "I believe it would be difficult to do more than that."  The government will choose an alternative location through working level consultations with the three ruling parties. The first such meeting is scheduled to be held Monday at the Prime Minister's Office.  The SDP has backed the idea of transferring the functions to Guam. Other locations that have been mentioned inside Japan include Shimojishima island and Iejima island, both in Okinawa Prefecture, as well as Iwoto island, Tokyo.  Osaka Gov. Toru Hashimoto has said Kansai Airport could be used to accommodate the functions of the Futenma airfield. However, it is unrealistic to transfer Futenma's functions to places in Okinawa Prefecture other than Nago, such as Shimojishima island or Iejima island, while the suggestion of consolidating Futenma's functions at the U.S. Kadena Air Base also is believed to be difficult.


Moving marines from Okinawa to the mainland is a possibility

Johnson 09

Eric, Staff Writer for Japan Times  12-1-09 Move Futenma to Kansai airport?

http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20091201a8.html  d.a. 7-30-10
In an unexpected remark, Osaka Gov. Toru Hashimoto said Monday he is open to having the U.S. Futenma base relocate to Kansai International Airport. "If the government officially wants to talk about the possibility of moving Futenma to Kansai airport, I'd want to discuss it with them about moving, basically, in the direction of accepting the idea of relocation," Hashimoto said. "Okinawans have a huge burden (with the U.S. bases). We in Honshu, Shikoku, Kyushu and Hokkaido have to take this into consideration."  

Moving marines from Okinawa to the mainland is one of the main options on the table

Seig 09
Linda- reporter for Reuters  SCENARIOS-Japan PM's options in U.S. base feud Dec 10, 2009 


http://in.reuters.com/article/idINTOE5B900C20091210.  D.a. 7-30-10

TOKYO Dec 10 (Reuters) - Japan's prime minister said on Thursday he wants to decide his stance by year-end on a feud over a U.S. airbase on Okinawa island that threatens to fray the alliance. Washington wants Tokyo to implement a 2006 agreement to relocate the Marines' Futenma airbase to another site on Okinawa as a prerequisite for shifting up to 8,000 Marines to the U.S. territory of Guam, part of a broader realignment of U.S. forces. But Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama said ahead of the August election that swept his Democratic Party to power he favoured moving the base off Okinawa, and his two tiny coalition partners insist he should make good on those remarks. [ID:nT14951]                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   Below are scenarios for how the feud may play out. The first two appear about equally possible, while the third looks less likely in the short-run but could well be the ultimate outcome. DELAY * Hatoyama may opt to put off a decision, risking scuppering the overall plan to move Marines to Guam by 2014 and fanning U.S. mistrust. * Delay would boost doubts about his leadership and erode his ratings ahead of an upper house election in mid-2010, when the Democrats aim to win a majority so they no longer need to rely on coalition partners to pass bills smoothly. * Hatoyama said this week that he wanted to firm up the government stance before he and Obama attend climate talks in Copenhagen next week. But it is unclear if that means he plans to make a final decision, or outline a negotiating stance. * A meeting with Obama could backfire if Hatoyama simply intends to ask for more time, and talks now seem unlikely. * Hatoyama had suggested he might wait until after next year's upper house vote, but a wait would make resolving the feud tougher if an anti-base candidate wins a January mayoral election in Nago city, where the base would be moved under the 2006 deal. SEEK COMPROMISE * Hatoyama could float a compromise plan but options appear limited and trying to satisfy all involved risks satisfying none. * Defence Minister Toshimi Kitazawa said this week during a visit to Guam that moving the entire Futenma facility would be difficult. The governor of Osaka has suggested that some or all of Futenma's functions might be moved to Kansai airport in western Japan, but the practicality of such a plan is unclear. * The top government spokesman has raised the possibility of reducing the number of helicopters based at Futenma or temporarily moving off the island to lighten Okinawa's burden. * Japanese media have also floated the idea of getting the United States to promise to clean up pollution from the bases as a condition for agreeing to the planned Futenma move. AGREE TO U.S. DEMANDS * Hatoyama could implement the 2006 deal, despite a threat from the head of the small Social Democratic Party to leave the coalition if he does. That would risk a split in his coalition that could delay the passage of the budget for the fiscal year from next April at a time when Hatoyama wants to make sure the fragile economy does not slip back into recession. [ID:nT261862] * Whether the Social Democrats would follow through on their threat to leave the coalition is unclear. Some Democratic Party members are already unhappy with the party and would prefer to lure opposition lawmakers to their camp to make up a majority. * Giving in to U.S. demands could also upset voters who backed Hatoyama's calls for a more independent foreign policy, or raise questions about his judgment in sparking the dispute. 
Moving troops from Okinawa to the mainland was part of the original proposal before the 06 agreement
Japan Update Weekly 04

Japan wants U.S. to realign Military forces from Okinawa


http://www.japanupdate.com/?id=5973. D.a. 7-30-10
Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi has told reporters over the past week he’s in favor of moving troops from Okinawa to other locations in Japan, as well as out of the country. He says there’s no validity to the argument moving troops would undermine stability in the region. Koizumi also promised to have his staff work with local governments to reach agreements on relocating the troops from Okinawa.  Hrioyuki Hosoda, Chief Cabinet Secretary, called the moves a part of a global military realignment plan. He notes Marines make up the marjority of U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa.  The senior Marine in the Pacific is taking a positive approach to the Japanese plans. Marine Lieutenant General Wallace C. Gregson says he hopes his Marines will be able to share bases with Self Defense Forces if the moves to mainland Japan occur. "If you want to move forces from Okinawa to the mainland, we should look to do that in a manner that enhances our ability to operate with the Self-Defense Forces," he told reporters.  "In particular, we've advocated for some time combined bases. Instead of having a U.S. base and a Japanese base side by side, put them all under the same commander. "It's Japan. So it should be a Japanese commander."   Gregson points to the U.S. Marine Corps' Camp Fuji in Shizuoka Prefecture and its Iwakuni Air Station in Yamaguchi Prefecture as examples of U.S. Marines and the SDF integrating their operations. Gregson was quick to note that while "we are open to any location, but it's up to the government of Japan".   Camp Fuji is near the East Fuji Maneuver Area, and is used jointly by U.S. forces and SDF troops. Iwakuni Air Station shares the runway with the Maritime Self-Defense Force's air base.   Responding to reporter queries in shifting large troop units to other Pacific locations, such as Guam and Hawaii, Gregson said he didn’t think it was a great idea.  "We are certainly open to consideration of any options, but it's also got to start with what is the basic strategic question we are trying to resolve," he said. "The rise of this war on terrorism has not changed the great geopolitical issues in the Pacific, and as long as those remain and as long as both of our nations, the United States and Japan, see a purpose for U.S. forces to be in the Western Pacific, then I think the bases in Japan are absolutely essential."  
Moving to bases on the Japanese mainland was part of the proposal

Japan Update Weekly 04

Japan wants U.S. to realign Military forces from Okinawa


http://www.japanupdate.com/?id=5973. D.a. 7-30-10
A proposal is on the table to move Okinawa-based Marines off the island.  Japan’s Central Government has formally asked the United States to begin shifting its forces from Okinawa to other countries and to mainland Japan.  Government sources say the 4th Marine Regiment, 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force, should be rotated away from Okinawa. The 3,000-member unit, normally stationed at Camp Schwab near Nago, has been temporarily stationed in Iraq since February.  U.S. military officials have indicated they already were considering the idea of not returning the 4th Regiment to Okinawa after it completes Middle East assignments. It is part of the 18,000 members of the 3rd MEF.  Another Japanese proposal offered the United States calls for civilianizing Yokota Air Base, presently America’s key base on the mainland. Misawa Air Base in northern Japan is a joint use military-civilian airport.)  

Futenma Counterplan
Draft Texts Depending on their plan text
The United States federal government should renegotiate the Agreement Between the Government of Japan and the Government of the United States of America Concerning the Implementation of the Relocation of III Marine Expeditionary Force Personnel and Their Dependents from Okinawa to Guam to relocate the Futenma base and its marine presence from the Okinawa Prefecture of Japan.

The United States federal government should relocate the Futenma base and its marine presence from the Okinawa Prefecture of Japan.
C-plan 1NC
1. The counterplan competes—The plan mandates removing all of the 15 marine bases from Okinawa and the c-plan just removes Futenma and keeps the other bases in place.  It is mutually exclusive and net beneficial.  You can’t keep the other bases there and remove them

2.  The C-plan Solves 100% of the case

a. Futenma and the agreement to build a new base at Nago is the key internal link

The C-plan solves—Futenma is the key issue – the DPJ govt is not seeking withdrawal of all marines

Feffer 10

March 4, 2010. John Feffer is the co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies  Tomgram: John Feffer, Can Japan Say No to Washington? 

http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175214/tomgram:_john_feffer,_can_japan_say_no_to_washington/  d.a. 7-31-10
The Hatoyama government is by no means radical, nor is it anti-American. It isn’t preparing to demand that all, or even many, U.S. bases close. It isn’t even preparing to close any of the other three dozen (or so) bases on Okinawa.  Its modest pushback is confined to Futenma, where it finds itself between the rock of Japanese public opinion and the hard place of Pentagon pressure.
The C-plan solves the DPJ advantages -- Futenma is the key internal link for the DPJ coailition

Feffer 10

March 4, 2010. John Feffer is the co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies  Tomgram: John Feffer, Can Japan Say No to Washington? 

http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175214/tomgram:_john_feffer,_can_japan_say_no_to_washington/  d.a. 7-31-10
The immediate source of tension in the U.S.-Japanese relationship has been Tokyo’s desire to renegotiate that 2006 agreement to close Futenma, transfer those 8,000 Marines to Guam, and build a new base in Nago, a less densely populated area of the island. It’s a deal that threatens to make an already strapped government pay big. Back in 2006, Tokyo promised to shell out more than $6 billion just to help relocate the Marines to Guam. the rapeThe political cost to the new government of going along with the LDP’s folly may be even higher. After all, the DPJ received a healthy chunk of voter support from Okinawans, dissatisfied with the 2006 agreement and eager to see the American occupation of their island end. Over the last several decades, with U.S. bases built cheek-by-jowl in the most heavily populated parts of the island, Okinawans have endured air, water, and noise pollution, accidents like a 2004 U.S. helicopter crash at Okinawa International University, and crimes that range from trivial speeding violations all the way up to  of a 12-year-old girl by three Marines in 1995. According to a June 2009 opinion poll, 68% of Okinawans opposed relocating Futenma within the prefecture, while only 18% favored the plan. Meanwhile, the Social Democratic Party, a junior member of the ruling coalition, has threatened to pull out if Hatoyama backs away from his campaign pledge not to build a new base in Okinawa. Then there’s the dugong, a sea mammal similar to the manatee that looks like a cross between a walrus and a dolphin and was the likely inspiration for the mermaid myth. Only 50 specimens of this endangered species are still living in the marine waters threatened by the proposed new base near less populated Nago. In a landmark case, Japanese lawyers and American environmentalists filed suit in U.S. federal court to block the base’s construction and save the dugong. Realistically speaking, even if the Pentagon were willing to appeal the case all the way up to the Supreme Court, lawyers and environmentalists could wrap the U.S. military in so much legal and bureaucratic red tape for so long that the new base might never leave the drawing board.  For environmental, political, and economic reasons, ditching the 2006 agreement is a no-brainer for Tokyo. Given Washington’s insistence on retaining a base of little strategic importance, however, the challenge for the DPJ has been to find a site other than Nago. The Japanese government floated the idea of merging the Futenma facility with existing facilities at Kadena, another U.S. base on the island. But that plan -- as well as possible relocation to other parts of Japan -- has met with stiff local resistance. A proposal to further expand facilities in Guam was nixed by the governor there. The solution to all this is obvious: close down Futenma without opening another base. But so far, the United States is refusing to make it easy for the Japanese. In fact, Washington is doing all it can to box the new government in Tokyo into a corner. 
b. Their 1ac evidence proves
All of their advantages assume Futenma as the key issue that is undermining the DPJ—Every link card to the DPJ advantage talks about the Futenma issue and their own solvency tag says  

“Fifth—resolution of the Futenma dispute is key to effective DPJ coalition-building—that’s key to their agenda.”    We will concede the tag to that evidence as a true argument

And it solves their defense independence advantage—The conclusion to their Bandow evidence says we should do the c-plan to solve

Doug Bandow, Senior Fellow at the Cato Institute, former Special Assistant to President Ronald Reagan and Senior Policy Analyst in the 1980 Reagan for President Campaign, holds a B.A. in Economics from Florida State University and a J.D. from Stanford University, 2010 (“Japan Can Defend Itself,” The National Interest Online, May 12th, Available Online at http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11804)

To coin a phrase, it's time for a change. U.S. intransigence over Okinawa has badly roiled the bilateral relationship. But even a more flexible basing policy would not be enough. Washington is risking the lives and wasting the money of the American people to defend other populous and prosperous states. Washington should close Futenma — as a start to refashioning the alliance with Japan. Rather than a unilateral promise by the United States to defend Japan, the relationship should become one of equals working together on issues of mutual interest. Responsibility for protecting Japan should become that of Japan. Both Okinawans and Americans deserve justice. It's time for Washington to deliver.
AT: Only a 100% pull out solves
1. Actually, They Have It Backward the C-plan straight Turns Their Advantages.  In order to avoid losing on substantial T the plan over reached—The vast majority of the Japanese public does not want all of the marine bases to leave—The plan would create a new crisis for the DPJ by alienating its political base on the mainland.  Post North Korea sinking South Korea’s ship most Japanese want the presence to stay

Kin 10

	US base not just an Okinawa problem 

	

	Kwan Weng Kin reporter for  The Straits Times Publication Date: 29-05-2010   http://www.asianewsnet.net/news.php?id=12201&sec=3  d.a. 7-30-10


Part of Mr Hatoyama's proposed solution calls for burden sharing, rotating US military training now conducted in Okinawa to Japanese and US military facilities in other parts of the country, or even beyond Japan to Guam. At best, a makeshift measure, no doubt, but it forces all Japanese, especially those living near US military bases, to ponder whether they should accept the Prime Minister's suggestion. The Japanese are well aware that the military burden that the country has placed on Okinawa is a lopsided one. With just 0.6 per cent of Japan's total  land area, the prefecture is host to 75 per cent of US military facilities in the country. The problem at Futenma is particularly grave as the military air traffic at the base poses a constant physical danger to residents - aside from the horrendous noise pollution. By contrast, communities on mainland Japan that host US facilities are spared most of these problems. A recent nationwide survey found that 59 per cent of Japanese feel the US-Japan security alliance, of which the bases are a key feature, can stay the way it is. In addition, 78 per cent of respondents said the alliance has been beneficial to Japan's peace and stability, up from 69 per cent in 1996. The opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), when it was in power, never made Futenma a national issue. When tasked to find an alternative site for Futenma, LDP leaders looked for a new one only within Okinawa. To sweeten the deal, Okinawans were offered aid - mainly in the form of building projects, which ultimately benefited construction companies that supported the LDP and did little for the local economy. Money politics was the name of the game. For instance, instead of building just a short runway for the use of helicopters now stationed at Futenma, the LDP reportedly promised a long runway so as to further enrich the construction firms. But elected Okinawan officials who had been willing to play along with the LDP have since been replaced. Mr Susumu Inamine, the present Mayor of Nago city, which has jurisdiction over Henoko, has told Mr Hatoyama that the likelihood of building a new runway at Henoko is 'close to zero'. With the unprecedented outpouring of anger in Okinawa over the base issue and the expected opposition of communities in mainland Japan to hosting more US military training, the Futenma issue has arguably become even harder to solve. Few people, however, would dispute the need to maintain US military deterrent power in the region, what with tensions on the rise again after the reported sinking of a South Korean military vessel by North Korea in late March. And for Japan, the spectre of China's rapidly-expanding military power always looms large. 

2. There advantage isn’t linear—Anger over the govt not keeping their promise on Futenma caused them to pull out of the coalition govt.  Keeping the promise on Futenma gets them in the coalition.—Even if they win that they make the SDP party and Okinawans happier than the c-plan does there is no net benefit to keeping them more in the coalition. 
3. The c-plan solves -- Even in Okinawa there is no consensus for removal of U.S.  bases.  Only 43% of Okinawans want a full pull out—The key issue is Futenma
McCurry  10

Justin McCurry, Correspondent for Christian Science Monitor / May 14, 2010 

http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0514/US-base-in-Okinawa-looms-in-Japan-elections.

Since his election last August, the question of how security ties will develop in the long term has been supplanted by the fate of a single Marine Corps base on the southern island of Okinawa, home to more than half the 47,000 US troops in Japan. Futenma base, located in the middle of the heavily populated city of Ginowan, has become a focal point for the local antibase movement, which poured 90,000 demonstrators onto the streets three weeks ago. It is also a test of the US’s willingness to reduce its military footprint in Japan. Local resentment The daily Asahi newspaper published a survey on Friday showing that 43 percent of Okinawans would like US forces to leave the island, while 42 percent just want the US military presence reduced. 

4. The plan splits the DPJ.  The Views of the DPJ have shifted since North Korea sunk a South Korea ship – They value the Marine presence and would not support the plan action of pulling out all of the marines from Okinawa—They would oppose the plan

Klingner 10

Bruce Klingner is Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center. With Re-Acceptance of Marines on Okinawa, Time to Look Ahead

Published on May 28, 2010 by Bruce Klingner WebMemo #2920 http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/With-Re-Acceptance-of-Marines-on-Okinawa-Time-to-Look-Ahead.

The DPJ policy reversal is the result of senior Japanese officials having a belated epiphany on geostrategic realities. They now realize that the Marines on Okinawa are an indispensable and irreplaceable element of any U.S. response to an Asian crisis. Foreign Minister Okada affirmed that “the presence of U.S. Marines on Okinawa is necessary for Japan’s national security [since they] are a powerful deterrent against possible enemy attacks and should be stationed in Japan.”
Prime Minister Hatoyama now admits that after coming to power he came to better understand the importance of the U.S.–Japan alliance in light of the northeast Asian security environment. He commented, “As I learned more about the situation, I’ve come to realize that [the Marines] are all linked up as a package to maintain deterrence.” Japanese officials also remarked that rising tensions on the Korean Peninsula—triggered by North Korea’s sinking of a South Korean naval ship[1]—made clear to Japan that it lives in a dangerous neighborhood and should not undermine U.S. deterrence and defense capabilities.

5. The SDP would not break up the coalition if it had already won on the Futenma issue—They are not eager to break up the coalition in the first place—they are motivated to fall in line
Harris 10

Tobias Harris is a Japanese politics specialist who worked for a DPJ member of the upper house of the Diet 2006-2007. He is now a Ph.D. student in political science at MIT. Tobias Harris is a Japanese politics specialist who worked for a DPJ member of the upper house of the Diet 2006-2007. He is now a Ph.D. student in political science at MIT.   http://www.observingjapan.com/2010/04/why-hatoyama-is-failing-on-futenma.html?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+ObservingJapan+(Observing+Japan
Coalition politics: Another argument to account for the dysfunctional government looks to the DPJ's coalition with the Social Democrats and the People's New Party. Hatoyama is indecisive, this argument goes, because he is trying to keep his coalition partners — especially the Social Democrats — in the government.  I am inclined, however, to see the coalition explanation as one of the least significant when it comes to explaining the Hatoyama government's behavior.  First, there is enough dissatisfaction with the 2006 roadmap within the DPJ to suggest that even without the SDPJ being in government the Hatoyama government would still have tried to find an alternative plan. The SDPJ has perhaps complicated the process through its cooperation with activists in Okinawa and its own efforts to find an alternative site, but these activities have had at worst a marginal effect on problems that would have plagued the Hatoyama government even without the SDPJ's involvement.  Second, while some point to the SDPJ's threat of pulling out of the government should the air base stay in Okinawa, there is considerable reason to doubt the SDPJ's ability to follow through on a threat to withdraw from the government. Indeed, SDPJ members themselves have questioned the idea. The fact is that the SDPJ gains little from abandoning its seat inside the Hatoyama cabinet, and party members know it. From the prime minister's perspective, were he to find an alternative plan that the US would accept, it seems doubtful that he would back away from it on the basis of SDPJ grumbling.  The DPJ: What about divisions within the DPJ? Even if Hatoyama can safely ignore the SDPJ, has he been hindered by divisions within his own party? This view is popular in Washington, where it is taken as common knowledge that the DPJ is an incoherent, dysfunctional party. I have never been convinced that the DPJ is any more divided than the LDP was during the height of its power — and I am convinced that it is less divided than the LDP today.  On the Futenma question in particular, it is hard to see how the "divided DPJ" has undermined the government. The DPJ as a whole — like the cabinet — is largely in agreement on the need to develop an alternative plan (this includes "pro-US" DPJ politicians). While there may be some disagreement on the question of whether the alternative site should be inside or outside of Okinawa, I see no reason to believe that Hatoyama's indecision is the result of undue consideration of one view or the other, or that the party's backbenchers would not fall into line if and when the government reaches its conclusion.  
Deterrence Net Benefit
The Counterplan better protects interests in Asia by keeping non Futenma based marines in Okinawa

Goodenough 05 

Patrick Goodenough is the International Editor for CNSNews.com. http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/1400632/posts  Panel Advises Against Extensive Withdrawal of US Marines from Okinawa | MAY 10, 2005 |  
Apart from Futenma, however, all other Marine Corps assets on Okinawa should remain there. 

"Okinawa is the strategic linchpin to operational capabilities in East Asia," the commission said. "Diminishing our combat capability on the island would pose great risk to our national interests in the region." 

Pulling the Marines out would crush the credibility of deterrence throughout all of Asia, and freak out all of our allies

Lawless 10

Richard P. Lawless was an employee at the Central Intelligence Agency, serving in Washington, D.C. and various postings in the Far East and Europe received his B.S. in International Relations from Bradley University’s School of International Studies, and studied at the Defense Language Institute in Monterey, California.

As interviewed by YOICHI KATO, Asahi Shimbun Senior Staff Writer http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201003040361.html
 Q: So the entire Marine presence in Japan, not just the presence in Okinawa and also Sasebo, could go? A: That is the real magnitude of what is at risk here, with this pending decision of whether or not Japan should honor an agreement it has made as a national security issue. Any relocation out of Japan of all or even a major part of our combined Marine presence in Japan would represent a fundamental relocation of a critical capability for the defense of Japan. Therefore, making a decision about Henoko has a potential to force the United States, probably sooner rather than later, to make a negative decision to base itself elsewhere. We must be located where we can properly exercise that capability. It really means that we would have to rethink our entire deployment strategy. These are heavy decisions that have long-lasting consequences. Q: Where would they go? A: That’s the $64,000 question. I cannot say where they would go, but this would be a strategic decision that would have to be made. But certainly, they would be going away from Japan, and this displacement, we must assume, will reduce substantially the defense posture of Japan. This would also result in a reduced credibility of the United States’ presence in Japan, our forward-basing in Japan. Q: Would they go to Guam? A: Perhaps some could go to Guam. Perhaps some would go to Hawaii. Perhaps back to the United States West Coast or elsewhere. There is an additional danger here. That is, once this issue causes a process of fundamental repositioning to begin to occur, understand that many forces will be at work, including U.S. congressional forces. It will be very difficult to manage the sequence of events that play out. And this is not something we want to see happen. But our biggest concern is that it seems the people in Japan that are making these decisions, the Hatoyama government and its political overlords, do not have any sense of the magnitude of the issue with which they are playing. In the greater scheme of things (for) the security of Japan, it almost seems we have a group of boys and girls playing with a box of matches as they sit in a room of dynamite. Long after they have endangered themselves, the real damage will be done to the house of Japan. And the American firemen will not be around once the decision is made to burn down the house. You know what I’m saying. It is, “Do the people that are making these decisions understand the second and third order consequences of forcing the United States to make a very difficult decision?” That’s the issue. Q: Tell me about what’s happening in Congress. We know that Daniel Inouye and Jim Webb recently visited Okinawa. What’s the atmosphere in Congress regarding this issue? A: I think the atmosphere in Congress is one of disappointment. They believed that there was a realignment agreement that would protect and preserve the bilateral security relationship for the next 50 to 100 years. We told them that. We assured them that this was the outcome of the realignment and rebalancing we had agreed to with Japan when the agreement was reached. Our Congress was intensely involved, Senator Inouye among other leaders, in the agreement. And these congressmen understood the details. And now these congressional leaders see an agreement–and I here would not presume to speak for Senator Inouye–that is unraveling. And they’re very disappointed. I think this development causes them to question the entire posture, our ability to retain a forward-based posture in the Pacific. The reasonable question they’re asking is, “If you fail to follow through with this realignment, how will this affect our U.S. capabilities to execute on our national commitments to the people of Japan?” And that’s the question that’s being asked. As the Henoko agreement spirals down, you can bet this question will be pressed more aggressively in our Congress, as it should be. Q: Tell me about the potential impact on deterrence if the Marines in Okinawa, or even Sasebo and Iwakuni, withdraw from Japan. What kind of a change would occur in the deterrence factor? A: I think it would be hugely damaging to the credibility of our deterrence posture. Beyond deterrence, it substantially damages our ability to execute on the planning we have in place and the commitments we’ve made to Japan. So you have a loss of deterrence value, which is very important. But the second half of this is if you lose the deterrence value, you also lose the ability to execute. So you have to ask yourself, “What is the net impact on the alliance?” We have obligations under the alliance. Japan has obligations. This is Article 5 and Article 6, respectively. If Japan is unable or unwilling to fulfill its obligations under the alliance . . . Q: Under Article 6 of the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty? A: Yes. We have to re-evaluate our ability to deliver, under Article 5. It is that simple! This is not rocket science. Q: Are you saying that the United States would not defend Japan? A: No. What I am saying is the Hatoyama government must consider the real extended impact, having put us in the position of having a reduced capability to defend Japan. If the Hatoyama government puts us in that position, we have to be honest about what that action will have then done to the alliance. There doesn’t seem to be any–any–consideration of the strategic impact of this issue on our ability to deliver what we have promised to deliver to the alliance. No consideration of the impact on our ability to deter and our ability to execute. Never has that issue, to my knowledge, been raised. Q: But can the United States really afford to reduce its deterrence value in Japan? Won’t that damage the U.S. presence in this region in light of other major powers in this region, including China? A: We cannot afford to do that. We cannot, from the standpoint of the United States. Q: So you would stay anyway. A: As best we can, but only as we can. But the first country that cannot afford the departure of these defense-of-Japan capabilities is Japan. The first endangered body is not the United States; it is Japan! So why should this responsibility for such a fundamental adjustment be put on the shoulders of the United States rather than on the shoulders of the nation that is most directly affected? We cannot afford to withdraw. But if we have to, we will. If we are given no choice, one has to leave. The party that is most affected, Japan, doesn’t seem to grasp that elemental fact, nor does it understand that it is very close to putting us in an almost impossible position, pressing us to make a difficult decision. Q: Tell me the realities we may face if we really go down the road of having the Marines forced to leave Okinawa and Japan. What’s would happen? Would China, for example, take over the disputed Senkakus? A: I have no idea how this would play out. But think about this. What is happening–what might happen, what could happen, will happen, and very probably would happen–is that the responsibility for making the decision to stay in Japan will be put exclusively on the back of the United States. At some point we’ll have to make that decision. This will be an unmistakable signal to the other powers in the region, both our friends, our potential enemies, and other third-level powers who have ambitions to be disruptive or troublemakers. I certainly would put North Korea in that latter category, as its grinds out its nuclear weapons. Think of the message that is being communicated today to China, to the Korean Peninsula, to our allies in the region, be it Australia, Singapore, to India. The message is that Japan and the United States cannot properly manage their security relationship, a Japan that is unwilling and unable to execute agreements it has entered into with its alliance partner. The assorted nations of Greater Asia are watching a situation evolve in which the United States may have to, may be forced to, reposture itself in the Western Pacific. For all them–friend, foe, fence-sitters and assorted trouble-makers–this is a huge issue. If the body politic of Japan is too busy with domestic politics to watch this play out, other parties will do so for them and draw the appropriate conclusions. In fact, it seems to us that this is almost more important to other countries in the region, like Australia, Singapore, India and certainly South Korea, than it is to Japan. Which is incredible! Q: If the Marines leave, could Japan fill the vacuum by enhancing its own defense capabilities? A: I think that will be a decision that will have to be made by the Japanese government and the Japanese people. But remember, what you’re losing is not just a given capability. You’re losing an alliance capability and the strategic connection, which eventually leads to strategic deterrence, that the Marine Corps’ presence provides. This is assured, in the final instance, by the U.S. Marine Corps’ physical presence in the territory of Japan, which is Okinawa. When you start disturbing that fundamental relationship, it leads to a range of other questions about the sustainability of the alliance. And I would suggest that the departure of the Marines would call into question the basic sustainability of this alliance as it is. It would probably trigger a fundamental readjustment, necessarily, of this alliance. It would probably trigger major questions in our Congress about what our commitments are to Japan and why we have to have those commitments. I also think it would probably trigger a major reorientation of the regional security posture. Japan will be the triple loser in any such event. But if Japan does not care, if its leaders are so distracted or have another plan, so be it. Q: Hatoyama set May as the deadline for a decision. But that’s not a deadline set by the United States. A: No. 

asian war leads to extinction

Ogura and Oh 97 (Toshimaru and Ingyu, Monthly Review, April, Expanded Academic ASAP)

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.
AT: Other bases in other places are sufficient

Proximity makes a marine presence in Okinawa critical

Axe 10


David Axe is an independent military correspondent 

http://the-diplomat.com/2010/06/28/why-allies-need-okinawa-base/.

Aside from US forces in South Korea (which are exclusively focused on the North Korean land threat) there are just two significant concentrations of US troops in East Asia: in Okinawa and on the Pacific island of Guam. Okinawa lies just an hour’s flight time from both the Korean Peninsula and Taiwan; Guam, by contrast, is 1000 miles from any potential theatre of war. ‘It may be easier for us to be there [in Guam], as far as the diplomatic issue is concerned,’ says Air Force spokesman John Monroe. ‘But if we’re in Guam, we’re out of the fight’ due to the distance. For combat forces to be capable of reacting quickly to the most likely crises, Okinawa is the only realistic option. Without its 2 Okinawan air bases and their 3 roughly 10,000-foot runways, the US military—and by extension, US allies—would depend almost entirely on a handful of US aircraft carriers for bringing to bear aerial firepower in East Asia. That might be a realistic option, except that China has lately deployed several new classes of anti-ship weaponry specifically meant for sinking US carriers, including the widely-feared DF-21 ballistic missile and a flotilla of stealthy fast-attack vessels. In recognition of Okinawa’s growing importance, the Pentagon has spent billions of dollars in the past decade modernizing forces and facilities on the island. The US Army deployed Patriot air-defence missiles capable of shooting down enemy aircraft as well as ballistic missiles, a favourite weapon of both China and North Korea. Kadena got extensive new storage bunkers for bombs, missiles and spare parts, allowing the base to support potentially hundreds of aircraft flown in from the United States during an emergency. 

AT; We don’t pull all of our forces out
Leaving the Navy behind is not sufficient for deterrence—the marines are vital to keeping a naval presence

Lawless 10

Richard P. Lawless was an employee at the Central Intelligence Agency, serving in Washington, D.C. and various postings in the Far East and Europe received his B.S. in International Relations from Bradley University’s School of International Studies, and studied at the Defense Language Institute in Monterey, California.

As interviewed by YOICHI KATO, Asahi Shimbun Senior Staff Writer http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201003040361.html
 Q: DPJ Secretary-General Ichiro Ozawa said, as you know, the Seventh Fleet is enough. So there is a school of thought within this administration and among its supporters that the current arrangement is more than enough for the defense of Japan. What do you think of the argument that the Marines would not be necessary if the Seventh Fleet stays? For that matter, would the Fifth Air Force be enough? A: First of all, I think that this particular Mr. Ozawa statement, I hope, was taken out of context. But if it wasn’t, it reveals an incredible naivete, simplicity and lack of judgment. He can’t have meant what he said and be a logically, reasonably informed individual. And Mr. Ozawa is smarter than this. So I think we take it that this statement was made for political merit and political impact, not as a serious statement by a man who, previously, was very well attuned to national security interests. But if we were to take the statement at face value–the idea that Japan would have the level of deterrence simply by the Seventh Fleet remaining as currently based–(it) contains the assumption that our Congress would accept the continued basing of a nuclear carrier battle group in Japan after Japan has basically run the Marines out of town. The nuclear carrier battle group is a United States’ national strategic capability. The idea that we would leave a national strategic capability in a country that had declared other military capabilities we deemed essential to the defense of Japan to be now unnecessary is delusional. 

Link Extensions
Marine Forces are key to perception of U.S. commitment to the alliance

Pike 09


John E. Pike is a national security analyst and director and founder of GlobalSecurity.org   http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm.

The Department of Defense believes that Marine Corps forces along with other US forces on Okinawa satisfy the US national security strategy by visably demonstrating the US commitment to security in the region. These forces are thought to deter aggression, provide a crisis response capability should deterrence fail, and avoid the risk that US allies may interpret the withdrawal of forces as a lessening of US commitment to peace and stability in the region.
Okinawa is key to rapid response in a crisis 

Pike 09


John E. Pike a national security analyst and director and founder of GlobalSecurity.org   http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm
.

The early US explorers labeled Okinawa as the "Keystone of the Pacific" since Taipei, Shanghai, Hong Kong, Seoul, Manila, and Tokyo all lie within a 1,500 km radius of the islands. Okinawa is equidistant from several parts of the Pacific, whether it's Tokyo, Seoul, Taiwan or the Philippines. If there is a trouble spot in the Pacific and [DoD] needs to move forces quickly, Okinawa has the facilities to support that response. The forward deployment on Okinawa significantly shortens transit times, thereby promoting early arrival in potential regional trouble spots such as the Korean peninsula and the Taiwan straits, a significant benefit in the initial stages of a conflict. For example, it takes 2 hours to fly to the Korean peninsula from Okinawa, as compared with about 5 hours from Guam, 11 hours from Hawaii, and 16 hours from the continental United States. Similarly, it takes about 1 1/2 days to make the trip from Okinawa by ship to South Korea, as compared with about 5 days from Guam, 12 days from Hawaii, and 17 days from the continental United States.

There is no consensus on Okinawa favoring pull out of all the marine bases

Pike 09


 John E. Pike is a national security analyst and director and founder of GlobalSecurity.org   http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm
Much of the news has focused on complaints of a small group of Okinawan landowners who protest US use of their property for military operations. According to the US military, less than 1 percent of the 32,000 owners object to military use of the land, which falls under the US -Japan security agreement. Some Okinawans object to the noise generated by US operations, especially around the Air Force's Kadena Air Base and Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Futenma (which are located in the middle of urban areas), and risks to civilians from serious military accidents, including crashes of aircraft. However, there is no consensus among Okinawans on the bases. Since the employment of Okinawans on U.S. bases is not inconsequential, there is even a sizable though silent constituency in favor of the status quo.
Troops in Okinawa are key to deterrence

Kapoor 10

Dr. Rajesh Kapoor is Associate Fellow at the Centre for Land Warfare Studies, New Delhi.

IDSA COMMENT Institute for Defense Studies and Analysis  The Strategic Relevance of Okinawa 

June 10, 2010   http://www.idsa.in/idsacomments/TheStrategicRelevanceofOkinawa_rkapoor_100610.

In the post-Occupation period, US troops and military bases in Japan have been instrumental in ensuring peace and stability within Japan as well as in East Asia. The geo-strategic location of Okinawa makes it the preferred site for hosting US military bases both in terms of securing Japan as well as for US force projection in the Far East. Okinawa’s distance from the rest of Japan and from other countries of East Asia makes it an ideal location to host military bases and thus extend US military outreach considerably. In the case of an eventuality, it is easier for the US marines, who act as first responders to exigencies, to take appropriate action well before the rest of Japan is affected. In addition, Japan cannot ignore the potential threat it faces from its nuclear neighbours including China, North Korea and Russia. The Russian and Chinese threats, as of now, can be ruled out. However, the North Korean threat is very much real and Japan has been building up its Ballistic Missile Defence system in collaboration with the US to cater for it.

Time Frame of lost deterrence perception is fast
The time frame  is immediate—The decision to pull out the marines would send signals of weakness before any actual troop withdrawals begin

Lawless 10

Richard P. Lawless was an employee at the Central Intelligence Agency, serving in Washington, D.C. and various postings in the Far East and Europe received his B.S. in International Relations from Bradley University’s School of International Studies, and studied at the Defense Language Institute in Monterey, California.

As interviewed by YOICHI KATO, Asahi Shimbun Senior Staff Writer http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201003040361.html
Q: What would the U.S. reaction be if Hatoyama continued to drag on this issue? A: I think we’ve been extremely patient up to this point. We believed him when he said he would have this issue resolved by December. We’ve now believe him when he said he would have it resolved by May. There are hints that Hatoyama may attempt to delay this decision until after the July election. We see no value whatsoever in delaying this decision. It is only getting worse with time. It is not getting better. When you have dug yourself a great big hole, it is usually wise to stop digging, or somebody has to take away the shovel. What I want to capture is that there does not seem to be an appreciation that the Henoko issue will set in motion a necessarily complete reassessment of our entire posture. You know what I mean. What this would do is highlight the fact that Japan is not a dependable ally, and it is, therefore, not an ally on whom, with whom, we can construct our deterrence strategy. A forced departure, or a decision that forces us to consider departing our forces from Okinawa, would impact the overall political relationship long before any forces depart Japan. Just the fact that we would have to examine this possibility seriously will, in itself, set in motion a whole chain of considerations and reassessments. So it is not the physical departure that triggers this; it’s the fact that we have to consider, almost immediately, when, how, what our options are. That, in turn, is going to get our Congress involved, and it will compel our military planners involved. This situation will quickly get out of control, and once the momentum and goodwill move away from Japan, it will be very difficult for Japan to put this problem back in the box. The “knock-on” effect of a forced Marine departure, on the alliance itself but on all of our security relationships in Asia, shouldn’t be underestimated. A fundamental re-examination would lead us to make decisions that are lasting. And if Japan is willing to accept that as the consequence of what they’re doing now, that’s fine. But a leader, Mr. Hatoyama as the leader in his party, must accept the consequences of what he and his party leadership has set in motion. Q: One argument is that if Japan sets up a new multilateral “talk shop” in the region, like an East Asia summit, and then gains the confidence among those regional states, including China, then Japan wouldn’t have to depend on the U.S. presence as much as in the past. What do you say to this kind of argument? A: Well, this is a decision that this government has to make. It was elected. It still has four more years to serve, I guess. And if its national strategy is to “jaw-jaw,” as Churchill would say, and create an East Asia Community with attendant security components, and that is how this government plans to provide for and enhance the security of Japan, then I think the Hatoyama government has to explain that to us. And then we have to talk very seriously about what that means for the alliance. Here’s the question. And, this comes back to Henoko. Is there any evidence that the reduction of our capabilities in Japan and the weakening of the alliance, which will happen, in any way increases security for Japan? The actual result will be different. It will embolden China. And it will embolden any country, such as North Korea, that wants to pick a fight or do something negative related to Japan. So if you’re going to begin the process of dismantling, which is what we’re talking about, the quality of the alliance and, therefore, the quality of the deterrence that this alliance provides. If you’re going to do that, then one had best figure out what one is going to replace it with. And we haven’t heard any ideas on how this new government would plan to replace the existing capability and the existing deterrence with a substitute mechanism.

Global Marine Corps Effectiveness Impact Magnifier
Okinawa has the only jungle training facility in the world and the training center is key to the global effectiveness of marines 

Satoko 10

Norimatsu Satoko  for The Asia-Pacific Journal and for the Peace Philosophy Centre.

http://famoksaiyanwc.wordpress.com/2010/05/29/us-marine-training-on-okinawa-its-global-mission-a-birds-eye-view-of-bases-from-the-air/  May 29, 2010... US Marine Training on Okinawa & Its Global Mission: A Bird’s-Eye View of Bases From the Air

About 20% of Okinawa Island is occupied by bases exclusively for U.S. military use, 77% (15 bases and facilities) of which are managed by the Marines.  Furutachi flew from Makiminato Service Area (Camp Kinser) just north of Naha, a logistic service base that supplied everything “from toilet paper to missiles” during the Vietnam War, then to Futenma Air Station in Ginowan City and Camp Schwab in the northern city of Nago, the two bases that have been the centre of media attention, with a replacement facility of the former planned to be built near the latter.  Furutachi guides viewers beyond the often-reported Cape Henoko, proposed site of the new base jutting into the bay, to the mountainous inland area of Camp Schwab, where Marines conduct jungle training, drawing attention to several rectangular buildings described as ammunition depots.

Furutachi’s guided tour reminds viewers that Marines are really in Okinawa for training, a global mission that has little to do with “protecting Japan”, as many Japanese have been led to believe by the notion of “deterrence” incessantly cited by politicians. Particularly striking is the scale and nature of the drills conducted within Camp Hansen in central Okinawa, which is ten times the size of Futenma and occupyies more than half of the towns of Kin and Ginoza, and significant portions of Onna and Nago.  The camera reveals several “simulated cities” among the thick forests of the base where live-fire training prepares Marines for urban combat. 2,200 troops were dispatched from this base for the attack on Fallujah, Iraq, in November and December, 2004, in which thousands of civilians were killed and the city virtually destroyed.  Furutachi discloses that “Three months prior to the Battle of Fallujah, a USMC helicopter crashed into the campus of Okinawa International University adjacent to Futenma Air Station.  That helicopter was scheduled to go to Iraq after being joined by battle units of Camp Hansen.”

Camp Gonsalves, the largest of all Okinawa bases, is set in the rich “Yanbaru Forest” of northern Okinawa. Home to the Jungle Warfare Training Center, it is the only US jungle training facility in the world.  Furutachi moves onto Camp Kuwae (Camp Lester), where the largest military hospital in the Far East is located, Camp Zukeran (Camp Foster), where spacious suburban-style family houses “built with the ‘sympathy budget’ of Japan” are shown, and then on to Camp Courtney, headquarters of the 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force and 3rd Marine Division.  Furutachi points out that “These facilities are command centers of US global wars from Hawaii to the Cape of Good Hope in Africa.”

Marines from across the globe improve as they get experience rotating through training at Camp Gonsalves in Okinawa

Cabrera 08


Lance Cpl. Joseph A. Cabrera I WILL SURVIVE Fleet Antiterrorism Security Team Marines learn how to live at JWTC http://www.okinawa.usmc.mil/public%20affairs%20Info/Archive%20News%20Pages/2008/080808-survival.html.

CAMP GONSALVES, Okinawa (August 8, 2008) -- Marines with 1st Platoon, 3rd Fleet Antiterrorism Security Team, broke the routine of their normal jobs by learning survival skills at the Jungle Warfare Training Center here during the Jungle Survival Course, July 28 - Aug. 1. The FAST platoon is currently attached to the Commander 7th Fleet in Yokosuka, Japan, encompassing the Asia Pacific region as its area of operation for six months, said Gunnery Sgt. Edward Palacios, the platoon sergeant for 1st Platoon. The normal duties of the FAST Marines are to detect, deter and defend against terrorist activities, according to their motto.  "We are responsible for protecting any national asset vital to national security," Palacios said. "Just as an example: if an embassy was to get attacked, we would actually go and retake the embassy." Because the team is in the region, the command decided to capitalize on the opportunity to teach the Marines new skills.  "We saw this as a good opportunity to have the Marines come down here to pick up some different skills - jungle survival skills as opposed to their normal jobs," Palacios said. The FAST Marines will eventually rotate to infantry battalions, and these Marines will bring valuable survival knowledge to those units, added Palacios. "These Marines will bring to the battalions a different aspect of training that is not normally taught in the infantry battalions," Palacios said. 

 The Marine presence in Okinawa is critical for improving the capability of all marines because marines from the U.S. come to Japan for training and the presence is key to working with other allies in the region
Lamothe 09

Dan Lamothe - Staff writer Marine Corps News Tuesday Sep 29, 2009 

http://www.marine-corps-news.com/2009/09/6month_japan_tours_are_back.htm
The Corps is planning to send more Marines to Japan, with an artillery battery arriving before the end of the month and entire battalions eventually expected to deploy for regular six-month tours. The assignments are part of the Unit Deployment Program, a 32-year-old arrangement that rotates units from the U.S. to Japan for training. The program has operated in a reduced capacity since March 2005, when the Corps began diverting many units that would have gone to Japan to the war zones instead, said Lt. Col. Douglas Powell, a spokesman in Japan with III Marine Expeditionary Force. With a drawdown of forces in Iraq well underway, about 130 Marines with Echo Battery, 2nd Battalion, 12th Marines, based at Marine Corps Base Hawaii, are scheduled to arrive in Japan by Oct. 1. That could be just the beginning, though: The Corps is preparing to bring back other parts of UDP, including deployments for infantry battalions. “We just haven’t seen those kinds of numbers in a while, and it affects everything from the amount of food in the chow hall to maintenance and storage space,” Powell said. The Corps is “anticipating the number of infantry battalions will increase in the future here,” he said. So far, Marine officials will say only that they plan to send Echo Battery and a yet-to-be-named battery to replace it in 2010, leaving unclear how many UDP assignments the Corps will ultimately bring back. It also isn’t clear whether the expansion of the program will affect the Corps’ goal to give each Marine two months of dwell time for every month deployed, but Marine officials said UDP will be increased as commitments in war zones allow. If UDP reverts to the structure in place before the Iraq war, it could mean at least 3,000 more Marines routinely deploying to Japan to conduct training missions, develop unit cohesion and work with other Pacific Rim countries, such as Thailand and the Philippines. Before 2005, the Corps regularly sent four infantry battalions, an amphibious assault company, a light armored reconnaissance company and two artillery batteries to Japan through UDP. During the past few years, however, only one rotational battalion — currently 2nd Battalion, 5th Marines, of Camp Pendleton, Calif. — has remained in Japan to augment the Okinawa-based 31st Marine Expeditionary Unit, and the AAV and LAR companies once assigned to Okinawa’s Combat Assault Battalion have been absent. The Corps also diverted numerous artillery units bound for Japan beginning in 2005, with the last battery to fill a UDP assignment — Mike Battery, 3rd Battalion, 11th Marines, of Twentynine Palms, Calif. — deploying from August 2006 to February 2007, Marine officials said. Aviation units have continued to fill UDP assignments, but those deployments have been cut back too. EA-6B Prowlers and CH-53D Sea Knight helicopters, once regular visitors, have not deployed regularly since 2005, Powell said. The Corps continues to send two squadrons of F/A-18 Hornets, with Marine All Weather Fighter Attack Squadron 553, of Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, S.C., and VMFA-225, of MCAS Miramar, Calif., currently deployed. A return to the past The decision to divert battalions from Okinawa occurred when it became clear U.S. forces faced a prolonged fight in Iraq. At the time, active-duty end strength was about 22,000 Marines less than it is today, which is about 202,000. The Corps simply could not spare four infantry battalions for UDP duty, said retired Lt. Gen. Jan Huly, deputy commandant of plans, policies and operations when the decision was made. “If you have eight forward-deployed infantry battalions at any one time, then you need to have 16 back here in the barn in the United States or Hawaii to maintain the dwell time back home,” Huly said, referring to the time Marines spend at home between deployments. With six infantry battalions in Iraq and additional battalions in Okinawa, the Corps could not have managed even a 1-to-1 dwell time ratio in 2005, Huly said. The decision to divert units was always temporary, however. “From the political side of things, there was a concern (from Japanese leadership) with whether these battalions were coming back, and the answer was always ‘Yes,’” said retired Lt. Gen. Robert Blackman Jr., III MEF’s commander from July 2003 to July 2005. “We had to make some hard decisions in order to do the right thing in the Global War on Terror, and clearly the main effort at the time, at least from a troop concentration perspective, was in Iraq.” Blackman spent months meeting with diplomats at the U.S. Embassy in Tokyo, Okinawa’s governor and others, discussing how a drawdown of sorts in Japan would affect the local economy and military relationships in the Western Pacific. Ultimately, the Corps decided to continue rotating in a battalion to deploy with the 31st MEU and preserve that valuable capability, he said. “Without that battalion, there is no MEU, and the versatility and value of having a MEU in the Western Pacific is just extraordinary,” he said. “We needed that battalion to continue to exercise (with foreign militaries) and have that capability that could respond across the spectrum of possibilities.” Overall, the number of Marines assigned to III MEF has been reduced significantly since UDP assignments were slashed, from more than 27,500 in fiscal 2004 to fewer than 21,000 last year, Marine officials said. What to expect Marines on UDP can expect busy days and travel to the U.S.’s major allies in the Western Pacific: Japan, Thailand, the Philippines, Australia and South Korea. Not all UDP Marines will visit each country, but their units will be incorporated into III MEF’s training schedule, which includes massive joint exercises such as Cobra Gold in Thailand, Balikatan in the Philippines and Talisman Saber in Australia, Marine officials said. 

The Marine base at Camp Gonsalez provides training for all military units across the globe who come for training

Fisher 07

Cindy Fisher Stars and Stripes Published: July 30, 2007
http://www.stripes.com/news/camp-gonsalves-jungle-warfare-training-center-is-back-1.67061

After working on rappelling, jungle patrolling, search and rescue, tracking and other skills, instructors completed the facility’s courses so “they feel the stresses that students do, so they know what it’s like,” Graham said. The “bread-and-butter” course taught at the center right now is the bimonthly, five-day Jungle Skills Course for non-infantry Marines, he said. The program teaches teamwork, small-unit tactics and patrolling and culminates with the 31 obstacles of the endurance course. And it is “some of the best training I’ve ever gotten on island … especially the endurance course,” said Cpl. Erik Reuter, 26, from Fort Lauderdale, Fla. Reuter, an armory custodian, and about 30 other Marines with Marine Air Control Group 18 were completing their last day at the Jungle Skills Course on Friday. “It’s long. It’s dirty. It sucks. But it’s great training,” Reuter said. Do you need a refresher course in survival skills? Any unit interested in a refresher course on jungle survival skills — considered perishable skills that need to be practiced — can schedule training at the Jungle Warfare Training Center, said Staff Sgt. Brandon Graham, the center’s senior enlisted leader. Graham said most of the several thousand who used the facility last year were Marines, but some Army and Navy units also went through the course.

AT: But we don’t break the alliance
Pulling out all the marines from Okinawa create perceptions of weak alliance and crushes deterrence

Roos 10

Ambassador John V. Roos Waseda University Organization for Japan-U.S. Studies (WOJUSS) January 29, 2010  http://tokyo.usembassy.gov/e/p/tp-20100129-71.html

The Marine Corps presence in Okinawa, which I am sure you have all been hearing about, is perhaps the least understood by the general public, but in reality is among the most critical of the forces we deploy in both peacetime and in the unlikely event of conflict. So let me be a little more detailed here and a little technical, because I think it is important for all of us to understand. The III Marine Expeditionary Force in Okinawa brings together the core capabilities of all of our other services into a rapidly deployable self-contained fighting force known as the Marine Air-Ground Task Force. The Marines combine air, ground, and logistical forces together, so that in any contingency or emergency there would be no need to wait for complicated logistical and airlift support from other services. The short range helicopters assigned to the Marines in Okinawa would be able to rapidly move our ground combat and support units on Okinawa across the island chain that links Northeast and Southeast Asia to wherever they would be required. For heavier or longer-range operations, the Marines would be supported by our naval fleet in Sasebo, just a few days sailing time away, which could project both Marine ground and air power anywhere in the region. This mobility and forward presence is why the Marines in Okinawa are routinely our primary responder to major natural disasters in Asia, such as the 2004 Asian Tsunami, mudslides in the Philippines, or the recent typhoon in Taiwan. A little known fact is that the Marines, along with other U.S. forces, have led or participated in 12 significant humanitarian assistance/disaster relief missions in the last five years alone, helping to save hundreds of thousands of lives in this region. The Marines in Okinawa would play a similar rapid response role in any armed conflict in the region, arriving first on the scene to secure critical facilities, conduct civilian evacuations, and provide forward land and air strike power. If the Marines were moved entirely off of Japan, their mobility and effectiveness in the region would be impacted, and it could be perceived negatively with regard to the United States' commitment to this region. The next closest ground combat troops available are Army contingents based in Hawaii, and the distance that they would have to travel would delay U.S. responsiveness in regional contingencies. In addition, the ability of the Marines and all our forces in Japan to conduct realistic training exercises ensures not only that they are ready to respond to any situation, but also serves as a visible deterrent. What we do here in Japan is carefully watched throughout the region. Whether it is F-15 air-to-air combat drills off of Kadena Air Force Base or visits by Ballistic Missile Defense-equipped Aegis destroyers to civilian ports on the Sea of Japan, publicly exercising our forces' capabilities to defend Japan makes it less likely that we will ever need to use them in a real conflict.  

AT: Troop withdrawals from Okinawa are inevitable

The troops left behind in Okinawa under the c-plan are sufficient for deterrence

Tachino 10

Junji Tachino, Staff Writer Foreign News Department, The Asahi Shimbun 7-22-10

http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201007210393.html.

Can the U.S. Marine Corps, with only about 2,000 troops as an actual fighting force ready to leap into immediate action, be an effective deterrence? Wouldn't the U.S. Navy and Air Force alone suffice to serve the purpose?  Retired General Richard B. Myers, who served as the U.S. military's highest-ranking uniformed officer, stressed in an interview that the presence of ground troops for deployment in an emergency is vital--regardless of their numbers.  He said potential adversaries would see a U.S. resolve that couldn't be ignored and refrain from attacking Japan.  

AT; Without Futenma the U.S. Wouldn’t have the airlift ability to respond so the marines left behind are useless

Even without Futenma or a replacement the Marines remaining would have sufficient airlift capabilities

O’Hanlon 10

O'Hanlon is director of research and senior fellow in Foreign Policy at Brookings and coauthor of the new book, "Toughing It Out in Afghanistan."(Feb. 3, 2010)

http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/columns/commentary/20100203dy01.htm
Along with George Washington University professor and Japan expert Mike Mochizuki, I have long argued that the Kadena Air Force Base on Okinawa is much more militarily important than Futenma, given its likely role in possible conflicts in Korea, the Taiwan Strait or elsewhere as well as its role as a hub in the American global military base network. Preserving local political support for Kadena is therefore much more impotant than holding onto Futenma or its successor. Our analyses suggest that a modest number of helicopter and fixed-wing flights can be handled at Kadena, moreover, for day-to-day marine operations. Just as we make pragmatic decisions in other parts of the world, including the broader Middle East and Korea, about when to relocate our forces for the greater good of an alliance, we can factor local sensitivities into this issue as well.

Moreover, delays in making a decision on relocation, while frustrating for those working on the problem, do not prevent the United States from ongoing use of Futenma as well as other facilities on Okinawa in the meantime.

Provided that the United States could improve its contingency access to other airfields on Okinawa for use in a possible crisis or war, the United States could make do without Futenma or a substitute.
AT: Not Unique-- Troops from Japan were sent to Iraq 

Deployments to Iraq have not hurt deterrence because sufficient forces were retained in Okinawa

Allen 04

David Allen and Chiyomi Sumida reporters for Stars and Stripes  Published: January 30, 2004

http://www.stripes.com/news/top-japan-marine-east-asia-will-be-safe-1.16118

Reductions for Iraq have not hurt deterrence because sufficient marine presence has been kept in Okinawa  The top Marine general in Japan stressed Wednesday that deploying 3,000 Marines and sailors from Okinawa to Iraq would not endanger East Asian stability.  “We will definitely feel the impact,” Lt. Gen. Robert R. Blackman Jr., commanding general of the III Marine Expeditionary Force and Marine Corps Bases Japan, said during a news conference. “However, the redeployment of these Marines and sailors away from Okinawa is temporary.  “The U.S. will maintain adequate deterrence and response capabilities for East Asia until these units can return to Okinawa,” he said. “Okinawa continues to be a vital strategic location and we must have forces forward deployed to deter aggression and respond to crises.”  Most of the Marines and sailors deploying to Iraq from Okinawa are from units based in the United States and sent to Okinawa under the Unit Deployment Program. The 3rd Battalion, 4th Marine Regiment from Twentynine Palms, Calif., and the 1st Battalion, 5th Marine Regiment from Camp Pendleton, Calif., already have arrived on Okinawa and are to leave soon for a seven-month deployment in Iraq. 



First Responder Net Benefit
A. We are about to face a wave of non military disasters in the Asia PAcific
250 Million peole are in danger from natural disasters

Agence France Press 07

AFP Tuesday, Aug 21, 2007, Page 5 http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/world/archives/2007/08/21/2003375144
Asia-Pacific countries accounted for 90 percent of people affected by natural disasters around the world since 2000, the region's emergency management chiefs were told yesterday.  Climate change and population growth were likely to increase the incidence and severity of the disasters, which already affect about 250 million people globally each year, said Terje Skavdal of the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs.  The Asia-Pacific region was particularly vulnerable, Skavdal told an APEC meeting in Australia ahead of the group's annual summit in Sydney next month.  "We meet now in a period of extensive and damaging flooding across South Asia and East Asia, flooding in North Korea, the Peru earthquake, a strong earthquake in the Solomon Islands that fortunately did not result in large damage, and Hurricane Dean," he said.  The 2004 tsunami alone, which struck 14 countries after an earthquake off Indonesia, accounted for 37 percent of all recorded fatalities from natural disasters since 2000, Skavdal said.  The UN was concerned that ever-larger population centers were spreading in the most vulnerable areas, such as low-lying coastal land and earthquake zones.  "The incidence and severity of disasters associated with natural hazards are likely to increase under the effects of climate change, population growth, urbanization, desertification and environmental degradation," he said.  "This requires us to fundamentally review and upgrade our preparedness." 

Asia is the epicenter of an Influenza pandemic and they will be unable to respond

Medical News Today 06

http://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/42595.php.

The Asia-Pacific region faces a number of challenges in preparing for an influenza pandemic, yet gaps and inconsistencies in plans across the continent could hinder an effective response to a pandemic, according to a new report presented today at the Lancet Asia Medical Forum 2006, Singapore.   Over 80% of human deaths from avian influenza (H5N1) recorded to date have occurred in South East Asia, which suggests that countries in the region could be the epicentre of the next human influenza pandemic.

We are on the Brink of a Pandemic that is more probable than nuclear war

Ghnaati 09

Tahereh Ghanaati Reporter for Press TV

The Coming Pandemic: A Clear and Present Danger (Part I)

http://www.presstv.ir/detail.aspx?id=104971&sectionid=3510304
And we are on the brink of a pandemic  Within the past few years, the media has given vast amounts of attention to the threat of nuclear weapons and their destructive power - so much so that most people today are aware of the dangers posed by these weapons. Indeed, if the media had ignored the topics, the bombings at Hiroshima and Nagasaki alone, at the close of the Second World War, would have graphically shown the world the devastating power of such weapons. The danger is so well known that since those events, “nukes” have been used merely as “bargaining chips” in negotiations between nations. It is highly unlikely that any country would ever resort to such a weapon again.   When a threat is perceived and understood, humanity treads warily around it, thus reducing its peril. Yet, the reverse is also true. When a threat is neither seen nor understood, it is generally minimized - or even dismissed, which increases its risk a hundredfold.   Lurking on the horizon is just such a threat - a scourge known as a “pandemic”. This is not a new enemy. In fact, it is one of man's most ancient foes. It has launched sporadic attacks against humanity for millennia. Some of these assaults have been relatively mild. Others have been devastating, laying waste civilizations. In fact, pandemics and civilization are inextricably linked because a disease, in order to become a pandemic, has to be able to spread. That ability increases with the advancement of civilization, which entails better roads, increased commerce and greater facility of travel.   At no time in recorded history has travel been easier - or faster - than it is today. The world has truly become a global village. Thus, conditions are ripe for a full-blown pandemic.   Actually, according to the World Health Organization (WHO), we are in the midst of one now. Since events are still unfolding, its degree of severity is unknown. Early findings indicate it will be milder than had previously been feared. However, despite what happens with this pandemic, epidemiologists and researchers throughout the world agree that a truly devastating one will eventually occur and when it does, it will - like the present one - appear with little or no warning. 

B. Solvency 

Marines are the Key First Responders in Asia to Disasters and have saved hundreds of thousands of lives

Eldridge 10

Eldridge, Ph.D., a former tenured associate professor of U.S.-Japan relations and Okinawan history at Osaka University, serves in the same office as Melton. The views expressed here do not necessarily reflect those of the U.S. government. Daily Yomiuri Online 3-4-2010 By Dan Melton and Robert D. Eldridge / Special to The Daily Yomiuri  http://two--plus--two.blogspot.com/2010/03/commentary-us-marine-presence-in.html.

Not only do the Marines provide significant contributions to deterrence and defense of Japan and peace and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region, but are also actively involved in HA/DR missions and Theater Security Cooperation (TSC), which is designed to build transparency and trust in this region. Significantly, there have been hundreds of thousands of lives saved in the region by U.S. Marines, such as during the 12 significant HA/DR operations in the past five years alone, including the 2004 tsunami and the disastrous tropical cyclones in 2007 in Bangladesh and 2008 in Burma in which units from the III Marine Expeditionary Force stationed on Okinawa either directly led or significantly contributed to response efforts.

Marines on Okinawa are key to rapid response to prevent Pandemics in Asia

Allen 07  

David Allen  reporter for Stars and Stripes Published: April 9, 2007 II MEF ready to respond if avian flu pandemic hits http://www.stripes.com/news/iii-mef-ready-to-respond-if-avian-flu-pandemic-hits-1.62544.

CAMP COURTNEY, Okinawa — If the avian flu becomes a real pandemic threat to humans, especially in the Western Pacific, the III Marine Expeditionary Force will be ready. During a recent humanitarian relief deployment to the Philippines, MEF corpsmen tested technology a Portsmouth, N.H., firm developed for almost instant tracking of vital information that in the past would take days or even weeks to analyze. And a team of Marines and sailors has developed a detailed pandemic influenza response plan for Okinawa. Global Relief Technologies was awarded a $3.5 million contract last fall to provide about 120 PDAs — hand-held computer devices — to the Marine Corps, which at any time has personnel scattered on deployments throughout Southeast Asia. The region is considered ground zero for the bird flu that could one day mutate and become the next great human pandemic. The equipment, along with accompanying computers and satellite hookups, was delivered to the 3rd Medical Battalion before they deployed last month for a humanitarian mission to southeast Luzon, the Philippines island where some 15,000 people lived in camps after being displaced following a series of natural disasters in December. “This initiative is driven by the need to collect and record data for tracking the avian flu — and any other humanitarian crisis — quickly and accurately,” said Navy Capt. David Lane, Force Surgeon for the III MEF. “It worked exceedingly well.” He said information Global’s software processed was available as soon as corpsmen in the field could hook their PDAs to the satellite link and send the data to a collection point in Hawaii. “On past missions — well, let’s just say it took much longer,” Lane said. “I could show you stacks of cards and logbooks filled with data that would take weeks to compile into reports.” Lane said two medical teams were dispatched to six evacuation centers to deliver medical care during what was dubbed “Operation Goodwill.” The data the software managed included breakdowns of the patients by sex, age, medical condition and treatment options. “As they worked I could watch from afar — by computer — and follow the patients through the whole process,” Lane said. “With this we can compare the information gathered with data from previous missions and be better able to determine our needs and course of action.” Although the system can be used for any humanitarian relief crises, it was specifically developed to track the avian flu, according to Global. “Statistically speaking, we’re overdue,” said Navy Lt. Matthew Mercer, the 3rd Marine Division’s environmental health officer. Mercer recently received the Rear Admiral Charles S. Stephenson Award for Excellence in Navy Occupational Health, Preventive Medicine and Health Promotion, partly for his work on developing the influenza response plan. “On average, there are about four pandemics per century — about one every 25 years,” Mercer said. “The last one was in 1968. The avian flu has a good shot at being the next big one.” So far, nearly all the humans who have contracted the disease had direct contact with ailing birds, Mercer said. More than half of them died. “It’s certainly a cause for concern,” he said. “We’re only one or two small mutations away from this influenza going human to human.” 
The U.S. military has unique ability to contain pandemics

Jansen 09

Don J. Jansen Analyst in Defense Health Care Policy
The Role of the Department of Defense During A Flu Pandemic

June 4, 2009   http://fhp.osd.mil/aiWatchboard/pdf/R40619_20090604.pdf
 However, DoD has well-developed relationships with key leaders in many nations -- particularly with respect to foreign military officers and defense officials – and it also has expertise and capabilities that could be useful to the efforts of foreign governments to detect and contain a pandemic. As such, the Implementation Plan directed DoD to conduct a number of actions, in coordination with the Department of State and other appropriate agencies, to assist partner nation militaries in preparing for a pandemic. Examples of this type of assistance include assessing the preparedness and response plans of foreign militaries, validating these response plans with military-to-military exercises, conducting training programs to improve military infection control and case management, and assessing the capacity of foreign military labs and response teams.18 The Implementation Plan also directed DoD to support the Department of State in providing U.S. response capabilities to international response efforts. Examples of this type of support would include participating in investigative or technical assistance teams, or delivering countermeasures to affected countries.19 Additionally, if the Secretary of Defense approves a request from another federal agency for such support or if the President so directs, DoD may support containment operations or stability operations in another nation.20  
First responder Impact extensions
Their impact evidence
diseases cause human extinction.

Frank Ryan, M.D., 1997, Virus X, p. 366

How might the human race appear to such an aggressively emerging virus? That teeming, globally intrusive species, with its transcontinental air travel, massively congested cities, sexual promiscuity, and in the less affluent regions — where the virus is most likely to first emerge — a vulnerable lack of hygiene with regard to food and water supplies and hospitality to biting insects' The virus is best seen, in John Hollands excellent analogy, as a swarm of competing mutations, with each individual strain subjected to furious forces of natural selection for the strain, or strains, most likely to amplify and evolve in the new ecological habitat.3 With such a promising new opportunity in the invaded species, natural selection must eventually come to dominate viral behavior. In time the dynamics of infection will select for a more resistant human population. Such a coevolution takes rather longer in "human" time — too long, given the ease of spread within the global village. A rapidly lethal and quickly spreading virus simply would not have time to switch from aggression to coevolution. And there lies the danger. Joshua Lederbergs prediction can now be seen to be an altogether logical one. Pandemics are inevitable. Our incredibly rapid human evolution, our overwhelming global needs, the advances of our complex industrial society, all have moved the natural goalposts. The advance of society, the very science of change, has greatly augmented the potential for the emergence of a pandemic strain. It is hardly surprising that Avrion Mitchison, scientific director of Deutsches Rheuma Forschungszentrum in Berlin, asks the question: "Will we survive!” We have invaded every biome on earth and we continue to destroy other species so very rapidly that one eminent scientist foresees the day when no life exists on earth apart from the human monoculture and the small volume of species useful to it. An increasing multitude of disturbed viral-host symbiotic cycles are provoked into self-protective counterattacks. This is a dangerous situation. And we have seen in the previous chapter how ill-prepared the world is to cope with it. It begs the most frightening question of all: could such a pandemic virus cause the extinction of the human species?
Economy Impact to Pandemic

Pandemic will crush the global economy

Sikich 05

Geary W. Sikich, Principal, Logical Management Systems, Corp., and John M. Stagl, CBCP is a consultant with Belfor and a member of the Continuity Insights Editorial Advisory Board.

Copyright© Geary W. Sikich & John M. Stagl 2005. World rights reserved.

Published with permission of the authors.http://www.continuitycentral.com/feature0280.htm.
Thus, the second critical characteristic is the world economy’s complexity and “economic inertia”. It would be difficult to find a sector that is not in some way touched by or that does not rely on international markets in some manner for its operations. Businesses are either marketing internationally or rely on international sources for their supplies. For the most part this complexity is a source of strength in the market. It has resulted in increased revenue and a reduction in expenses for many companies. It also increases the alternatives available to companies ensuring a virtual unlimited supply of needed support or materials for many companies. In this “complex” economic business market it would be very difficult to slow or stop the “economic inertia”.

However, the law of inertia applies equally to physical elements and economics. So, in the unlikely event that the global economy was to slow down or stop due to a pandemic, it could be an overwhelming challenge to restart it and restore its inertia. Yet this is a very real possibility if H5N1 were to become a pandemic. A pandemic creates a whole new economic dynamic. Because of the widespread impact of the illness, both the consumption element, as well as the supply element, of the economy will be simultaneously impaired. This occurs on a global basis and is not confined to any specific area. Because pandemics by their vary nature impact multiple countries, and because of the speed with which a pandemic will spread today, disruption occurs everywhere at the same time.  We have not experienced such economic disruption since the 1918 influenza (Spanish Flu) or possibly the Great Depression.
Natural Disasters Cause Rape and Sexual Violence

Natural disasters have disproportionate gendered impacts and devastate women

Jones 2K


Gender and natural disasters : points to ponder 
by Rochelle Jones Research conducted in 2000 by the International Labour Organisation 

http://www.disasterwatch.net/women_tsunami%20links/Gender%20and%20natural%20disasters.htm

Suggests that gender is an important dimension within disasters such as the Indian Ocean tsunamis. It has been argued that vulnerability to natural disasters and their consequences is gendered and socially constructed, meaning that women and men face different challenges during natural disasters because their roles in society have been constructed differently.  When we look at natural disasters from this perspective, we can conclude that the physical aspect of the tsunamis is fixed, but the social and economic aspects are not. They can be reshaped, used and sometimes abused.  This is incredibly important for women in particular because women are made more vulnerable to disasters through their socially constructed roles. What are the gendered impacts of natural disasters?  The social and economic impacts of disasters such as the Tsunamis depend largely on the structures in which they take place. Obviously, some people are more at risk than others because of their socio-economic status, barriers to choice and lack of access to resources.  A disaster such as the one we have just witnessed in Asia exposes these inequalities - particularly in the aftermath of a disaster where people are simply unable to recover their losses due to their abject poverty. The ILO calls this "disasters by design" where "global development patterns put rising numbers of people increasingly at risk".  Gender inequality plays an important role in the level of vulnerability to natural disasters and their consequences. Women are more vulnerable during disasters because they have less access to resources, are victims of the gendered division of labour, and they are the primary caregivers to children, the elderly and the disabled.  This means that they are less able to mobilise resources for rehabilitation, more likely to be over-represented in the unemployed following a disaster, and overburdened with domestic responsibilities leaving them with less freedom to pursue sources of income to alleviate their economic burdens.  It is most often the women who go without food in order to feed their families during a disaster, also. In addition to these issues, women are often the victims of domestic and sexual violence following a natural disaster.  There have already been unconfirmed reports of rape and sexual molestation in Sri Lanka during rescue efforts after the tsunami, and reports of human traffickers taking advantage of women and children's vulnerability in Aceh.  Abhorrent acts of rape, violence and harassment against women in areas of war are well documented and analysed. Similar events in the aftermath of natural disasters are often overlooked or receive scant attention.  Recognizing the important role that gender plays in disaster management and relief, it is alarming that gender concerns often get pushed to the background in the event of a natural disaster. There is an obvious need directly after the disaster has occurred to provide basics to victims such as food, clothing, shelter and fresh water, regardless of gender.  Given that disasters such as earthquakes, floods, droughts, hurricanes and landslides will always occur, however, it is imperative to ensure that a gender perspective is included in all natural disaster management programmes so that the relief efforts are able to properly address needs and concerns for both women and men.  
Natural disasters increase rape and sexual violence

New York Alliance Against Sexual Assault 10

http://www.svfreenyc.org/research_factsheet_111.html
Why does rape occur in the aftermath of natural disasters and other humanitarian crises? Rape and violence against women in the aftermath of humanitarian disasters is no new problem. Internationally, rape in refugee situations has become quite common. According to the Human Rights Watch document “Sexual Violence Against Refugees: Guidelines on Prevention and Response”, there are several causes or circumstances which allow sexual attacks to take place: 1. Society  a. The collapse of traditional societal support mechanisms (social sanctions, norms for proper behavior, etc.) when refugees are forced to flee or to live in camp surroundings. In particular, the communal support systems for the protection of vulnerable individuals may no longer be present. b. Male attitudes of disrespect towards women may be instrumental in causing incidents of sexual violence. For example, within a camp, men may look upon unaccompanied women and girls as common sexual property.  c. Psychological strain on refugee men in not being able to assume normal cultural, social and economic roles, may cause aggressive behavior towards women. Many other aspects of refugee life can aggravate this, including idleness, anger at loss of control and power, uncertainty about the future, and frustration with living conditions. d. Alcohol and drug abuse can result in violent behavior within families and communities. Such abuse is often linked to boredom. depression and stress. 2. Vulnerability a. Females who are on their own for whatever reason, whether they are single, widowed, abandoned, unaccompanied minors, lone heads of households, or women who have been separated from male family members by the chaos of the situation, are all particularly at risk of sexual violence. 3. Camp design and location a. The design and social structure in many camps may contribute to the likelihood of protection problems. Camps are often overcrowded. Unrelated families may need to share communal living and sleeping space. In effect, such refugees are living among strangers.  b. The lack of police protection and general lawlessness in some camps is also a factor.  In the aftermath of Katrina, we are seeing a similar refugee situation with hundreds of internally displaced persons. Rape and violence has become commonplace and may be exacerbated by the circumstances mentioned above. There is, however, much research that has been done around prevention of sexual violence within refugee situations, like those presented after Hurricane Katrina. Including gender analyses in disaster planning is crucial. Many lessons can be learned from the international work that has been done on this topic. Below is a brief bibliography of such sources.  The rapes and sexual violence that is occurring in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina is unacceptable and could have been prevented. As a community, we should learn from this and ensure that any future natural or man-made disasters do not leave women and children vulnerable to sexual violence.  
Basing Comparison of Plan vs. Counterplan
The plan would also close down the 31st MEU which is the only forward deployed marine presence in the Pacific Ocean
Milcom Monitoring 2010


http://mt-milcom.blogspot.com/2008/11/essex-arrives-in-korea-for.html.

The 31st MEU is the only permanently forward-deployed MEU, maintaining a presence in the Pacific Ocean at all times as part of III Marine Expeditionary Force, and is based out of Marine Corps Base Camp Smedley D. Butler, Okinawa, Japan.
Even Wikipedia knows that the plan pulls out the 31st expeditionary force and the c-plan leaves it in
Wikipedia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/31st_Marine_Expeditionary_Unit.

The 31st Marine Expeditionary Unit (31st MEU) is one of seven Marine Expeditionary Units currently in existence in the United States Marine Corps. The Marine Expeditionary Unit is a Marine Air Ground Task Force with a strength of about 2,200 personnel. The MEU consists of a command element, a reinforced infantry battalion, a composite helicopter squadron and a combat logistics battalion. The 31st MEU is currently based out of Camp Hansen, Marine Corps Base Camp Smedley D. Butler, Okinawa, Japan. This is the only permanently forward deployed MEU, standing always ready to operate in and around the western Pacific.
The C-plan solves—After removing the forces at Futenma the marines would have a large enough force on Okinawa under the counterplan with the 31st Marine Expeditionary Force for effective first responding and deterrence

Yoshida 10

By YUTAKA YOSHIDA reporter for Kyodo News April 16, 2010  d.a. 8-1-10

http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100416f4.html
Under the current bilateral agreement on the realignment of U.S. forces in Japan, around 8,000 marines in Okinawa will be transferred to Guam and the remaining 10,000 will theoretically remain in the prefecture.

The U.S. Marine Corps has three expeditionary forces and Okinawa is the only location outside of the U.S. mainland that hosts one of them, the 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force, which manages facilities including the Futenma air station — the base at the center of the controversy between Japan and the United States. Nearly 60 percent of U.S. service personnel stationed in Okinawa are marines.

But there is a view that only the 31st Marine Expeditionary Unit, which has about 2,200 members, could deal with an emergency by boarding four amphibious assault ships in Sasebo, Nagasaki Prefecture.

Security experts say marine units should stay in Okinawa for purposes such as providing ground force presence, rescuing civilians in an emergency on the Korean Peninsula, antiterrorism operations in Asia and disaster relief activities.
AT: But we solve disease
1.  The c-plan solves the internal link to their advantage so soft power would increase as well

2.  Their claimed disease solvency evidence on multilaiteralism from Tanaka  doesn’t have a warrant or even a claim that multilateralism solves disease and it assumes the creation of an East Asia Security Forum in the non highlited part

(Here is the ev)

Hitoshi Tanaka, Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange, April 2007, East Asia Insights, http://www.jcie.or.jp/insights/2-2.html)
The East Asian region today barely resembles that of only a decade ago. The recent proliferation of ministerial conferences and multilateral dialogues, along with increasing calls for the creation of an "East Asia Community," are welcome developments that will go toward building confidence between states and ensuring stability in the midst of such a rapid transformation. However, to this day the primary impetus for enhancing regionalism and East Asian economic integration has been more or less market driven. Enhanced cooperation between states in a wider range of areas would greatly facilitate the realization of a more cooperative, comprehensive, and stable regional community. While much of the regional transformation in recent years has been positive, particularly in the economic sphere, challenges abound, such as proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD), infectious disease, and trafficking in people and drugs, that have the potential to destabilize the region and reverse recent achievements. The creation of a multi-lateral institution to efficiently deal with such nontraditional and transnational security issues would not only foster a more secure environment for continued economic expansion but also—through joint action on issues of common concern—push the regional community-building process forward. One effective way to achieve these goals is the creation of an "East Asia Security Forum."
3. The key is first responders and marines are key (read more cards)
Solvency Extesions for Rapid Responders

The forward presence in Okinawa is key to rapid response for disaster relief missions in the Asia Pacific

CONSOLIDATED PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE 08

http://www.marines.mil/unit/mcbjapan/Documents/IIIMEFbook.pdf.Ill MARINE EXPEDITIONARY FORCE

A FORCE IN READINESS MARINE CORPS DASES JAPAN

Commanded by a lieutenant general with its headquarters at Camp Courtney on Okinawa, III MEF's mission is to maintain a forward presence in Japan supporting the U.S.- Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security and other alliance relationships in the Asia-Pacific region. Ill MEF is organized as a Marine Air GroundTaskForce. The MAGTF designation refers to the basic framework for organizing déployable units and a MEF is the largest of all the MAGTFs. The mission dictates the MAGTF's scale and structure, giving the Marine Corps the flexibility to respond to any crisis. Without its flexibility, a MAGTF would not be the "force in readiness" it is. A MAGTF can range in size from several hundred to tens of thousands of Marines and Sailors. Each MAGTF has a command element, a ground combat element, an aviation combat element, and a logistics combat element. The ground combat element of III MEF is the 3d Marine Division, the aviation combat element is the 1st Marine Aircraft Wing, and the logistics combat element is the 3d Marine Logistics Group. The majority of III MEF forces are located on Okinawa and total nearly 18,000 Marines and Sailors at 10 camps and stations. More than 3,200 Marines and Sailors are stationed on mainland Japan at Marine Corps Air Station Iwakuni. Additionally, III MEF has a potent slice of combat power with more than 5,000 Marines and Sailors stationed in Hawaii, primarily from the 3d Marine Division. Ill MEF Marines and Sailors engage in more than 70 combined or bilateral training exercises annually in countries throughout the Asia-Pacific region, including Japan, Thailand, the Philippines, South Korea, and Australia. These exercises help develop and maintain strong regional alliances and military-to-military contacts. These exercises enable III MEF to be prepared to conduct operations ranging from major combat operations to humanitarian assistance and disaster relief. Ill MEF has played a significant role in humanitarian assistance and disaster relief missions in the region. -Nov. 2004: Philippine typhoon response (Joint Task Force-535) -Dec. 2004 - Mar 2005 : Asian tsunami (Combined Task Force-536) -Oct 2005 - Mar 2006: Pakistan earthquake response (3d MLG) -Mar - Apr 2006: Philippine mudslide response (31st Marine Expeditionary Unit/3d MarDiv) -May - Jun 2006 : Indonesian earthquake response (3d MLG) -Nov 2007: Bangladesh Cyclone response (3d Marine Expeditionary Brigade) III MEF Marines are also active members of the communities in which they train and host various community relations activities and civic assistance programs, both on Okinawa and throughout the Asia/Pacific region.
Only the marines are equipped to respond to disease disasters

Zoe 07

Sophia Zoe on April 07, 2007 

http://birdflujourney.typepad.com/a_journey_through_the_wor/public_services_and_utilities/.

I have a deep and abiding love for our men and women who serve our country in uniform.  Most of my minority was spent as a Navy Brat and I am married to a man who did his requisite stint during the Vietnam Era, also in the Navy.  Of course, each branch of the military thinks they are the best, the special, the chosen, but the Marines… well… they are Special.   Never have I met a current, or former Marine (some say there is no such thing as a former Marine), that I didn't instantly peg him as being such.  Sorry ladies, I have never met a woman who served in the Marines.   I often dwell on the Military's role during a severe pandemic, in my mind, on the forums, and in this blog.  The men and women in uniform will be the biggest chunk of the Federal Government's response to the societal and humanitarian issues that will likely arise.  The concept is a sound one, after all, no other organization, in the world, is better able or better equipped to address those issues.  

The Marines are Uniquely equipped to solve disasters

Crist 10

David B. Crist, a senior historian for the chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff,
http://www.leatherneck.com/forums/archive/index.php/t-843.html

Since the end of the Cold War Marines have increasingly been called upon to respond to a growing number of unconventional crises around the globe. The end of the Soviet Union changed the threats to the security of the United States as famine, natural disasters, and political disintegration increasingly required the intervention of armed forces in what President George Bush termed the New World Order. The Marine Corps' focus on littoral warfare, its forward deployed presence, and rapid crisis response capability, make it the natural force of choice to turn to. This has led some to call the Marine Corps the Nation's 911 force. Disaster and humanitarian assistance, friendly coalition building, noncombatant emergency evacuations, counter-drug operations, support for civil authority, all are familiar terms to Fleet Marine Force personnel over the past decade. Instead of large-scale conventional war, the American military strategy has focused increasingly on low intensity conflict and "military operations other than war" (MOOTW). Correspondingly, Marines find themselves conducting these operations with the other services in a joint task force command. Also, the nature of these humanitarian operations call for Marines to work closely with other governmental agencies such as, the State Department and U.S. Aid for International Development, as well as the numerous non-governmental relief agencies and The United Nations.

AT: Turn Case Solves with Japan Independence/Soft Power

The Marines are the only capable first responders in the region in a crisis- Japan doesn’t have the resources to solve with their forces
Eldridge 10

Eldridge, Ph.D., a former tenured associate professor of U.S.-Japan relations and Okinawan history at Osaka University, serves in the same office as Melton. The views expressed here do not necessarily reflect those of the U.S. government. Daily Yomiuri Online 3-4-2010 By Dan Melton and Robert D. Eldridge / Special to The Daily Yomiuri  http://two--plus--two.blogspot.com/2010/03/commentary-us-marine-presence-in.html.

Equally important is that Japan's SDF be allowed to play a larger operational role in the alliance and in the region. The proposal by Mr. O'Hanlon for Japan to send "substantial numbers of peacekeeping troops to Sudan and the Congo" is also good, but has no bearing on the strategic situation in Northeast Asia or even the Asia-Pacific. Having only recently adopted a "joint" approach to operations, the SDF is trying to operate more closely with the military forces of its only ally to develop these capabilities. Working with the U.S. and increasingly with the militaries of other countries, the SDF is gaining experience and confidence. While it was given a mandate to participate in more international HA/DR operations abroad, the SDF is faced with a declining budget and decreasing personnel numbers. In the interim, the U.S. Marines, being the only truly rapidly deployable ground troops in Northeast Asia, will continue to be the first responders--the 911 force--to any crisis and continue to represent, along with the Navy, Air Force, and Army service components of U.S. Forces Japan and U.S. Pacific Command, the American commitment to the region. The Marines' capabilities, experience, and proven record of success are hard to replicate, something the SDF, particularly the Ground Self-Defense Forces, look to as they further develop their capabilities and jointness.

AT: Forces Can Come From Other places to Solve
Marines in Okinawa are key to responding to Natural disasters in Asia 

Roos 10

Ambassador John V. Roos Waseda University Organization for Japan-U.S. Studies (WOJUSS) January 29, 2010  http://tokyo.usembassy.gov/e/p/tp-20100129-71.html

The Marine Corps presence in Okinawa, which I am sure you have all been hearing about, is perhaps the least understood by the general public, but in reality is among the most critical of the forces we deploy in both peacetime and in the unlikely event of conflict. So let me be a little more detailed here and a little technical, because I think it is important for all of us to understand. The III Marine Expeditionary Force in Okinawa brings together the core capabilities of all of our other services into a rapidly deployable self-contained fighting force known as the Marine Air-Ground Task Force. The Marines combine air, ground, and logistical forces together, so that in any contingency or emergency there would be no need to wait for complicated logistical and airlift support from other services. The short range helicopters assigned to the Marines in Okinawa would be able to rapidly move our ground combat and support units on Okinawa across the island chain that links Northeast and Southeast Asia to wherever they would be required. For heavier or longer-range operations, the Marines would be supported by our naval fleet in Sasebo, just a few days sailing time away, which could project both Marine ground and air power anywhere in the region. This mobility and forward presence is why the Marines in Okinawa are routinely our primary responder to major natural disasters in Asia, such as the 2004 Asian Tsunami, mudslides in the Philippines, or the recent typhoon in Taiwan. A little known fact is that the Marines, along with other U.S. forces, have led or participated in 12 significant humanitarian assistance/disaster relief missions in the last five years alone, helping to save hundreds of thousands of lives in this region. The Marines in Okinawa would play a similar rapid response role in any armed conflict in the region, arriving first on the scene to secure critical facilities, conduct civilian evacuations, and provide forward land and air strike power. If the Marines were moved entirely off of Japan, their mobility and effectiveness in the region would be impacted, and it could be perceived negatively with regard to the United States' commitment to this region. The next closest ground combat troops available are Army contingents based in Hawaii, and the distance that they would have to travel would delay U.S. responsiveness in regional contingencies. In addition, the ability of the Marines and all our forces in Japan to conduct realistic training exercises ensures not only that they are ready to respond to any situation, but also serves as a visible deterrent. What we do here in Japan is carefully watched throughout the region. Whether it is F-15 air-to-air combat drills off of Kadena Air Force Base or visits by Ballistic Missile Defense-equipped Aegis destroyers to civilian ports on the Sea of Japan, publicly exercising our forces' capabilities to defend Japan makes it less likely that we will ever need to use them in a real conflict.  

Okinawa is key to disaster response in Asia

Bush 10

Richard C. Bush III, Director, Center for Northeast Asian Policy Studies 

Okinawa and Security in East Asia

Japan, Northeast Asia, Politics, National Security
http://www.brookings.edu/speeches/2010/0310_japan_politics_bush.aspx
Lieutenant General Keith Stalder, commanding general of U.S. Marine Corps Forces Pacific, recently spoke in Japan about the importance of Okinawa for the mission of the Marines. Among other things, he said that the U.S. Marine Corps is the emergency response force in East Asia. He explained that “The fundamental Marine Corps organizational structure is the Marine Air Ground Task Force, in which war fighting elements of aviation forces, ground combat forces, and logistics forces all operate under a single commander.” The Marine ground forces must train consistently with the helicopters that support them. Lieutenant General Stalder illustrated his point by saying that the “Marine Air Ground Task Force is a lot like a baseball team. It does not do you any good to have the outfielders practicing in one town, the catcher in another, and the third baseman somewhere else. They need to practice together, as a unit.” He went on to say that Okinawa is very important because it is relatively close to mainland Japan, to Korea, to the South China Sea, and to the Strait of Malacca. This geographic location is why, he said, “There is probably nowhere better in the world from which to dispatch Marines to natural disasters” than Okinawa. This importance of Okinawa is another reason why finding a solution to the realignment issue is essential. Any solution to the Okinawa problem should meet four conditions: efficiency of operations, safety, local interests, and permanence. Resolving the situation is also important because, as Lieutenant General Stalder pointed out, other nations are “watching to see whether the United States-Japan Alliance is strong enough to find a solution to the current issues.”[1]
Speed is the Key to saving lives for first responders

Reuters 2-26-10


http://www.alertnet.org/thenews/newsdesk/N25200825.htm.
Kuah, who coordinated relief efforts for IMC, a California-based group that had highly skilled doctors treating patients in Haiti 23 hours after the earthquake struck, stressed the "need for speed" when it comes to saving lives. 

"When you ask yourself if there were ways you could have prevented more mortalities or diminished excess mortality, with earthquakes, in particular, it's more timing than anything else," said Kuah. (Additional reporting by Catherine Bremer, Jackie Frank, Patricia Zengerle, Mica Rosenberg and Andrew Cawthorne; Editing by Kieran Murray)
Speed is key to preventing a fast pandemic

Sikich 05

Geary W. Sikich, Principal, Logical Management Systems, Corp., and John M. Stagl, CBCP is a consultant with Belfor and a member of the Continuity Insights Editorial Advisory Board.

Copyright© Geary W. Sikich & John M. Stagl 2005. World rights reserved.

Published with permission of the authors.http://www.continuitycentral.com/feature0280.htm.
.
There are two critical characteristics associated with this potential pandemic, and for that matter, any pandemic in today’s business environment. The last time we experienced a disease of the magnitude being speculated about was in 1918 when the Spanish Flu spread across the world. It struck approximately 30 percent of the world’s population and resulted in 3 percent mortality of those ill or between 30 & 50 million deaths. This disease took approximately 6 months to spread across the world in 1918 and lasted for almost 2 years. Today, we are concerned that a real pandemic will spread around the world in 30 to 60 DAYS. Therefore, SPEED is the first critical characteristic. Recently, SARS spread from China and in a matter of weeks was in 8 countries around the world. Today’s highly mobile society travels more frequently and at greater speed than in 1918, so any pandemic will be traveling quite literally at “jet speed”.
AT: Rape advantage

The advantage is silly—The problem isn’t Okinawa it is the culture of militarization—Moving the forces to other countries does nothing to stop the rape and violence, it just shifts it to new locations

Turn. Withdrawal from Okinawa would cause the U.S. to increase troops in many other countries 

Pike 09


J John E. Pike (born 1953) is a national security analyst and director and founder of GlobalSecurity.org   http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm
By 2003 the US was considering moving most of the 20,000 Marines on Okinawa to new bases that would be established in Australia; increasing the presence of US troops in Singapore and Malaysia; and seeking agreements to base Navy ships in Vietnamese waters and ground troops in the Philippines. For the Marines based on Okinawa, most for months without their families, the US is considering a major shift. Under plans on the table, all but about 5,000 of the Marines would move, possibly to Australia. 

During 2004 Japan and the United States continued discussions on plans to scale back the US military presence in the country. Tokyo will ask Washington to move some Marines now on the southern island of Okinawa outside the country. There is no doubt some changes will be made to the Okinawa forces. The US Marines are a tremendous burden in Okinawa, particularly the infantry and the training needs of the infantry in Okinawa can't really be met on the island, given the sensitivities there. Okinawa accounts for less than one percent of Japan's land, but hosts about two-thirds of the 40,000 American forces in the country. In recent years, Okinawans have grown increasingly angry about the military presence, because of land disputes and highly publicized violent crimes committed by a few U.S. troops. In return for moving troops outside the country, Japan would provide pre-positioning facilities for weapons, fuel and other equipment for the US military.

Sexual violence will just be transplanted to new places—it occurs everywhere the military is

Mackey 04

Reverend Dorothy Mackey, Exec. Director, STAAAMP, Inc. Consultant, Lecturer and Author
Former US Air Force Captain and Commander  http://www.mediawatch.com/wordpress/?p=6 

 I am a former US military Commander of seven years and as a captain, I counseled military men and women and family members who suffered from sexual, emotional, psychological, physical and mental abuses. In numerous units, commands and increased positions of responsibilities, I was expected to work closely with professional civilian and some competent military professionals in determining the long-term care treatment and counseling avenues of my personnel. My recommendations as a commander dealing with traumatized and troubled personnel were always recognized, honored and implemented. I have observed, and continued to recognize then and now, the same patterns and symptoms of survivors and have drawn from my military training about the ongoing abuses without accountability continuing in our uniformed services. Currently, as Executive Director of STAAAMP, Inc., I have spoken with well over 4,300 US military personnel, federal civil servants and civilians and thousands of foreign citizens abused by US military personnel.  Let me begin by sharing some basic historical facts concerning US military abuses. They are wide spread and involve all populations to include civilians (US and foreign), civilian federal employees, military, reservist, spouses and children.  With over 4,300 clients in the US and thousands overseas….abuse victims span 5 decades going back to WWII. All these clients have spoken with me in which they have sought Congressional, military and legal assistance to bring to justice their assailants. No help has come from US leadership. Of all 4,300 cases, only 3 have been prosecuted. Even with overwhelming evidence these assailants were given minor punishments for serious crimes; such as 2 months in jail for child rape, 2 yrs 8 months for rape of a military woman, adultery and fraternization rather then charged as a serial rapists of 4 military women.  In 1991-1992 - The Navy’s Tailhook Scandal in Las Vegas in which the Navy elite aviators including the Navy’s senior most Admirals and DOD officials were involved in the sexual assault of 83 women, most were civilians. Not one of these sexual assaults resulted in criminal charges but instead the militaries equivalent of a traffic ticket known as a Captain’s Mast which under US Code 552a is invisible to FBI and local law enforcement background checks. This scandal produced a “zero tolerance policy” which appeared to put in place a zero tolerance of sexual misconduct by all military personnel towards others within the US military. Since this time;  No less then 17 major military sexual scandals have occurred in which no serious criminal conduct has been prosecuted or resulted in full accountability of military leadership and assailants.  Pentagon’s Permission to Rape and Keep Rapist in the Military Policy. Between the mid 1980’s and the mid 1990’s Lt. Colonel Charles P. McDowell with the permission of the Pentagon and US Government put together a checklist of 57 questions & weighted score sheet. McDowell a military criminal investigator (expert in murder) taught these techniques to other military and civilian criminal investigators. The purpose of the checklist– to throw out rape victims legitimate testimony and keep rapists and sexual assailants in the US military. (see attached info) Despite providing this to US Congresspersons and Senators NO ONE in D.C. wants to fully disclose the facts of McDowell’s work.  March 2003, a member of the DOD legal counsel called and confirmed the use of McDowell’s work, however notes, both McDowell and his work (rape checklist permission to rape) had been discontinued.  However, in 2000 and 2001, respectively, McDowell still worked for the Pentagon McDowell as Program Director oversaw development of policies for the DOD Inspector General.  Reported Statistics from the Veterans Administration over 200,000 US military women have been sexually harassed 79%, hazed and 30% raped by their own US military male counterparts; 60,000 East Asian Pacific civilians from Okinawa, Philippines, Korea, Japan, Thailand have been sexually harassed, raped, brutalized and murdered with virtually no accountability by US military men. In fact it has been standard operating procedure of the US military when one of their own personnel abuse, rape or murder a foreigner to place them (assailant) on an airplane and send them not to prison but to the next assignment without accountability. Of the military men being raped by their own; the VA reports 98% of all rapes within the military male-on-male are committed by heterosexual to heterosexual. Actual numbers are not obtainable because both the US military and Veterans Administration will not document these cases accurately, however, a male rapists of other males will rape 250 men before they are caught.  In 1997, five military spouses and partners were murdered at Ft. Campbell, Kentucky before officials did anything to stop the abuse within domestic violence and in 2003, again, Ft. Bragg, North Carolina 5 military spouses and partners are murdered.  Immunity Laws: When the US military refuses to hold their own military members accountable for violations of law, and the victim or their family has exhausted the US military chain of command up to and including the US President, only then can they gain access to the US Courts. There are 5 immunity laws on the US books and with the assistance of the US Justice Department the military perpetrator and or the leadership who refused to intervene to protect the abused, gets immunity. These laws are the Feres Doctrine, the Bivens Doctrine, Intra-military Immunity, Title VII, and US Code 552a.  There are numerous cases of rape, torture and abuse that are contrary to US military law, federal law and international laws. And, yet there are 5 precedence cases on US law books in which the US military sexual predators and/or the leadership failed to provide protection. With the direct assistance of US Department of Justice attorneys, US Courts and these 5 immunity laws the assailants were given immunity and freedom. Of the 5 military women whose cases are cited 3 of the 5 are now dead as a direct result of the crimes and abuses committed against them; two were driven through retaliation to their deaths (psychologically murdered), the 3rd stalked and murdered after repeated and ignored pleas for help from her command. [Note A]  Letter dated March 2004, from US Army Europe, General B.B. Bell’s letter notes “sexual assault is the second most-reported felony in the Army in Europe.” This is occurring because of the overt hostile environment that is allowed to exist. (see Iowa Study)  Conduct Unbecoming; List of General officers who have had forced spouses and employees into relationships, sexual misconduct, or established a hostile environment in which the (Generals) were awarded retirement rather then criminal charges. STAAAMP, Inc. knows of over 40 US military General’s, Admirals and Colonel’s who have been provided immunity by US Courts or their own system (retirement) after serious criminal conduct. (list is available upon request).  US Women’s Congress Caucus of the United States Letter to Sec. of Defense Rumsfeld. March 31, 2004 in which the letter notes that 18 Task Force studies (currently the 19th Task Force) have been completed in the last 16 years on sexual misconduct in the US military and without exception, no recommendations have been adopted even in lieu of the Zero Tolerance Policy.  In Feb 2004 the Department of Defense stated that between 1950 and 2000 rapes have been cut in half……  1997 Justice Department Veterans in Prison Report,  1 of 3, 33% US military men are in military prisons for sexual assault;  the number one reason for veterans to be in prison at the state, federal or local level is for sexual assault. Veterans are in civilian prisons at a level significantly higher then their civilian counterparts for sexual assault 25.70% v. 10.70%. Well over double the amount of civilians for sexual assault.  for military criminal conduct to go selectively prosecuted, crimes allowed to occur, sanctioned and protected has serious and grave consequences to civilians US and foreign. The following is a short list of former US military or children of military.  Rapes and abuses of at least 120 US military women by our own US military men in Iraq, Kuwait and Afghanistan most of the victims have been charged with crimes, threatened, forced to leave service or have been retaliated against by the higher chain of command. There has been little or no prosecutions of the rapist who still for the most part remain in the field with already abused Iraqi, Kuwait and Afghani people.  However, it is my belief based on numerous aspects of these crimes (School of the Americas) the US military and government has an unwritten policy of rape, torture and criminal miss conduct that is used to further US global interests. These abuses are used to undercut the potential of other nations’ resources and enslave through abuses other other nations’ people, financial and political potential. These interests are a wanton disregard to other nation’s rights for self-evolution and self-determination.  Military laws and federal US laws while often discussed as being leading models of democracy are used selectively throughout the US military to give the public impression of equal accountability; rather it is a system of unequal protection. Many military criminals to include senior military leaders, rapists and abusers have been given protection within the military and by US courts and officials. These protections are compoundingly dangerous to US citizens, military and global populations in personal, community and national security. It is my belief that the US must be held accountable equally to all laws that the US holds all nations to. Failure to do so is a disregard of our place as a global neighbor and attempts to place the US as global master.
Arguments for a Straight Up Strategy
AT: Move of 8,000 Marines is Inevitable

Without an agreement on Futenma the 8,000 marines will stay in Japan

Japan Update 10

http://www.japanupdate.com/?id=10323.  5-21-10
Most observers believe Hatoyama is beginning to grasp the consequences of settling the Futenma issue, and he hopes Nakaima will, too. If Futenma doesn’t move soon, it’s considered likely it will remain in Ginowan City, where it’s immensely unpopular. Equally important, failure to move Futenma would most likely stop the shift of 8,000 U.S. Marines to Guam, and a number of base closures, including parts of Camp Foster, plus Camp Kinser in Urasoe City, would probably be cancelled. Only after a replacement airbase is built and Futenma moved would the Marines and their families be relocated to Guam.
Movements link magnifier

Withdrawal would trigger movements to kick the U.S. out of all other forward deployed bases magnifying the links

Feffer 10

March 4, 2010. John Feffer is the co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies  Tomgram: John Feffer, Can Japan Say No to Washington? 

http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175214/tomgram:_john_feffer,_can_japan_say_no_to_washington/  d.a. 7-31-10

Spur movements   Wherever the U.S. military puts down its foot overseas, movements have sprung up to protest the military, social, and environmental consequences of its military bases. This anti-base movement has notched some successes, such as the shut-down of a U.S. navy facility in Vieques, Puerto Rico, in 2003. In the Pacific, too, the movement has made its mark. On the heels of the eruption of Mt. Pinatubo, democracy activists in the Philippines successfully closed down the ash-covered Clark Air Force Base and Subic Bay Naval Station in 1991-1992. Later, South Korean activists managed to win closure of the huge Yongsan facility in downtown Seoul. Of course, these were only partial victories. Washington subsequently negotiated a Visiting Forces Agreement with the Philippines, whereby the U.S. military has redeployed troops and equipment to the island, and replaced Korea’s Yongsan base with a new one in nearby Pyeongtaek. But these not-in-my-backyard (NIMBY) victories were significant enough to help edge the Pentagon toward the adoption of a military doctrine that emphasizes mobility over position. The U.S. military now relies on “strategic flexibility” and “rapid response” both to counter unexpected threats and to deal with allied fickleness.  The Hatoyama government may indeed learn to say no to Washington over the Okinawa bases.  Evidently considering this a likelihood, former deputy secretary of state and former U.S. ambassador to Japan Richard Armitage has said that the United States “had better have a plan B.” But the victory for the anti-base movement will still be only partial. U.S. forces will remain in Japan, and especially Okinawa, and Tokyo will undoubtedly continue to pay for their maintenance. Buoyed by even this partial victory, however, NIMBY movements are likely to grow in Japan and across the region, focusing on other Okinawa bases, bases on the Japanese mainland, and elsewhere in the Pacific, including Guam. Indeed, protests are already building in Guam against the projected expansion of Andersen Air Force Base and Naval Base Guam to accommodate those Marines from Okinawa. And this strikes terror in the hearts of Pentagon planners. 
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