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Text: The United States Federal Government should propose [the area of the plan] in the United States-Japan Security Consultative Committee.  The United States will consistently advocate bilateral cooperation over [the plan] in negotiations.  The resulting bilateral negotiations should be released in a joint statement and implemented based on the conclusions of the United States-Japan Security Consultative Committee.
The US SCC is the best mechanism to increase bilateral coopration – empirically proven
Secretary of State Rice, Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld, Minister of Foreign Affairs Machimura, and Minister of State for Defense Ohno, 10/29/2005, “Security Consultative Committee Document U.S.-Japan Alliance: Transformation and Realignment for the Future”, http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/n-america/us/security/scc/doc0510.html 

The U.S.-Japan Alliance, with the U.S.-Japan security arrangements at its core, is the indispensable foundation of Japan's security and of peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. A close, cooperative relationship based on the alliance also plays an important role in effectively dealing with global challenges, and must evolve to reflect the changing security environment. Therefore, following the December 2002 meeting of the Security Consultative Committee (SCC), the U.S. and Japan intensified consultations on respective U.S. and Japanese security and defense policies in order to examine the direction of the U.S.-Japan alliance, and to develop options to adapt the alliance to the changing regional and global security environment. 

Japan will say yes – cooperation over space policy spills over to a strong US-Japan alliance

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
(3) Enhancing Alliance Foundations Welcoming the progress to date, the Ministers emphasized the importance of further improving information security systems, including introducing government-wide security clearances and enhancing counter-intelligence measures, as discussed in the Bilateral Information Security Consultation. They also welcomed the Japanese Government’s efforts to strengthen its legal framework for information security and expected that such efforts would lead to enhanced information sharing. The Ministers recognized the importance of continuously examining and enhancing bilateral frameworks in order to make operational cooperation more effective, more tailored to the emerging security challenges, and more responsive to various situations. The Ministers confirmed that closer cooperation in equipment and technology between the United States and Japan is a fundamental element of a strong Alliance. In particular, the Government of Japan will promote its ongoing study to respond to the trend toward international joint development and production, through which developed countries enhance the performance of equipment and deal with rising costs. The Government of the United States encourages these Japanese efforts.
SCC Mechanism Solves

Japan expects Cooperation over space – Unilateral action of the play fails, but the counterplan’s cooperation through the SCC solves
Security & Defence Agenda, 06/22/2011, “JAPAN AND US TO BOLSTER COOPERATION ON MISSILE DEFENCE AND CYBER SPACE”, http://www.securitydefenceagenda.org/Contentnavigation/Library/Libraryoverview/tabid/1299/articleType/ArticleView/articleId/2736/Japan-and-US-to-bolster-cooperation-on-missile-defence-and-cyber-space.aspx  KC
The United States and Japan will continue to work together on missile defense, cyber and space initiatives, as well as expand information-sharing and intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance activities. According to a joint statement by the US-Japan Security Consultative Committee on 21 June, "The ministers decided to expand joint training and exercises, study further joint and shared use of facilities and promote cooperation, such as expanding information sharing and joint intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) activities, in order to deter and respond proactively, rapidly and seamlessly to various situations in the region". As for missile defence, the ministers designated the Joint Arms and Military Technology Commission as the consultation mechanism for the transition to the production and deployment phase of the SM-3 Block 2A. In addition, the ministers agreed to promote dialogue on supply of critical resources and materials, including energy and rare earths. The US reaffirmed its intentions to defend Japan and peace and security in the region through conventional and nuclear force, and to address challenges of nuclear technologies proliferation and evolving threats such as in high seas. The two countries acknowledged the potential for future cooperation in space situational awareness, a satellite navigation system, space-based maritime domain awareness and the use of dual-use sensors. The ministers also agreed to "promote the resilience of critical infrastructure, including the security of information and space systems." 

Opportunities for consultation and cooperation now

Foreign Minister Matsumoto, 6/21/2011, “Remarks With Secretary of Defense Robert Gates; Japanese Foreign Minister Takeaki Matsumoto; and Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa After Their Meeting”, http://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2011/06/166644.htm KC

 Next, we discussed Japan-U.S. security and defense cooperation in the future and agreed on a deepening and expanding cooperation in a broad range of areas. In addition to regularizing the extended deterrence consultations, including nuclear, in the area of so-called global commons, we also agreed to have consultations on space and cyberspace as well. We also agreed to further advance in cooperation with countries that share – countries in the region that share values with us, in such settings as in Japan-U.S.-ROK, and Japan-U.S.-Australia trilateral cooperation, et cetera. 
The Security Consultative Committee is important to cooperation

Secretary of State Clinton, Secretary of Defense Gates, Minister for Foreign Affairs Okada, and Minister of Defense Kitazawa, 1/19/2010, “The U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee Marking the 50th Anniversary of the Signing of The U.S.-Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security”, http://www.implu.com/government_news/21/111726  KC

On this the Fiftieth Anniversary of the signing of the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, the Members of the Security Consultative Committee (SCC) affirm that the U.S.-Japan Alliance plays an indispensable role in ensuring the security and prosperity of both the United States and Japan, as well as regional peace and stability. The Alliance is rooted in our shared values, democratic ideals, respect for human rights, rule of law and common interests. The Alliance has served as the foundation of our security and prosperity for the past half century and the Ministers are committed to ensuring that it continues to be effective in meeting the challenges of the twenty-first century. The U.S.-Japan security arrangements underpin cooperation on a wide range of global and regional issues as well as foster prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. The Ministers are committed to building on these arrangements and expanding into new areas of cooperation.
2nc solvency generic ext

Cooperation on space solves cost sharing, research and development – outweighs any potential costs

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

 These arguments are counter-balanced by four positive imperatives for the United States to support a new framework for cooperation. First, the federal government faces growing fiscal constraints, and a stronger relationship with Japan could facilitate cost-sharing on research and development (R&D) and expensive projects (as is currently the case with the International Space Station and ballistic missile defense). Second, a stronger relationship could increase business for U.S. firms in the space industry. American aerospace companies would likely be able to increase their role as high-value subcontractors on Japanese-led projects. Smaller companies could improve their access to the Japanese market. In addition, by taking away the incentive for Japanese firms to develop autonomous capabilities, new competition would be preempted, at least in the short to medium-term. Third, the United States would gain a stronger position as a global standard-setter for space technology. Its leadership has been under assault in recent years, most notably in the case of Europe’s Galileo system. Japan can be thought of as a “swing vote” in the global standardssetting battle. Stronger cooperation will improve the United States’ ability to persuade its ally of the wisdom of alignment on standards. This could have the secondary effect of dissuading Europe from introducing new, competitive standards in the future. Fourth, and most importantly, a new framework could strengthen the overall bilateral alliance and Japan’s regional security posture, to the benefit of U.S. strategic interests. By treating Japan as a trusted partner in space policy, the United States would assist Japan’s cautious steps forward toward assertiveness in regional security, and also help to keep its views in concert with U.S. policy. This would facilitate responsible and cooperative action on critical concerns of U.S. policymakers, in particular over North Korea. These four positive reasons for cooperation outweigh the cautionary or negative factors discussed earlier. On balance, it makes sense for the United States to support the idea of enhanced cooperation with Japan in the area of space policy. But what should this new framework look like? From the U.S. point of view, any new agreement between the two countries might include the following elements: 1. Commitment by Japan to participate in new science-focused space projects. 2. Agreement on launch quotas to prevent predatory pricing in the market and ensure sufficient demand for US companies 3. New tightly-written assurances on space technology transfer, in effecting creating an export control “customs area” 4. Reinforcement of the commitment to full compatibility of the Quasi-Zenith Satellite System (QZSS) with the Global Positioning System (GPS) 5. Real-time access to intelligence from Japanese satellites in any areas where there are gaps in U.S. or private sector coverage. These positions will mitigate the potential downsides and reinforce the benefits of a new framework from the U.S. perspective. 

U.S.-Japanese cooperation on research will strengthen relations and yield quality data

Beckner, 3 – Christian Beckner, Managing Consultant and Senior Homeland Security Analyst (7/03, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf)MH 

On balance, the imperatives for cooperation outweigh the current obstacles in both the United States and Japan. But awareness and good intentions are meaningless unless both countries take active steps to negotiate a framework that clarifies the two countries’ common interests, and provides institutions and private companies with the capabilities and incentives to act upon these interests and reap the benefits of cooperation. The next chapter examines the steps that both countries need to take, acting both in common and alone, to create a new space policy relationship.  The agreement should encourage joint research and development projects, and more importantly, establish new incentives for the various space agencies to cooperate. The agreement should establish defined procedures for the use and licensing of jointly-developed technologies that appropriately remunerate both nations’ entities for their investments. The two countries should strengthen programs and mechanisms for the exchange of scientists between their key space agencies, to build the personal relationships and trust that lead to successful joint research. The two countries should not set specific research goals or targets, but delegate that to the respective agencies and related commercial entities. 

US-Japan cooperation over space beneficial to both nation’s space programs and industry

Setsuko Aoki, 2009, “Current Status and Recent Developments in Japan’s National Space Law and its Relevance to Pacific Rim Space Law and Activities”, A JOURNAL DEVOTED TO SPACE LAW AND THE LEGAL PROBLEMS ARISING OUT OF HUMAN ACTIVITIES IN OUTER SPACE, VOLUME 35 WINTER 2009 NUMBER 2, http://spacelaw.sfc.keio.ac.jp/sitedev/archive/current.pdf KC

As the U.S. being the only ally for Japan, Japan-U.S. bilateral space cooperation is the most important as far as Japan is concerned. The Japan-U.S. Exchange of Notes Constituting an Agreement Concerning Co-Operation in Space Activities for Peaceful Purposes in 1969 5 and two successive Exchange of Notes in 1975 6 and 1980 7 permitted U.S. industry to contract with the Japanese government or industry to provide unclassified technology, which accelerated Japan’s ability to develop liquid propellant engines that enabled Japan to place a heavier satellite in a higher orbit.

--AT: Cooperation with Japan = Doesn’t Matter

Japan is an important ally of the United States

 Chanlett-Avery et al. ‘11(June 28, Emma Chanlett-Avery, specialist in Asian affairs, William H. Cooper, specialist in International Trade and Finance Mark E. Manyin, specialist in Asian Affairs, Dick K. Nanto, specialist in Industry and Trade, “Japan-U.S. Relations: Issues for Congress, Congressional Research Service http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33436.pdf)

Japan is one of the United States’ most important economic partners. Outside of North America, it is the United States’ second-largest export market and second-largest source of imports. Japanese firms are the United States’ second-largest source of foreign direct investment, and Japanese investors are the second-largest foreign holders of U.S. treasuries, helping to finance the U.S. deficit and reduce upward pressure on U.S. interest rates. Bilateral trade friction has decreased in recent years, partly because U.S. concern about the trade deficit with Japan has been replaced by concern about a much larger deficit with China. One exception was U.S. criticism over Japan’s decision in 2003 to ban imports of U.S. beef, which have since resumed, but on a limited basis

Solvency - Asteroids

US-Japan cooperation over asteroid research and mining mutually beneficial 

Mary Beth Murrill, 1/19/1998, “Planning begins on asteroid 'nano-rover'”, Japan Space Net, http://www.spacedaily.com/spacenet/text/musesc-98a.Html KC

A formal project office was established in 1997 to manage the U.S. contribution to the Japanese-managed Muses-C mission to collect and return to Earth a sample from an asteroid. This innovative mission will use new flight technology, including solar electric propulsion, to send a spacecraft to asteroid 4660 Nereus and deliver a JPL-developed rover, which measures about the size of a shoebox, to the asteroid's surface. The Japanese Muses-C spacecraft will also fire explosive charges into the asteroid, collect the samples that are ejected from the impacts, and return the samples to Earth in a capsule for laboratory analysis. The mission is scheduled for launch in 2002. "This represents an opportunity for the U.S. and Japan's space engineers and scientists to combine their expertise to achieve major science and technology goals in a cost-constrained environment," said Ross Jones, project manager for the U.S. portion of the mission called Muses-C ("N" stands for "NASA"). Overall management of the Muses-C project resides at Japan's Institute of Space and Astronautical Science. In addition to providing the rover, JPL will arrange for the testing of the Muses-C reentry heat shield at NASA's Ames Research Center, arrange for supplemental Deep Space Network tracking of the spacecraft, and assist in spacecraft navigation. JPL's responsibilities also include arranging for recovery of the return capsule and performance of work to meet the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act. The asteroid samples will be returned to a landing site in the U.S, and American and Japanese investigators will collaborate on shared data from the rover and the spacecraft.

Solvency- Japan Launch Systems

Counterplan solves launch cost concerns – Japan can lower the cost to ¼ of the current costs

JAXA, 11 (2011, Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency, “Lowering the hurdles to space”, http://www.jaxa.jp/projects/rockets/epsilon/index_e.html)MH

As part of our research on the next-generation solid propellant rocket, we plan to reduce the cost by a third of that for the former M-V Launch Vehicle. However, we are not only thinking about cost reductions. Our ultimate goal is to lower hurdles to space by developing a space transportation system suitable for a new age and by making rocket launches much simpler. Additionally, we will be able to meet the wide range of demands for rocket launches by operating the H-IIA and H-IIB Launch Vehicles as well.For the next-generation solid fuel rocket, we plan to reform the launch system and improve the operation performance to the highest global standard by utilizing innovative ideas far beyond a simple combination of existing technologies. For example, we will reduce the time needed for the operation of ground facilities and launches to about one fourth of the time required for the M-V Launch Vehicle. To do this, we will make the vehicle perform checks onboard and autonomously and reduce the time required for operations on the ground. Ultimately, through internet, we will be able to check a0nd control rockets anywhere in the world simply by using a laptop computer. We are planning to realize the world, where the launch control system is not necessarily at the launch site anymore. Such an innovative concept for a new solid propellant rocket will become a good model for future launch systems involving a liquid fuel rocket. Currently, onboard equipment is custom made to suit each rocket. Assuming that the rocket was a personal computer, onboard equipment for the rocket would correspond to the computer peripherals and are unique to that specific rocket. For our new rocket, we are aiming as much as possible to develop onboard equipment that can be shared with a family of rockets. For example, we are thinking of connecting onboard equipment through a high-speed network. Hence, if we use common interfaces on them, we can freely add or change equipment, or even put them on a different rocket just like computer peripherals. In other words, launching the rocket is just like using a computer. The launch of the rocket will become much easier, just like daily events. This dream era, where we can become much closer to space, is only a few steps away. 

U.S.-Japan cooperation with launch vehicles would save both countries money 

Beckner, 3 – Christian Beckner, Managing Consultant and Senior Homeland Security Analyst (7/03, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf)MH 

 The security imperative in the United States and the desire for autonomy in Japan are both still strong. Neither country is likely to exit the market in the face of low-cost competition. This leaves the two countries with three non-mutually-exclusive options: subsidize, innovate, and/or reduce costs. The first option is the least painful in the short-term, but ultimately the most costly. The latter two options require substantial up-front investment, but have the potential to deliver long-term returns. One way to minimize these investments is international partnership, and the United States and Japan should expand their cooperation in the area of launch vehicles to achieve these goals.  These separate areas of focus could be the basis for a deal between United States and Japan. The United States could provide relevant information on its EELV capabilities to Japan in exchange for insight into the latter’s work on RLVs. A deal such as this has a number of obstacles—export control issues, fair accounting for each country’s contribution, and third-party entanglements (such as Japan’s current relationship with Europe on RLVs), but these problems are solvable, given the desire to avoid costly subsidies as much as possible and focus instead on investment in cost-saving and innovation. 
Solvency- Moon Aff

International moon base is comparatively more advantageous

Friedman, 8, Louis Friedman- Executive Director of The Planetary Society (9/8/08, “A New Paradigm for a New Vision of Space”, http://www.planetary.org/programs/projects/advocacy_and_education/space_advocacy/new_paradigm.pdf)MH--JC
Redirect the lunar program (NASA) from establishing a nationalistic and wasteful lunar base to an international endeavor that would advance all spacefaring interests. The Moon is a steppingstone into the solar system, and today it is considered a primary objective of many spacefaring nations. It is magnificent to imagine all of them working with NASA to return to the Moon, this time truly “for all mankind.” The U.S. could support an international lunar base in many ways consistent with national objectives and end up spending much less money than by doing it all themselves. U.S. roles, as the Vision for Space Exploration so clearly states, could then be directed for the bigger and longer-range move outward of humans to Mars
NASDA has committed to developing solar space power for Japan, the low launch cost projects are able to fund. 

Normile, 1- freelance writer on science policy in Tokyo (11/9/01, Denis, “Japan looks for brighter answers to energy needs”.  Vol. 294, Iss. 5545, http://proquest.umi.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/pqdweb?did=91871968&sid=3&Fmt=3&clientId=17822&RQT=309&VName=PQD). EE
Japan's National Space Development Agency (NASDA) earlier this year commissioned two industrial groups to develop competing proposals for a space solar power test satellite that could be launched within this decade. "The agency and the aerospace industry are extremely interested in this project," says Masahiro Mori, NASDA's space solar program manager. Japan's Ministry of Economy, Trade, and Industry (METI) is separately finding a study of a commercial space solar power plant that is expected to trigger additional funding. "We consider this a possible future energy option," says Junya Nishimoto of METIs space industries office. And this year Matsumoto received $3.5 million from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology to build a facility to test microwave antennas and receivers. Matsumoto estimates that in the last decade Japan has spent $10 million to $20 million, not including salaries, on both wireless power transmission and space solar power. Interest in space solar power is picking up in other countries as well. The French space agency, CNES, is watching the installation of the first operational wireless power transmission system on remote Reunion Island in the Indian Ocean for clues about its use as a power source for robots on Mars or the moon. In September, a committee of the U.S. National Research Council (NRC) said that a fledgling NASA program on space solar power deserves at least enough funding to do some serious research. "I am confident that with this positive peer review we will be able to move ahead with this research," says John Mankins, director of the NASA program, which has spent $22 million in the past 2 years. Some doubt that space solar power will ever prove economically competitive for terrestrial use. "The tasks are formidable, and [at present] it's not clear that you can identify a path that you know will solve the technology problems," says Richard Schwartz, an electrical engineer and dean of engineering at Purdue University in West Lafayette, Indiana, who chaired the NRC panel. Schwartz, who remains neutral on the question of putting a solar power plant in space, nevertheless believes that an increased investment could bolster work on photovoltaics, robotics, and wireless power transmission. The concept of generating power from space goes back to Nikola Tesla, who in 1899 tried unsuccessfully to illuminate isolated homes by beaming energy from a tower set up in Colorado Springs, Colorado. In the 1960s, William Brown, an engineer at Raytheon Co., powered a small helicopter hovering above a transmitting array, and Peter Glaser, a mechanical engineer in Boston, proposed the idea of space-based solar arrays beaming energy to Earth (Science, 22 November 1968, p. 857). Since then, scientists have tried to show that the physical constraints are not insurmountable. In 1983 and again in 1993, Japan's Institute of Space and Astronautical Science transmitted microwave beams from one rocket to another, confirming that atmospheric scattering is negligible. It has also been shown that microwaves below 10 gigahertz suffer minimal damping from atmospheric water vapor. Although the NRC committee agrees with Matsumoto that the basic concept has been proven, it noted that "providing space solar power for commercially competitive terrestrial electric power will require breakthrough advances in a number of technologies." There's also the problem of getting the necessary equipment into space. Both NASA and NASDA have programs to develop lowcost launch technologies based on either reusable rockets or inexpensive expendable rockets. Both will probably be needed to build a workable power grid: The NRC committee estimates that it would take 1000 space shuttle payloads to deliver the necessary material, an order of magnitude more than the number of missions needed to construct the international space station. Without breakthroughs in launching technology, space solar power "would be impractical and uneconomical for the generation of terrestrial base load power due to the high cost and mass of the components and construction," the NRC report concludes. But enthusiasts see that long list of challenges as a rallying cry, not a signal to retreat. "It may take 2000 years, but humans are destined to civilize space," says Matsumoto, who also chairs NASDA's space solar power advisory committee and is an adviser to the METI program. "And this will be one of the enabling technologies." 
Solvency- Space Leadership
Unilateral action is resented but bilateral cooperation with Japan allows for effective Space Leadership
Friedman 2-14-11 (Lou Friedman  recently stepped down after 30 years as Executive Director of The Planetary Society. He continues as Director of the Society's LightSail Program and remains involved in space programs and policy. Before co-founding the Society with Carl Sagan and Bruce Murray, Lou was a Navigation and Mission Analysis Engineer and Manager of Advanced Projects at JPL, “American Leadership”, The space review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1778/1)
American leadership in space is much more desired that resented—except when it gets used unilaterally, as in the past Administration’s call for “dominance in cislunar space.” Asian countries (China, Japan, India) are especially interested in lunar landings; Western countries, including the US, much less so. However, cooperating with Asian countries in lunar science and utilization would be both a sign of American leadership and of practical benefit to US national interests. Apollo 11 astronaut Buzz Aldrin has been a leader advocating such cooperation. At the same time American leadership can be extended by leading spacefaring nations into the solar system with robotic and human expeditions to other worlds.

The US can’t do everything alone. Climate monitoring, Earth observation, space weather prediction, and ultimately asteroid deflection are huge and vital global undertakings that require international participation. That is also true with exploration projects sending robots and human to other worlds. American leadership in these areas is welcomed and used by other countries, even as they develop their own national programs. The US government should make more of this and not treat it as an afterthought—or even worse, prohibit American leadership as the House of Representatives is doing this week by banning any China collaboration or cooperation. (The proposed House continuing resolution for fiscal year 2011 prohibits OSTP or NASA funds to be used for anything to do with China.)

On a bigger stage I was struck by the demands of the Egyptian protesters over the past few weeks for American leadership and engagement in reforming their country, while at the same time strongly resenting any American interference in their country. This demand for American leadership and opposition to American hegemony may seem inconsistent. It is not: it only emphasizes the need to recognize the difference and use leadership for cooperation and engagement. If we Americans do this in the space program, we will accomplish more in our many Earth, space science, and exploration projects, and we will raise higher the importance of the space program on the national and international political agenda.
US-Japan cooperation in space key to US leadership and soft power

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, and Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21 st Century Cooperatio”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

Third, the United States would gain a stronger position as a global standard-setter for space technology. Its leadership has been under assault in recent years, most notably in the case of Europe’s Galileo system. Japan can be thought of as a “swing vote” in the global standardssetting battle. Stronger cooperation will improve the United States’ ability to persuade its ally of the wisdom of alignment on standards. This could have the secondary effect of dissuading Europe from introducing new, competitive standards in the future. Fourth, and most importantly, a new framework could strengthen the overall bilateral alliance and Japan’s regional security posture, to the benefit of U.S. strategic interests. By treating Japan as a trusted partner in space policy, the United States would assist Japan’s cautious steps forward toward assertiveness in regional security, and also help to keep its views in concert with U.S. policy. This would facilitate responsible and cooperative action on critical concerns of U.S. policymakers, in particular over North Korea. 
US seeking to increase cooperation with allies now- key to leadership

Frank A. Rose, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Verification, Compliance, and Implementation, 9/20/2010, “Implementing the National Space Policy: Opportunities and Challenges”, http://www.state.gov/t/avc/rls/147461.htm KC

As Ambassador Harrison outlined in his introductory remarks, we are here today and tomorrow to gain a better understanding of the new policy and of how the policy is being received by domestic and international audiences. Much of my time at the State Department is focused on the national security aspects of international space cooperation, particularly in working with our traditional space-faring allies and partners but also in exploring potential opportunities for cooperation with emerging space powers. As directed by the President, our goals include expanded international cooperation to strengthen stability in space and to help assure the use of space for all responsible parties. In implementing the National Space Policy, State leads diplomatic efforts to ensure U.S. leadership at the United Nations and other space-related fora. State also coordinates U.S. Government efforts to reassure allies of U.S. commitments to collective self-defense and to identify areas for mutually beneficial cooperation. These efforts complement the Administration’s efforts to augment U.S. capabilities by leveraging existing and planned space capabilities of allies and space partners. 

US space cooperation key to leadership 

Yasuhito Fukushima, 10/6/2010, “An Asian perspective on the new US space policy: The emphasis on international cooperation and its relevance to Asia”, http://kkccyu.cjb.net/science?_ob=MImg&_imagekey=B6V52-51WTVXP-2-1&_cdi=5774&_user=4861547&_pii=S0265964610001165&_origin=browse&_zone=rslt_list_item&_coverDate=02%2F28%2F2011&_sk=999729998&wchp=dGLbVlz-zSkzV&_valck=1&md5=06df2e5da6618f24b0b966551843316c&ie=/sdarticle.pdf KC

This paper aims to analyze the new US National Space Policy (NSP) and examine its relevance to Asia. President Barack Obama announced the new NSP in June 2010, after inviting wide speculation on how the new administration wanted to deﬁne its NSP. The NSP is a comprehensive document which stipulates principles, goals and inter-sectoral and sectoral guidelines for space activities; it can be analyzed from various perspectives. Above all, the NSP’s great emphasis on the importance of international cooperation has signiﬁcant meaning for Asia. The USA has a long history of international space cooperation, especially in the ﬁeld of civil space, and past administrations also pledged the promotion of international cooperation in their NSPs. Even the former Bush administration’s NSP, which was sometimes regarded as a product of unilateralism, included “cooperation with other nations” as one of the principles of US space programs and activities. 1 Obama’s NSP is, however, rooted in cooperation and incorporates the concept throughout, instead of just mentioning it in one section. The introduction states that “the United States hereby renews its pledge of cooperation,” whereas for the principles of space activities, the USA will adhere to its principles “in this spirit of cooperation” and proposes that other nations follow suit. Also, as one of the goals of its national space programs, emphasis is placed on the expansion of international cooperation. In the inter-sectoral guidelines there is a special section on international cooperation, which stipulates the need to strengthen US space leadership, identify areas for potential international cooperation, and develop transparency and conﬁdence-building measures (TCBMs). According to a senior administration ofﬁcial, who played a central role in shaping the document, enhancing international cooperation and collaboration in space is positioned as a “key cornerstone” in Obama’s NSP. 
International cooperation with Japan is vital to being an effective space leader

Elachi, 11 – Dr. Charles Elachi, Directior of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Vice President of the California Institute of Technology (2011, Interview with JAXA, “Japan’s Role in Space Exploration”, http://www.jaxa.jp/article/interview/vol37/index_e.html) MH
I recommended two things. One is to expand international collaboration. I think international cooperation is very important, and almost every mission we have at JPL has an international element. We have a number of Japanese scientists involved in our missions, and we have been involved in Japanese missions. We all agree that space exploration is for all humankind, because when you look from space at the Earth you don't see any boundaries. There is some international collaboration now at JAXA, but I think it ought to be expanded. For instance you could have scientists from other countries work at JAXA for a year or two - what we call a research fellows program.  The other advice is to increase your tolerance for taking risks. In space exploration, particularly planetary exploration, there is always a high risk, because many of these missions we're doing the first time. So there needs to be a good tolerance for risk. In any type of exploration, in Antarctica, or when people explored the oceans 300 years ago, there was always high risk. And there were always setbacks and failures, but people never gave up. People in general, but particularly big organizations tend to shy away from risk. And if you are always afraid of problems and failure, you will not be a leader. So one of my recommendations is that we should try to avoid problems but expect that setbacks will happen. The important thing is to learn from our failures and keep pushing the frontier. We at JPL encountered that many times through our history. We had successes and we had failures. But we always learn from our failures, so we can push the frontier to the next step.

Solvency- ISS

A global project involving the U.S. and Japan would give countries a unifying purpose in space to follow the ISS 

Matsuoka, 99 – Hideo Matsuoka, Professor at Teikyo Heisei University (10/7/99, Paper presented to IAF Congress, “An Equatorial SPS Pilot Plant”,  http://www.spacefuture.com/archive/an_equatorial_sps_pilot_plant.shtml) MH  

 Recent cost-estimates suggest that the SPS 2000 satellite would cost some hundreds of $millions, and that using today's launch vehicles its launch will cost some $1-2 billion. Thus the total project cost would be about 10% of one year's expenditure by the US, European and Japanese space agencies - or 2% per year if spread over 5 years. Clearly this would not be a significant burden, either for taxpayers, nor for government space budgets. Indeed, by giving the space agencies a project that has public support it could benefit them greatly. However, in view of the problem referred to above that SPS has weak political support because it falls between the responsibilities of different government departments (2), it lies in the hands of the space community to design and propose such a collaborative project to follow ISS. The overall breakdown of work between different participating countries would depend on their political and economic objectives. Based on the discussion above, the different countries' roles might work out somewhat like those shown in Table 2, with the space infrastructure being the responsibility primarily of the advanced countries, and the terrestrial infrastructure being primarily the responsibility of developing countries, with Japan also involved in coordinating the rectennas.

***Say Yes***

Generic

Japan and US should cooperate on international security issues now – solves decision making and action
 Shigetaka Sato, Chairman of the Council on Security Defense Capabilities in the New Era,  8/2009, The Council on Security and Defense Capability Report”, http://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/singi/ampobouei2/dai11/siryou1.pdf KC

Japan has underpinned the international system with the U.S. in such spheres as economy and finance. Hereafter, Japan, cooperating with other states, should complement the roles that the U.S. has undertaken in order to secure the global commons. Many security issues of today require prompt decision making and action. A “core group” of states including Japan, the United States and other states should be organized to achieve such an end. 
Japan says yes- wants more cooperation

Washington Post 1-13-11 (John Pomfret, Chico Harlan, staff writers,“Japanese Military Seeks Greater Cooperation with the United States”, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/13/AR2011011302297.html)
TOKYO - Worried about North Korean belligerence and an increasingly aggressive China, Japan's military wants to cooperate in unprecedented ways with the United States and is even considering putting its military in the line of fire in areas outside Japan, Japanese defense officials said Thursday. In an interview, Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa said Japan was studying ways to provide U.S. forces with logistical support in case of a conflict on the Korean Peninsula. Japan is also interested, he said, in determining how it can launch missions to evacuate civilians from the peninsula as part of efforts to support a U.S. mission. "The basic principle of Japan is to pursue peace," Kitazawa said, referring to Japan's constitution, which limits its military to the defense of Japan. "But we also need to have measures to avoid being left behind." Kitazawa's statements, made during a visit by Secretary of Defense Robert M. Gates to Japan, underscore a significant improvement in relations between the United States and Japan since the last time Gates visited this country - in October 2009. They also highlight a significant risk that Japan is taking, moving to bolster its military profile in a region with strong memories of World War II. In October 2009, Gates was gruff with his hosts, telling them to it was "time to move on" with a controversial plan to build a new facility on Okinawa in exchange for the Marine Corps vacating the Futenma air base located in the middle of a city of 80,000. But Thursday, Gates described ties with Tokyo as "very healthy and on a positive track," and he went so far as to acknowledge that the multibillion-dollar base relocation scheme is "politically a complex matter" as he pledged to "follow the lead of the Japanese government" in solving the problem.

Japan says yes- wants to deepen the alliance 

CBS 3-9-11 (Malcolm Foster Jay alabaster staff writers for Associated press, “Japan’s new FM wants to deepen alliance with US”, http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2011/03/08/ap/asia/main20040910.shtml)

(AP)  TOKYO (AP) — Japan's new foreign minister promised Wednesday to deepen Japan's alliance with the U.S. and expand free-trade deals as he assumed the post after his former boss suddenly quit over a political donations scandal.

While Japan's alliance with the U.S. is one of the most enduring in Asia, it has come under stress recently as governments in Tokyo promised to seek a more equal relationship with Washington. The previous prime minister had pledged to move an American base off Okinawa, where residents have complained about overcrowding and the behavior of U.S. troops.

Takeaki Matsumoto's appointment comes as Japan faces escalating territorial claims from its Asian neighbors, and he told reporters Wednesday that a solid relationship with the U.S. was critical to Japan's security.

Tokyo has had diplomatic spats in recent months with both China and Russia over disputed islands in the region, and faces an ongoing threat from nearby North Korea.

"In order to ensure safety and prosperity of the Japanese people, the most important task for the government is to deepen Japan-U.S. alliance and push for economic diplomacy," Matsumoto said after he was formally sworn in at a palace ceremony.
Japan will say yes – security incentives

Lim, 08 (Robyn Lim, June 11, 2008, “Japan’s militarization of space?”,  http://gulfnews.com/opinions/columnists/japan-s-militarisation-of-space-1.111299)BR

A law that allows Japan to use space for military purposes passed Japan's parliament on May 21. This is good news because it means that Japan has taken an important step to strengthen its co-operation with the United States in missile defence. Yet Japan is still confronted by hard choices in its strategic policy. Japan, living in a dangerous neighbourhood, will look after its nuclear security one way or another. It is vastly preferable for regional stability that Japan continue to do so under the umbrella of the US alliance rather than opt to go it alone. That choice would almost certainly lead to Japan's acquisition of nuclear weapons. The new law was sponsored by both the ruling coalition and the largest opposition party. It will allow Japan to use its satellite network and other assets for military surveillance and early warning as part of the ballistic missile defence system being built with the US. 

Space (generic)

Counterplan reassures Japan about Obama’s space policy – will say yes.
Peter J. Brown, 6/16/2010, “Asia takes stock of new US space policy” Asia Times Online, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/South_Asia/LG16Df02.html KC
Japan's situation is entirely different. Japan faces a difficult task of adjusting and then readjusting to the shifting priorities in space spelled out by the Obama administration. Part of the problem confronting Japan stems from Japan's close alignment with the US after embracing the vision of space cooperation and lunar exploration that started to emerge a few years ago as part of former president George W Bush's plans for space. "There has been a significant discussion on how to justify the exploration of the Moon. But due to the cancellation of the Constellation program - only partial cancellation may occur if a new bill in the US Congress is passed - this has been in vain," said Suzuki. "For some people, the extension of ISS to 2020 might be good, but not for other people considering that it would increase the spending on ISS further, which might possibly threaten the other space programs." 
Japan is seeking to enhance its relationship with the U.S. through cooperation on space issues

Asahi 10 (Shimbun Asahi, Japanese News Source, 07/16/10, http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201007150534.html) BR
Japan's decision to invest in advanced AEGIS destroyers, upgrade its Patriot missile battalion, and cooperate with the United States on a next generation of missile defense systems, underscores a firm commitment to enhancing regional deterrence. The United States and Japan will look to grow our partnership in the areas of space and cyber cooperation. As the world becomes increasingly interconnected, we recognize the need to strengthen our cooperation under the alliance to promote the security of the global commons, including space and cyberspace. As we move into the future, we will also look to develop new programs for cooperation, like "Green Alliance" initiatives, which aim to promote the use of environmentally friendly technology on Guam and Japan. We also aim to enhance cultural exchanges, education programs and research partnerships. It is often said that the strength of any relationship can be measured by how well it manages challenges, conflicts and crises. Over the past 50 years, the U.S.-Japan alliance has endured all three and emerged stronger and ready to address the challenges of the 21st century. 
The Ministers of the U.S.–Japan SCC emphasized the need for cooperation on space policies – will say yes

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
Reflecting the above newly developed national security strategies, the Ministers specified the following areas for emphasis: (1) Strengthening Deterrence and Contingency Response The Ministers welcomed progress to date on bilateral planning and reaffirmed efforts to refine bilateral plans so that the U.S.-Japan Alliance can better defend Japan and respond to the range of regional challenges. These efforts will aim to strengthen bilateral whole-of-government mechanisms for peacetime and crisis coordination, and to improve contingency access by U.S. forces and the SDF to facilities in Japan. The Ministers stressed the need to study continuously the roles, missions, and capabilities of the United States and Japan, and confirmed the intent of this process to identify areas for strengthened operational cooperation. The Ministers decided to accelerate bilateral cooperation on non-combatant evacuation operations. The Ministers decided to expand joint training and exercises, study further joint and shared use of facilities, and promote cooperation, such as expanding information sharing and joint intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) activities, in order to deter and respond proactively, rapidly and seamlessly to various situations in the region. The Ministers welcomed the progress both countries have made in cooperation on ballistic missile defense. Regarding the SM-3 Block IIA cooperative development program, the Ministers decided to study future issues in preparation for transition to a production and deployment phase. In this regard, transfer of the SM- 3 Block IIA to third parties to be requested by the Government of the United States may be allowed, in accordance with the Exchange of Notes of June 23, 2006, concerning transfer of arms and military technologies to the United States of America, in cases where the transfer supports the national security of Japan and/or contributes to international peace and stability, and when the third party has sufficient policies to prevent the further transfer of the SM-3 Block IIA. The Ministers designated the Joint Arms and Military Technology Commission (JAMTC) as the consultation mechanism for such future third party transfers. The Ministers welcomed the establishment of a bilateral extended deterrence dialogue on a regular basis as a consultative mechanism to determine the most effective ways to enhance regional stability, including that provided by nuclear capabilities, in the near-term and long-term. The Ministers recognized recent progress to deepen our bilateral space security partnership through the U.S.-Japan Space Security Dialogue and possible future cooperation in areas such as space situational awareness, a satellite navigation system, space-based maritime domain awareness and the utilization of dual use sensors. The Ministers committed themselves to discuss new ways for the United States and Japan to confront the challenges posed by increasing threats in cyberspace and welcomed the establishment of a bilateral strategic policy dialogue on cyber-security issues. They acknowledged that effective bilateral cooperation on cyber-security will necessitate “whole of government” solutions and coordination with the private sector
Great potential for U.S.-Japanese collaboration on space projects

Elachi, 11 – Dr. Charles Elachi, Directior of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Vice President of the California Institute of Technology (2011, Interview with JAXA, “Japan’s Role in Space Exploration”, http://www.jaxa.jp/article/interview/vol37/index_e.html) MH
Looking at the future, I would say one of the areas where Japan has built capabilities is rendezvousing and bringing samples from small bodies, such as asteroids. So that could be an exciting potential collaboration in the future - doing more extensive studies of asteroids and comets, rendezvousing with them and bringing samples from a variety of asteroids and comets, so we can see the diversity across the solar system. And clearly, the other area of cooperation would be in the Earth sciences, where we are all sharing the concern over global change. It's going to require all the leading nations in space to develop a network to observe the changes that are happening on our planet, so the public policy people can decide how to address all these issues.

Japan wants to cooperate – external factors incentivize it.
Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

Before taking a closer look at the U.S.–Japan space policy in subsequent chapters, it is important to look at several external factors that have bearing (or could have bearing) on the relationship. Shifts in the two countries’ security outlooks and space-related policies could have a significant effect on the priorities and assumptions that underlie any new framework for the U.S.–Japan space policy relationship. The four key external factors are: 1. New threats and uncertainties in East Asian security 2. Shift in Japanese outlook on national security and use of force 3. Decisive role of space in American warfare during recent conflicts 4. Sensitivity to export control issues in the United States, particularly vis-à-vis China We will examine each of these issues in turn. 

Japan knows that they lack the capabilities to create a threatening space program without help from the U.S.

Lim, 08 (Robyn Lim, June 11, 2008, “Japan’s militarization of space?”,  http://gulfnews.com/opinions/columnists/japan-s-militarisation-of-space-1.111299)BR

Ostensibly, the programme is directed against North Korea. But Japan is also worried about the military threat implied in China's space programme. The new law will allow Japan to establish a space task force under the prime minister, as well as a new minister of space development. According to the bill, space programmes should contribute to the "peace and safety of international society, as well as the national security of our country". Thus the new law will explicitly do away with a 1969 law that limited space programmes to peaceful purposes. Still, seamless connectivity between Japan and the United States in missile defence remains a long way off. That's because Japan remains ambivalent about missile defence. The Japanese want protection against Chinese and North Korean missiles, and know that they lack the resources, both technical and financial, to go it alone. Thus they understand that any effective antiballistic missile capability depends on interoperability with US forces.

Japan says yes- 3 reasons why they want collaboration

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

These factors provide a rationale for Japan to pursue an independent space policy, rather than focus on international cooperation. But they are offset by a set of other factors that provide positive incentives for cooperation with the United States. First, cooperation is cost-effective. Japan’s space budget is small in comparison with the United States. Its past investments in the development of autonomous capabilities, such as the H-II and H-IIA launch vehicles, have been expensive and difficult to justify on economic terms alone, especially in cases where foreign private industry can already supply superior technology at a lower cost. If Japan were to pool its costs with the United States on leading-edge systems and technologies instead of outmoded ones, it would achieve superior returns on investment and could lead to greater spillover effects in the broader economy. Second, an agreement could facilitate standardization and compatibility of key technologies (e.g., GPS and QZSS), promoting positive secondary economic effects in Japan’s economy. As mentioned earlier, Japan has the highest market penetration of vehicle-based positioning systems in the world, and has a leading position in the deployment of GPS location-based services on mobile phones. Japan can use this ‘early adopter’ position to continue to grow its market share for consumer products that use space-based technology. This early market leadership could stall if there is uncertainty or divergence on standards. Third, Japan’s national security would improve in a new framework of cooperation, due to improved technology and more importantly, to increased real-time collaboration in the areas of intelligence and missile defense. Japan would be better positioned to avert or detect a ballistic missile attack from North Korea if its space systems are integrated with American systems. Defending against a missile attack is a vital national interest for Japan at present, and this integration would increase the country’s security. As with the United States, the benefits outweigh the costs of collaboration. Japan should work to include the following elements in any potential new space policy framework: 1. “Trusted partner” status—real-time access to intelligence from US systems as the rule, not the exception. 2. Narrowing of stringent export controls for products coming from the United States to Japan, including new institutional mechanism to reduce lengthy approval times. 3. Increased subcontractor or supplier role on contracts from U.S. space agencies, in areas where Japan has an existing technological lead. 4. Freedom to engage and partner with Europe on projects. Japan will not want to reduce its ability to work with Europe as a cost of forming a closer relationship with the United States. 

Launch Vehicles

Launch vehicles source are a ripe area for strong cooperation with Japan – resolves cost concerns and innovation
Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

 Launch vehicles have a critical role in the space value chain. If countries cannot get their satellites into orbit, they have no space program. But the launch vehicle industry has taken a difficult hit in the last few years. The demand for launches is shrinking due to the collapse of the commercial communications satellite market and the longer operational lives of today’s satellites. New low-cost competitors (China, India, SeaLaunch) are crowding the market, forcing the high-cost space programs (United States, Japan, Europe) to subsidize their space launch industries. Agreements between the United States and Russia, Ukraine, and China limited the launch capacity of the latter countries in the 1990s, but these agreements have lapsed. All of these developments suggest a launch vehicle industry that has lost its strategic importance. This is deceiving. The security imperative in the United States and the desire for autonomy in Japan are both still strong. Neither country is likely to exit the market in the face of lowcost competition. This leaves the two countries with three non-mutually-exclusive options: subsidize, innovate, and/or reduce costs. The first option is the least painful in the shortterm, but ultimately the most costly. The latter two options require substantial up-front investment, but have the potential to deliver long-term returns. One way to minimize these investments is international partnership, and the United States and Japan should expand their cooperation in the area of launch vehicles to achieve these goals. Launch vehicles have played a leading role in the history of U.S.–Japan space policy, as described in the narrative history of U.S.–Japan cooperation in Chapter 1. The original 1969 Exchange of Notes between the two countries focused on launch vehicle technology, and provided Japan with access to U.S. technology in exchange for controls on its use. Japan’s early generations of launch vehicles (“N” and “Q”) were developed by through licenses of American technology, and were Japan’s primary platforms until the mid-1980s. Japan decided in 1980 to develop an autonomous launch vehicle, the H-I, that could carry a 1200- pound payload to geosynchronous orbit. xix It began launching in 1986 and was in use until 1992. During that time, Japan began to develop the H-II as a successor to the H-I, intended to carry a two-ton payload to geosynchronous orbit. The H-II turned out to be a disaster for the Japanese space program. Two successive missions failed in 1998 and 1999 (including one with a $584 million payload) and launch costs were high. In 2001 the Japanese government introduced a modified version, the HIIA, and to date all of its launches have been successful. It can carry a payload of four tons to geosynchronous orbit, and variant models in the next 2–3 years will enable it to carry up to seven tons, competitive with Boeing (Delta), Lockheed (Atlas), and Arianespace. But it remains expensive, and few customers are to be found. Space Systems/Loral and Hughes both cancelled contracts with Rocket System Corporation (RSC), the private consortium that operates space launches in Japan. The U.S. government focused its research on launch vehicles in the 1990s in two areas: evolved expendable launch vehicles (EELVs) and reusable launch vehicles (RLVs). EELVs were designed to build cost-savings into the launch vehicle and launch process. The program was initiated by the Department of Defense (DOD) and both Boeing and Lockheed Martin developed launch vehicles as part of this program (the Delta IV and Atlas V respectively). The EELVs are still relatively high-cost, in spite of the project’s intent, and came onto the market at the same time that commercial launch demand was collapsing. The U.S. government also made substantial investment in reusable launch vehicles in the 1990s, hoping to develop a launch vehicle that could replace the Space Shuttle and operate at a low cost. xx This initiative was unsuccessful. National Aeronautical and Space Administration (NASA) spent a total of $1.4 billion on two RLV programs (X-33 and X-34) over the course of the project lives. xxi NASA ended the two programs in March 2001. Japan, by contrast, continues to invest in research on RLVs. Much of Japan’s research is still early stage, and it has formed a loose partnership with Europe for RLV development. These separate areas of focus could be the basis for a deal between United States and Japan. The United States could provide relevant information on its EELV capabilities to Japan in exchange for insight into the latter’s work on RLVs. A deal such as this has a number of obstacles—export control issues, fair accounting for each country’s contribution, and thirdparty entanglements (such as Japan’s current relationship with Europe on RLVs), but these problems are solvable, given the desire to avoid costly subsidies as much as possible and focus instead on investment in cost-saving and innovation. 

Missile Defense

Japan wants to be more involved in U.S. missile defense to guarantee their own safety

Lim, 08 (Robyn Lim, June 11, 2008, “Japan’s militarization of space?”,  http://gulfnews.com/opinions/columnists/japan-s-militarisation-of-space-1.111299)BR

That was not good news for a Japan troubled throughout the 1990s by a lagging economy and growing sense of international isolation. Thus Japan has taken steps towards greater involvement in US defence, ranging as far as the Middle East. Moreover, Japan's new law on space meets US requirements for co-operation in missile defence. That may not guarantee Japan immunity from Chinese or even North Korean missiles. But it will help greatly in the defence of Japan and of US forces stationed there. Thus the "architecture" of missile defence will continue to define the US-Japan alliance. While many uncertainties remain, Japan's new space law is a positive sign for regional security. 
US and Japan want to work on missile and space defense- promoting global resilience 

SDA 11 (Security and Defence Agenda 22/06/2011- http://www.securitydefenceagenda.org/Contentnavigation/Library/Libraryoverview/tabid/1299/articleType/ArticleView/articleId/2736/Japan-and-US-to-bolster-cooperation-on-missile-defence-and-cyber-space.aspx) 

The United States and Japan will continue to work together on missile defense, cyber and space initiatives, as well as expand information-sharing and intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance activities. According to a joint statement by the US-Japan Security Consultative Committee on 21 June, "The ministers decided to expand joint training and exercises, study further joint and shared use of facilities and promote cooperation, such as expanding information sharing and joint intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) activities, in order to deter and respond proactively, rapidly and seamlessly to various situations in the region". As for missile defence, the ministers designated the Joint Arms and Military Technology Commission as the consultation mechanism for the transition to the production and deployment phase of the SM-3 Block 2A. In addition, the ministers agreed to promote dialogue on supply of critical resources and materials, including energy and rare earths. The US reaffirmed its intentions to defend Japan and peace and security in the region through conventional and nuclear force, and to address challenges of nuclear technologies proliferation and evolving threats such as in high seas. The two countries acknowledged the potential for future cooperation in space situational awareness, a satellite navigation system, space-based maritime domain awareness and the use of dual-use sensors. The ministers also agreed to "promote the resilience of critical infrastructure, including the security of information and space systems."

Mining

The U.S. and Japan are promoting talks to diversify energy rare earth resources after China restricted them 

Furukawa and Ogawa, 11(Hajime Furukawa and Satoshi Ogawa, 6/22/11, Yomiuri Shimbun Staff Writers, ‘China’s a threat’ comes out clear as a bell, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/national/T110622005028.htm)BR
 China's decision to restrict exports to Japan of rare earths--minerals crucial to the manufacture of many high-tech products--as bilateral ties chilled after a Chinese trawler rammed two Japan Coast Guard vessels near the Senkaku Islands in Okinawa Prefecture in September also prompted an entry in the joint text. The statement said Japan and the United States will seek to promote talks "on the diversification of supplies of critical resources...including energy and rare earths."

Satellites

Satellites is a ripe area for bilateral cooperation with Japan 
Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

The remote sensing satellite field xxii is a significant area of engagement for the U.S.–Japan space policy relationship, one where commercial and security interests often collide and policymakers face real choices about how to balance these interests. Two key developments in remote sensing policy have created a fresh context for U.S.–Japan cooperation in this area: the launch of Japan’s first reconnaissance satellites in March 2003, and the announcement of the new U.S. remote sensing policy in April 2003. These two developments make remote sensing a test case for the broader relationship. 
Empiric

Japan and the U.S. have cooperated for the past decade – Cooperation is possible

Beckner, 3 – Christian Beckner, Managing Consultant and Senior Homeland Security Analyst (7/03, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf)MH
 In the 1990s, the United States and Japan cooperated on a number of scientific projects in space. In 1994, the two countries partnered on the Advanced Earth Observing Satellite Program (ADEOS), a scientific remote-sensing system designed to acquire data on global environmental change. The International Space Station (now involving the Russians as a partner, not a competitor) came into existence with both U.S. and Japanese participation, and the 1998 Memorandum of Understanding between the Government of Japan and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration of the United States of America(NASA) Concerning Cooperation on the Civil International Space Station codified their cooperation. The two countries also concluded several minor space policy agreements during the decade. The 1995 Agreement between the United States and Japan Concerning Cross-Waiver of Liability for Cooperation in the Exploration and Use of Space for Peaceful Purposes dealt with a legal issue related to space policy but had no real impact on the substance of the relationship. In 1998, the two countries signed the U.S.–Japan Joint Statement on GPS Cooperation, confirming their intent to partner and ensure full compatibility for future satellite navigation systems. 

Obama and Japanese officials both want cooperation over space policy
Brown, 10- Peter J. Brown, Satellite technology specialist (7/16/10, Asia Times, “Asia takes stock of new US space policy”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/South_Asia/LG16Df02.html)

A new National Space Policy issued by United States President Barack Obama's administration in late June emphasized the important role of international cooperation in space and demonstrated the apparent willingness of the US to begin work on a space weapons treaty. As the three major space powers in Asia - China, India and Japan - assess the new policy, they must pay close attention not only to the details, but also to the harsh political winds that are buffeting Obama these days. Some see China as the big winner in this instance, while others see India and Japan coming out on top.  "[The new US space policy] which lays out broad themes and goals, does not lend itself to such determination for a specific country," said Subrata Ghoshroy, a research associate at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology's Program in Science, Technology, and Society. However, he added, "countries like India and Japan are expected to benefit more".
From the start, however, Obama's overhaul of both the US space sector as a whole and the US National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) in particular has encountered stiff opposition in the US Congress. That opposition is likely to intensify as November's mid-term elections approach. In the US Senate, attempts are being made to toss aside Obama's domestic space sector agenda"To date there have been no concrete proposals for cooperative projects from either side, despite the express wishes of both presidents. US Secretary of State Clinton and Chinese Foreign Minister Yang [Jiechi] seem to have dropped the ball," said Kulacki. "The Chinese aerospace community has their own long-standing plan for a national space station and they are well on their way to completing it. They do not need access to US technology to do it." Japan's situation is entirely different. Japan faces a difficult task of adjusting and then readjusting to the shifting priorities in space spelled out by the Obama administration. Part of the problem confronting Japan stems from Japan's close alignment with the US after embracing the vision of space cooperation and lunar exploration that started to emerge a few years ago as part of former president George W Bush's plans for space. "There has been a significant discussion on how to justify the exploration of the Moon. But due to the cancellation of the Constellation program - only partial cancellation may occur if a new bill in the US Congress is passed - this has been in vain," said Suzuki. "For some people, the extension of ISS to 2020 might be good, but not for other people considering that it would increase the spending on ISS further, which might possibly threaten the other space programs." In other words, Japan is uncertain about the status and integrity of certain US space programs, just like everyone else. That said, Japan enjoys its leadership role in space, and its work in areas such as innovative space engineering, robotic spacecraft, and propulsion systems is well insulated from any tectonic shifts taking place in the US space program. While the new US national space policy seems to lend support to a ban on space weapons or at least points to a reduced interest in the weaponization of space, serious questions remain about how this might actually come about. Previous Russian and Chinese proposals which have attracted much praise have sidestepped verification which is an absolute necessity called for by the Obama administration."The US just is not supportive of multinational treaties in general," said Johnson-Freese. "What was done here was showing a more amenable attitude as opposed to outright rejection. More than anything the new policy says it will not be strictly relying on or looking to hardware to protect hardware." A speech in mid-July by Frank Rose, US Deputy Assistant Secretary of State in the Bureau of Verification, Compliance, and Implementation to the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva reinforced this idea that the US government is opening a new chapter. This receptivity contrasts with the Bush administration's tough stance which was not really an invitation, and asserted that a new treaty was simply not necessary because a pair of existing treaties were sufficient. "Although heavily caveated, the new policy may mean that the US will participate in discussions," said Ghoshroy. 

The U.S. and Japan have worked together successfully in the past with the Geotail program 

Neilan, 89 – Edward Neilan, Washington Times editor who specializes in political relations (9/25/89, The Washington Times, “U.S. Japan join in Geotail space project”, http://dl2af5jf3e.search.serialssolutions.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/?ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&ctx_enc=info%3Aofi%2Fenc%3AUTF-8&rfr_id=info:sid/summon.serialssolutions.com&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:mtx:journal&rft.genre=news&rft.atitle=U.S.%2C+Japan+Join+in+Geotail+Space+Project&rft.jtitle=Washington+Times&rft.au=Neilan%2C+Edward&rft.date=1989-09-25&rft.issn=0732-8494&rft.spage=A8&rft.externalDBID=TIME&rft.externalDocID=8299799)MH
Vice President Dan Quayle (US) and Japanese Prime Minister Toshiki Kaifu (Japan), shelving the U.S.-Japanese trade controversy at least temporarily, activated a space cooperation project yesterday that Mr. Quayle said symbolizes the vitality of the "global partnership" built by the two nations.

Under the project, dubbed "Geotail," Japan will provide the satellite and scientific instruments and the United States will provide instruments and a vehicle for a 1992 launch."The cooperative spirit reflected in the Geotail program clearly demonstrates the vitality and promise of the Japan-U.S. relationship in civil space activity," the vice president said. Mr. Quayle has been designated by President Bush to lead the National Space Council in developing concrete recommendations for the next round of space exploration and in considering the feasibility of international cooperation in the long-term U.S. goal of returning to the moon and sending a manned mission to Mars. Each side is to put up more than $2 billion to finance the Geotail project, but proposed cuts by Congress have raised some Japanese eyebrows about Washington's financial commitment. There have been other musings in the Japanese press that space cooperation - including the Geotail project - might become mired in arguments such as those that beset the FSX next-generation jet fighter project.There are many Japanese in favor of going it alone in space, just as many advocated an all-Japanese fighter instead of the finally agreed-upon joint-production version. As in the case of the FSX, there have been concerns raised on both sides of the Pacific about transfer of high-level space technology that might be used later to commercial benefit by one of the partners. Mr. Quayle and Mr. Kaifu toured the Tsukuba Science City facilities together, viewing the latest in Japanese space research facilities. During his visit here Mr. Quayle has been upbeat about the relationship and the desirability of viewing the U.S.-Japan tie more broadly than focusing just on the trade issue, a senior official traveling with the vice president told reporters at the U.S. Embassy last night. He said the United States hopes "it will be an aggressive and assertive relationship." Mr. Quayle arrived in Japan from South Korea on Thursday and has been a participant in a meeting of the International Democratic Union. Before meeting with Mr. Kaifu on the space accord, Mr. Quayle discussed perennial and specific trade issues with Japan's minister of international trade and industry, Hikaru Matsunaga. Mr. Quayle has stressed the importance of bilateral security arrangements during his visit to South Korea and Japan. On departing tomorrow, after an address to the Japan National Press Club at which he will repeat the "global partnership" theme, he will stop in Okinawa to visit a third U.S. military base in Japan, Kadena Air Force Base, before traveling on to the Philippines. Just as there were some demonstrations against his presence in South Korea, Mr. Quayle is also likely to face vocal protesters in Manila. The issue of U.S. bases at Clark Field and Subic Bay has raised political emotions in recent weeks.

Japan and the U.S. are currently working on an International space X-Ray project together

Friedman, 11 – Louis Friedman, Executive Director of The Planetary Society (2/21/11, The Space Review, “The case for international cooperation in space exploration”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1782/1) MH
 The European Space Agency has to make decisions long in advance of their technical necessity. They will probably decide this year or next on their next big step in space exploration and choose a mission that will probably not launch until well into the 2020s. They are considering their first outer planets mission: an orbiter of Jupiter and its giant moon Ganymede, to fly as a companion to NASA’s putative Europa orbiter. An International X-Ray Observatory is also being considered in cooperation with both NASA and JAXA, the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency. It would be a large telescope companion to the James Webb Space Telescope at the Sun-Earth Lagrangian point, L2. The third candidate in the science competition is a gravity wave detector called LISA, Laser Interferometer Space Antenna. It would be a cooperative mission with NASA, utilizing three satellites.

***Relations Net Benefit***

Relations High

Despite relocation of airbase, relations are currently high and focused

Cooper 11 (William H. is a specialist in International Trade and Finance, he write many scholarly articles about US-Japanese relations, “Japan-US Relations: Issues for Congress”, 1-13-2011, http://fpc.state.gov/documents/organization/155623.pdf [NT])
Despite the public flap over the relocation of the Futenma airbase between the Obama and Hatoyama Administrations, regional conflicts in 2010 appeared to reset the relationship on more positive footing. Repeated provocations from North Korea and a confrontation with China over a ship collision in disputed waters led to strong statements of mutual support and unity. The focus of the alliance appears squarely set on the changing security contours of the region, with an explicit attention to China’s activities. When the alliance appeared to falter in the face of the Okinawa dispute, neighboring countries, including ASEAN states, voiced concern, indicating that the alliance is valued as a stabilizing force region-wide.

Earthquake Crisis and relief efforts  helped US Japan alliance

Calder 3-23-11 (Dr. Kent E. Calder is the Director of the Reischauer Center for East Asian Studies at the School of Advanced International Studies at the Johns Hopkins University, CNN, “Crisis will strengthen the US Japan relations”, http://globalpublicsquare.blogs.cnn.com/2011/03/23/crisis-will-strengthen-japan-u-s-relations/)
Prime Minister Naoto Kan labeled his country's earthquake and the ensuing tsunami “Japan’s worst disaster since World War II.” There is much to support his assessment. If there are any silver linings, however, they’re likely on the political side. Japan’s response to this disaster represents a potential watershed in U.S.-Japan relations, which have been eroded by Okinawa disputes over U.S. military bases, political turmoil in Tokyo, and years of neglect. Prime Minister Kan’s acceptance of humanitarian support from the U.S. military is unprecedented, despite the longstanding U.S.-Japan alliance. It contrasts sharply with reformist Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi’s rejection of analogous support from U.S. forces in Japan following the 1995 Hanshin (or Kobe) earthquake. The U.S. Navy has dispatched a relief flotilla of 20 vessels to waters off Japan, including the aircraft carrier Ronald Reagan and the Seventh Fleet command ship Blue Ridge. Apart from search and rescue operations, U.S. forces have helped open Sendai Airport, which was badly damaged in the earthquake, and they’ve cooperated with Tokyo Electric Power and Japanese Self Defense Forces to prevent a large-scale disaster at the Fukushima nuclear plant. In that effort, U.S. forces have provided fire engines, high-pressure pumping vehicles, radiation-resistant protective suits, and Global Hawk overhead surveillance. President Obama has amplified the positive U.S.-Japan atmospherics through a series of sensitive personal gestures. He was quick to express condolences and extend offers of assistance, as was Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. He also visited the Japanese Embassy personally to convey those sentiments - a gesture well reported in Japan. Ongoing cooperation in confronting the current crisis, coupled with the precarious yet arguably enhanced political stability in Japan, paves the way for a productive scheduled summit between Kan and Obama in Washington, probably late in June. Before the crisis, plans were already underway for emphatic security declarations strengthening alliance cooperation. But the earthquake crisis has given them an important “human security” element that has often been missing from U.S.-Japan dialogue. Proposals enabling enhanced cultural exchange and working holidays for students are gaining momentum, amplifying the broadening process.

Japan and US cooperating now-Disaster relief

CSIS’11 (June 20, “CSIS Task Force on U.S.-Japan Cooperation after the March 11 Earthquake sends delegation to Japan for Fact-Finding Mission” Center for Strategic & International Studies, http://csis.org/press/press-release/csis-task-force-us-japan-cooperation-after-march-11-earthquake-sends-delegation)

Washington, June 20, 2011— The Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) is leading a delegation to Japan to study efforts toward recovery from the March 11 triple disasters and explore possible areas for U.S.-Japan cooperation to that end. On April 11, 2011, CSIS launched the “Partnership for Recovery and a Stronger Future: Task Force on U.S.-Japan Cooperation after 3/11” in collaboration with Japan Business Federation (Keidanren). Chaired by James McNerney, Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer, The Boeing Company, the Partnership for Recovery and a Stronger Future is focusing on areas where the United States and Japan can work together to help with recovery and reconstruction and build a better future including disaster relief and prevention; macroeconomics and financing reconstruction; energy; civil society; health; and alliance coordination. The Partnership for Recovery and a Stronger Future will work in collaboration with Keidanren to produce a blueprint for joint action this fall. A task force delegation is visiting Japan June 20-22 to exchange views with senior leaders in government, business and civil society and will also make a trip to the affected region
Relations high now-no risk of Futenma backlash

GOLLUST’11 (David June 21, 2011 Diplomatic Correspondent at Voice of America, past white house correspondent, “US, Japan Agree to Drop Base Relocation Deadline” VOA news.com, http://www.voanews.com/english/news/asia/US-Japan-Agree-to-Drop-Base-Relocation-Deadline-124299329.html)

The United States and Japan have agreed to drop a 2014 deadline for completing the relocation of a critical U.S. Marine base on the southern Japanese island of Okinawa. The agreement, aimed at easing a thorny issue in bilateral relations, came at meeting of the two countries’ foreign and defense ministers in Washington. Implementation of the base deal, intended to ease the impact of U.S. forces on Okinawa, has been delayed by Japanese politics, including protests by islanders that it does not go far enough to reduce base-related noise and pollution. The agreement announced here is a recognition that the 2014 completion date cannot be met. But it also commits Japan to complete the costly project “at the earliest possible date” after 2014, and to help underwrite the relocation of some U.S. troops to Guam. The anticipated compromise deal was announced at a closing news conference of a two-day meeting of the Pacific allies’ foreign and defense ministers, hosted by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. Defense Secretary Robert Gates said he and Clinton raised a recent letter by key U.S. Senators suggesting the base deal be re-examined because of delays and cost-overruns. “The letter from Senators [Jim] Webb and [Carl] Levin about the realignment is really a manifestation of growing Congressional impatience with the lack of progress. We both reaffirmed the U.S. government’s commitment to the 2006 realignment plan, but at the same time emphasized the importance of concrete progress over the next year,” Gates said. The so-called two-plus-two meeting was the first between the two allies in four years, and the first involving ministers of the Democratic Party of Japan, which has been often been critical of the U.S. military presence. But Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa said the DPJ is now committed to fulfilling the deal, despite continued local opposition from Okinawan politicians, some of whom want U.S. forces off the island altogether. “Opinions in Okinawa are very harsh, and we confirmed in our meeting today at we will make our best effort to try and get the understanding of Governor [Hirokazu] Nakaima of Okinawa, and the local people there. The purpose of U.S. realignment, as I mentioned earlier, is to maintain deterrence and to reduce the local impact, the local burden,” Kitazawa said. Under the 2006 accord, the U.S. Marine base at Futenma, Okinawa - which adjoins an urban area - will be moved to a more remote site on the northern part of the island. The sides said they have reached agreement on the runway configuration for the new U.S. base. Analysts say Japanese concerns about the U.S. presence has eased in recent months, owing to aggressive North Korean actions, an expanded Chinese naval presence in the region, and massive U.S. aid to Japan following its earthquake disaster in March. A joint statement from the “two-plus-two” meeting said U.S.-Japanese military aid operations after the earthquake had given “new confidence” to the 50-year-old alliance. It cited an increasingly uncertain security environment in the region due in part to North Korea’s missile and nuclear programs and “provocative behavior.” The statement said the United States and Japan seek a responsible and constructive Chinese regional security role that adheres to “international norms of behavior,” as well as openness and transparency in China’s military modernization program.

U.S.-Japanese cooperation is high now- work on GPS proves

 Beckner, 3 – Christian Beckner, Managing Consultant and Senior Homeland Security Analyst (7/03, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf)MH 

 To date, cooperation between the United States and Japan has been strong on navigation systems. As mentioned in Chapter 1, the two countries signed the U.S.–Japan Joint Statement on GPS Compatibility in 1998. In October 2002, the United States and Japan reconfirmed the principles of this statement and agreed to establish a technical working group that will coordinate the details of GPS and QZSS compatibility.xxxviii Both countries have strong incentives to cooperate: the United States is not interested in seeing a repeat of the Galileo episode, and Japan does not want to promote a new or modified standard that would harm its installed base of users or the companies involved in the manufacture of GPS equipment in Japan.  The Japanese government has not yet come forward with a position on a second stage regional system. In addition, by the time that this issue arises, Galileo will likely be operational—and if the experience of the current decade has not been positive, Japan could decide to move over and align with the European system. Overall, the record of cooperation between the United States and Japan in this area is currently strong, but steps still need to be taken to ensure a successful partnership and maximize the economic and security-related interests of both countries. 

US Japan relations are recovering- North Korean and Chinese provocations along with the tsunami response strengthened ties

Chanlett-Avery et all 6/8 (Emma Chanlett-Avery is a specialist in Asian affairs for the congressional research service. Mark E. Manyin is a specialist in Asian Affairs at the Congressional Research Service. William H. Cooper is a Specialist in International Trade and Finance at the Congressional Research Service. Dick K. Nanto is a Specialist in Industry and Trade http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33436.pdf)

Despite the public flap over the relocation of the Futenma airbase between the Obama and Hatoyama Administrations, regional conflicts in 2010 appeared to reset the relationship on more positive footing. Repeated provocations from North Korea and a confrontation with China over a ship collision in disputed waters led to strong statements of mutual support and unity. The alliance appeared to re-focus itself on the changing security contours of the region, with an explicit attention to China’s activities. Although major military basing issues remain unresolved, the joint response to the March disasters offered evidence of the underlying strength of the partnership. Repeated public declarations of support from the highest levels of the U.S. government and military, combined with the rapid deployment of resources to aid the victims of the tsunami, presented an alliance apparently unwavering in its fundamental commitment. At the same time, the staggering task of rebuilding for Japan may result in fewer resources to commit to international efforts that are important to the United States.

US Japan relations are strong- Maher was removed from his position and US relief efforts have boosted relations

The Nikkei Weekly 4/11 (Itaru Oishi“Crisis offers chance to boost ties” 2011 Lexisnexis.com)
WASHINGTON, D.C. - A friend in need is a friend indeed. The U.S. has proven its fraternity with Japan through its assistance following the recent earthquake, tsunami and ensuing nuclear crisis, making this an excellent opportunity for Tokyo to strengthen ties with Washington. About 20,000 U.S. military personnel have taken part in Operation Tomodachi (friend), distributing 349 metric tons of relief goods such as blankets and medicine in less than half a month. While some people may suspect that U.S. President Barack Obama used the disaster as a means of making Japan feel indebted to the U.S., it should be remembered that the prompt and disciplined response by the U.S. military to the crisis has underlined its dependability, not only for disasters but also on security matters. Obama also quickly dispatched the U.S. military's Chemical Biological Incident Response Force, a team of specialists about which little is known. Defense Secretary Robert Gates also told Congress that the U.S. has dispatched 19 warships to Japan, in addition to those sent to operations in Afghanistan and Iraq. Kevin Maher, the U.S. State Department official removed from his position as director of the Office of Japan Affairs after making comments that insulted the people of Okinawa Prefecture, worked tirelessly to coordinate relief efforts with Tokyo through the end of March. Reset relations Although earthquake relief should not be linked to the issue of relocating the U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma in Okinawa, it may be useful to note the opinion of Kent Calder, director of the Reischauer Center for East Asian Studies at Johns Hopkins University. Calder believes this opportunity should be taken to reset bilateral relations, which have eroded since the Democratic Party of Japan came to power in 2009.

Now Key

U.S.-Japan Alliance has never been more important and both sides acknowledge the need to consult and cooperate

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
As the Ministers reflect on the last fifty years of our Alliance, they take great satisfaction in all that has been achieved. At the same time, the Ministers recognized that our Alliance has never been more important or been faced with more significant challenges. In this context, both sides acknowledged the need to continue to take steps to deepen the intensity of consultations and coordination on the full range of security, strategic and political issues that face the region and the world.
Now is the key time to decide the fate of US-Japan space cooperation- moves the relationship in the right direction 

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

 The relationship will continue to evolve along one of three distinct paths. In the first scenario (“U.S.-dominant”), there is an imbalance of dependency in the relationship: the United States has little use for Japanese capabilities, but Japan is still reliant on the United States (including private sector firms) for the foreseeable future. In the second scenario (“Autonomy”), Japan develops fully autonomous capabilities and its reliance on the United States shrinks. The two countries operate side-by-side and exchange data at the margins, but there is little real value created from any cooperative efforts. In the third scenario (“Partnership”), Japan develops a strong capability AND works at the same time to increase its partnership with the U.S. government. The two countries allocate resources and share imagery more efficiently and on a real-time basis, and create institutions that facilitate cost-sharing, research and development, and best-practice sharing for imagery analysis. Right now the relationship is close to the first scenario, and it is uncertain whether it will shift to the second or third scenario. It is in the overall interest of both countries to move toward the Partnership scenario, but there are forces in both countries that would be resistant to such close ties. These obstacles can be overcome in two ways: by taking easy, near-term steps to increase cooperation now (such as improving cooperation on data analysis and response) xxviii , and by moving forward in the context of a comprehensive reassessment of the U.S.–Japan space policy relationship. 
Now key time to act on Us-Japan alliance 

Chanlett-Avery et al. ‘11(June 28, Emma Chanlett-Avery, specialist in Asian affairs, William H. Cooper, specialist in International Trade and Finance Mark E. Manyin, specialist in Asian Affairs, Dick K. Nanto, specialist in Industry and Trade, “Japan-U.S. Relations: Issues for Congress, Congressional Research Service http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL33436.pdf)
The March 2011 earthquake took place at a time when U.S.-Japan relations were regaining their footing after a challenging period. When the DPJ came into power under Hatoyama’s leadership, relations with Washington got off to a rocky start because of the Futenma issue (see below), but some observers chalked this up to the DPJ’s inexperience in governance. Friction in the alliance and stalemate on the Okinawa agreement had been present for several years under previous LDP governments. After a period of rejuvenated defense ties in the first years of the George W. Bush Administration, expectations of a transformed alliance with a more forward-leaning defense posture from Japan diminished. In the final years of the decade, political paralysis and budgetary constraints in Tokyo, Japan’s slow-to-little progress in implementing base realignment agreements, Japanese disappointment in Bush’s policy on North Korea, and a series of smaller concerns over burden-sharing arrangements led to reduced cooperation and a general sense of unease about the partnership. Despite the public flap over the relocation of the Futenma airbase between the Obama and Hatoyama Administrations, regional conflicts in 2010 appeared to reset the relationship on more positive footing. Repeated provocations from North Korea and a confrontation with China over a ship collision in disputed waters led to strong statements of mutual support and unity. The alliance appeared to re-focus itself on the changing security contours of the region, with an explicit attention to China’s activities. Although major military basing issues remain unresolved, the joint response to the March disasters offered evidence of the underlying strength of the partnership. Repeated public declarations of support from the highest levels of the U.S. government and military, combined with the rapid deployment of resources to aid the victims of the tsunami, presented an alliance apparently unwavering in its fundamental commitment. At the same time, the staggering task of rebuilding for Japan may result in fewer resources to commit to international efforts that are important to the United States.
Now key time to cooperate-BMD’s

Richard P. Cronin ’02 (March 19,Richard P., Specialist in Asian Affairs, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade division, “Japan-U.S. Cooperation on

 Ballistic Missile Defense:

Issues and Prospects”, CRS Report for Congress http://fpc.state.gov/documents/organization/9186.pdf) 

Thus far, the Administration’s program change has not deterred Japan from cooperative research on missile defense, but the policy shift has unsettled Japanese leaders and created additional political obstacles to bilateral BMD cooperation. The new U.S. approach has been criticized in the Japanese press and the Diet (parliament), both because of the potential violation of the implied ban on “collective defense” contained in Article 9 of Japan’s U.S.-imposed “Peace Constitution,” and also because the Bush initiative requires the United States to withdraw from the U.S.Russian Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty, which Tokyo has long regarded as an important element of strategic stability. An integrated U.S.-Japan BMD capability aimed at protecting third countries would raise the same constitutional issues. Japan has not made a decision regarding the acquisition of a missile defense capability. Japanese policymakers and defense firms generally are enthusiastic about missile defense cooperation, but the political parties, the media, and the general public are split over the issue. Proponents view BMD cooperation as a means to counter a perceived North Korean missile threat, and perhaps a Chinese threat as well. Other Japanese are fearful of aggravating relations with China or triggering an Asian missile race. Even groups in Japan favoring BMD cooperation are concerned about the large costs associated with the still-unproven technology. The popular Koizumi administration seems inclined to finesse the constitutional issue, if possible. Japan’s future stance will likely depend on regional developments and how the issue plays out in the currently unstable political environment

Opportunities for space cooperation now- space policy extremely important

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 6/12/2010, “Japan-U.S. High Level Committee on Science and Technology PRESS STATEMENT”, http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/n-america/us/press1006.html 

The Eleventh Joint High Level Committee (JHLC) pursuant to the Agreement between the Government of Japan and the Government of the United States of America on Cooperation in Research and Development in Science and Technology was held on June 12th, 2010 at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Tokyo. Mr. Tatsuo Kawabata, Minister of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology, and Minister of State for Science and Technology Policy, chaired the meeting for Japan. Dr. John P. Holdren, Assistant to the President for Science and Technology and Director of the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy, co-chaired for the United States. The JHLC began by acknowledging the significance of enhancing Science and Technology cooperation for science and technology themselves as well as for further deepening and developing the Japan-US relations. Then, it discussed a broad range of issues relating to Science and Technology policy in both countries and recognized the importance of Science and Technology in achieving economic growth and addressing the global challenges facing the international community such as climate change, the environment, energy, and natural disasters. Discussions also included cooperative activities carried out between the two countries in various fields, including researcher exchanges, environment and energy, civil space cooperation and global observation, earth science, health science, disaster reduction, nuclear non-proliferation and safeguards, and metrology and measurement science. The JHLC confirmed that both countries will further enhance researcher exchanges through programs such as the World Premier International Research Center Initiative(WPI)carried out by the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology (MEXT), the research exchange programs supported by the Japan Science and Technology Agency (JST) and the US National Science Foundation (NSF) in the field of "Science and Technology for a Safe and Secure Society", and various international research cooperation and fellowship programs supported by the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) and its American counterparts including the NSF and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS). With regard to Environment and Energy, the JHLC confirmed that cooperative activities in the fields of environment and energy are very important for both countries and discussed the possibility of further expansion of the cooperation, and decided that both countries will commence the new joint research program supported by JST and NSF in the field of "Biotechnology for realizing Low-Carbon Society" (focusing on Metabolomics). The JHLC recognized a shared concern of realizing a low carbon society and promoting sustainability in both Japan and the United States. MEXT and NSF confirmed that there was considerable commonality in their Strategy for Achieving Low Carbon Society and Science, Engineering and Education for Sustainability (SEES), respectively. The JHLC welcomed the significant progress of "Japan-US Cooperation on Clean Energy Technologies" including the acceleration of joint activities between national laboratories of Japan and the United States. The JHLC also confirmed that promoting the Japan-US cooperation on fusion energy, including the multinational cooperation on the ITER Project, is of great importance for each country in terms of the long-term energy supply. The JHLC decided that both countries will cooperate continuously with other ITER member parties toward a consensus on the baseline documents in order to move forward with this important project. The JHCL confirmed the usefulness of regular exchanges of both countries' space policy and the importance of Japan-US cooperation in this field. With regard to civil space activities, the JHLC took note of the new space exploration plan within the United States, as well as recent developments regarding the space policy within Japan. In addition, the JHLC recognized the broad range of potential opportunities for both countries to continue their strong ties and collaboration in activities such as human space exploration, space science, and satellite navigation. The JHLC also recognized the importance of the role of comprehensive, coordinated and sustained observations of the Earth system in combating climate change, and confirmed that both countries will continue cooperation on the Global Earth Observation System of Systems (GEOSS).      

Space = Litmus Test for Relations
US-Japan space negotiations will determine the fate for other bilateral relations- now is the key time

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

This project on the prospects and consequences for enhanced U.S.–Japan Strategic Cooperation in Space is the product of a rich, interdisciplinary research agenda undertaken by the International Security Program of the Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington, D.C. over the last twelve months. While various aspects of enhanced cooperation between the United States and Japan have received considerable attention in recent years, there has been a conspicuous absence of analysis and commentary concerning the legacy of and possibilities for American and Japanese bilateral cooperation in space. At the onset of a new strategic era marked by profound international uncertainty, the United States and Japan now stand at a critical juncture in their bilateral relationship. While economic tensions and contrasting political agendas have marked much of the history of U.S.–Japan relations, the relationship has matured in recent years into a deep partnership that encompasses a wide range of global and regional issues. The trade frictions that poisoned the relationship in the 1980s and early 1990s have receded somewhat, and there is currently a more powerful sense of commitment in both capitals to help maintain a strong security alliance in an unexpectedly dangerous post-Cold War environment. The way the United States and Japan interact in space is likely to be one of the more important, and indeed interesting, arenas for potential cooperation in the future. Space policy is truly multi-dimensional, and decisions regarding the allocation of resources, structure international cooperation agreements, and establishment of industry-wide standards touch on a number of crucial policy areas. Virtually every major step in space invariably affects the security, commerce, trade, science and information technology agendas of each nation. 

US-Japan space cooperation is strong- now is the time to create a new framework fo cooperation
Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

This recent launch is only the latest change in the context of U.S. and Japanese space policy. A number of other developments in the last five years have also altered the basis for their space policy relationship. The commercial market for space, seen as a strategic industry and engine of growth in the 1990s, has soured, particularly in the launch vehicle and communication satellite segments. A number of countries have developed or upgraded launch vehicle capabilities. Europe has decided to develop a new navigation satellite system, Galileo, as a potential competitor to the U.S.-built Global Positioning System (GPS). The wars in Afghanistan and Iraq validated the investments that the U.S. military had made in the past decade to integrate space systems into its war-fighting capabilities. The Koizumi government in Japan has taken a fresh look at the country’s norms of security policy. Collectively, these changes create a set of challenges and opportunities for the U.S.–Japan space policy relationship. Cooperation in this area has been strong since the 1970s, and the policy framework that governs the two countries’ interactions on space policy has evolved in recent decades to reflect new realities. Today, the two countries find themselves at another turning point, prompting the need for a new review of the framework for U.S.–Japan space policy. 

Cooperation on space is critical – creates a governing and effective framework for the alliance
Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

The U.S.–Japan relationship in many respects is enjoying its most stable period in decades. The two countries are working together closely on security issues such as North Korea, the war on terrorism, and ballistic missile defense. Support for the alliance is at record highs in both countries. Discontent among the Japanese public with the American military presence in the country is muted at present. The heated, often acrimonious trade disputes of the 1980s and early 1990s seem a distant memory. The personal relationship between President Bush and Prime Minister Koizumi is strong. But there is no guarantee that new issues will not emerge to test the relationship’s recent solidity. Accidents or incidents involving U.S. forces stationed in Japan, or unexpected events (akin to the Ehime Maru incident), could occur and rekindle latent resentments. Politicians in either country could blame their poor economic performance on the other, and trigger a new round of protectionist behavior. The two countries could diverge in their opinions on the appropriate response to an incident on the Korean peninsula. Given these uncertainties, now is the time to lock in the gains of a strong U.S.–Japan alliance, by strengthening and renewing the institutions, frameworks, and channels of interaction and cooperation that are the bulwark of the relationship. Space policy is one area where such attention is due, and it is our hope that the United States and Japan will move forward in the near term to develop a new governing framework for the bilateral relationship, and take the additional specific steps that will ensure that both countries continue to make positive and stabilizing progress on international space policy.
Space COOP solves for alliance 
Asia Times 08 (Setsuko Aoki, Staff writer, “Japan Enters New Space Age” http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/JG03Dh01.html

The conditions imposed on Japan by the agreement are stricter than those set by the World Trade Organization Agreement on Government Procurement. Reflecting Japan's disadvantageous position compared with European countries vis-a-vis the US, 12 out of the 13 satellites that the Japanese government has procured since 1990 were US-made. 
Therefore, it is not surprising that Japanese industry, which has taken the 1990 procurement agreement as excluding satellites for defense proposes, expects that lifting the "non-military" principle will create opportunities to obtain governmental contracts for non-R&D defense-purpose satellites. Japan's struggling financial situation may well disappoint the industry, though. 

If Tokyo and Washington want to build healthier bilateral space cooperation, both military and civilian, they must face up to and negotiate issues about which each nation feels dissatisfaction. Japan is an important partner for US civil space programs, ranging from the construction of the International Space Station to the GPS Standardization Agreement and lunar exploration. When it comes to the GPS agreement, Japan has always stood by the US strategy. Security and economic ramifications have changed considerably since the early 1990s, and Japan is no longer an economic threat to the United States. 
In this context, discarding the 1990 Satellite Procurement Agreement would benefit not only Japan but also the United States. Such a generous move by Japan's most important partner would enable closer cooperation between Japan and the US in their civil and defense space activities by allowing Japan to develop its own satellites and strengthen its space capabilities. By reinforcing their alliance, Japan and the US can help bring peace and stability to East Asia, which would surely be in the interest of the United States. 
--XT: Cooperation Solves the Alliance

Space cooperation with Japan key to the alliance

Dinerman 04 (Taylor, The Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/212/1 [NT])

Japan has been a reliable, and low maintenance, partner in the International Space Station (ISS) program. They have delivered their Kibo module to Kennedy Space Center for eventual assembly to the ISS. JAXA, Japan’s space agency, is struggling to define itself and to adapt to its new roles. If it were to become the main go-between and negotiator for the US, and possibly for other US allies, it would gain both visibility and stature with the Japanese government. The Japanese space program could grow into a major national asset instead of being a minor center for technology development and scientific research. The US could work with Japan to figure out the long-term technological and military implications of each part of the China-US-Japan relationship. Japan would find that, as America took its commercial and security interests into account, it would be easier for them to reciprocate. These talks would also fit nicely with Japan’s preference for quiet, and lengthy, negotiations.
Japan and US science and tech cooperation improve relations and prevent a free market collapse, environment decay, and global technological advances. 

OIS 97 (Office of International Affairs- Maximizing U.S Interesting in Science and Technology Relations with Japan Page- 128-129) AAA

Japanese government and industry no longer exercise the most potent policy tools to extract technology from foreign companies as a price of market entry, particularly control over trade and foreign direct investment. Overall, progress toward more open markets in Japan has accelerated in recent years, particularly consumer markets, as appreciation of the yen and other factors opened a significant value gap between goods produced in Japan and those produced abroad for many industries. Many U.S.-based and other foreign companies are taking advantage of new opportunities to expand market participation.1 Although the trend is moving in the right direction, the pace and degree of market opening vary widely depending on the industry. Particularly in critical sectors where sales are made to companies rather than consumers, such as automotive components and semiconductor manufacturing equipment, market barriers are still an issue. In some industries the Japanese policy environment in regulation, competition policy, intellectual property protection, and other areas still serves to prevent U.S.-based companies from fully participating in the Japanese market. Much of the rise in Japan's manufactured imports has been due to products manufactured in Asia by Japanese firms. However, in the opinion of the task force, Japan's closed markets in high-technology industries where innovation is occurring most rapidly have stunted competition and innovation. In areas where the domestic market is protected and does not drive competition and innovation, barriers to foreign and domestic entrants may do more harm to Japanese industry than to U.S. and other foreign-based competitors. In recent years a number of major changes have occurred in the U.S.-Japan science and technology relationship, most of them positive from a U.S. perspective. The strengths of the U.S. innovation and market systems have reasserted themselves, particularly, but not exclusively, in information-related industries. Information about Japanese science and technology is much more widely available, and a growing group of U.S. scientists and engineers are capable in the Japanese language and experienced in the Japanese research and innovation environment. A wide range of U.S. manufacturing companies have developed more effective approaches to innovation, manufacturing, and marketing, in some cases adapting aspects of Japanese practices. At the same time, Japanese government and industry strategies to further strengthen Japan's leading role in global high-technology development and manufacturing have recently met with diminishing returns. Approaches to industrial development based on technology acquisition and improvement have become less effective due to the higher risks and uncertainties faced by Japanese companies as they have reached the technological frontier. Japanese firms also have faced challenges from new technological and industrial competitors in markets where they had established strong positions, such as semiconductor memories.
***US JAPAN RELATIONS GOOD***

International Security

The alliance is key to global peace and security

VOA News 11 (http://www.voanews.com/policy/editorials/asia/US---Japan-Alliance--124547269.html 6-24-2011)
On a broader scope, the Joint Statement made clear that the U.S.-Japan Alliance seeks the peace and security of a world without nuclear weapons, while maintaining necessary deterrence; encourages Russia’s constructive engagement in the Asia-Pacific region; promotes stability and prosperity in the Middle East and North Africa by pursuing opportunities to support and encourage democratic reforms; ensures Iran’s full compliance with its international obligations under the Nuclear nonproliferation Treaty and return to serious negotiations regarding its nuclear program; ensures sustained progress in Afghanistan through continued support for the Afghan National Security Forces, and strengthens civilian efforts to promote effective governance and development. The Joint Statement also underscored the U.S.-Japan Alliance's support for Pakistan’s efforts to strengthen civilian governance and to implement economic reforms; it welcomed India as an enduring Asia-Pacific partner, and promoted trilateral dialogue among the United States, Japan, and India. Finally, the Joint Statement reaffirmed that "shared values, democratic ideals, common interests, and respect for human rights and the rule of law remain the foundation of the [U.S.-Japan] Alliance."

--XT: International Security
US Japan relations are key to shared security 

DOS 10 (US Departnment of State March 17,2010- http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/03/138481.htm) 
As President Obama said in his Tokyo speech last November, the U.S.-Japan alliance is not a historic relic from a bygone era, but an abiding commitment to each other that is fundamental to our shared security. The U.S.-Japan Alliance plays an indispensable role in ensuring the security and prosperity of both the United States and Japan, as well as regional peace and stability. The Alliance is rooted in our shared values, democratic ideals, respect for human rights, rule of law and common interests. The Alliance has served as the foundation of our security and prosperity for the past half century, and we are committed to ensuring that it continues to be effective in meeting the challenges of the 21st century. The U.S.-Japan security arrangements underpin cooperation on a wide range of global and regional issues as well as foster stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. The Alliance is the cornerstone of our engagement in East Asia. That is a phrase oft-repeated by U.S. officials, but I think it is important and perhaps timely to step back and consider what that means. This cornerstone role began and grew out of the farsighted vision of American leaders at the end of World War II, a vision that recognized the importance of building strong partnerships with democratic market economies to meet the challenges of the second half of the 20th century, not just with our wartime allies, but equally with those who had been our adversaries. This vision was predicated on an idea, validated by the passage of time, that U.S. interests are best served by the emergence of strong, prosperous and independent democracies across the Pacific, as well as the Atlantic. Those leaders built an alliance with Japan based both on common interests and shared values, an alliance formally consecrated 50 years ago. That alliance not only helped secure peace and prosperity for the people of Japan and the United States, but it also helped create the conditions that have led to the remarkable emergence of Asia as the cockpit of the global economy that has helped lift millions out of poverty and gradually spread the blessings of democratic governance to more and more countries of that region. The Alliance had its roots in the Cold War. With the collapse of the Soviet Union and the movement towards a more market-oriented government in China, some began to question the relevance of what President Eisenhower had called our indestructible partnership. Yet under the leadership of President Clinton and Prime Minister Hashimoto, the United States and Japan set out to demonstrate that our partnership should and could adapt to the evolving dynamics of the post-Cold War Asia. In the 14 years since the Clinton-Hashimoto Joint Security declaration, the relationship has grown stronger even as it has evolved. The United States and Japan have worked together to update our alliance, through efforts ranging from the force posture realignment to the review of roles, missions, and capabilities. The alliance has grown in scope, with cooperation on everything from missile defense to information security. Additionally, Japan provides approximately $3 billion annually in host nation support to the U.S. military, more than any other U.S. ally. There are more than 48,000 American military personnel deployed in Japan, including our only forward deployed carrier strike group, the 5th Air Force, and the III Marine Expeditionary Force. Through the Defense Policy Review Initiative (DPRI), the United States and Japan made a landmark alliance commitment under the 2006 U.S.-Japan Realignment Roadmap, which was reaffirmed by the 2009 Guam International Agreement, to implement a coherent package of force posture realignments that will have far-reaching benefits for the Alliance. These changes will help strengthen the flexibility and deterrent capability of U.S. forces while creating the conditions for a more sustainable U.S. military presence in the region. The transformation includes the relocation of approximately 8,000 Marines from Okinawa to Guam, force posture relocations and land returns on Okinawa, and other realignments and combined capability changes on mainland Japan (e.g., increased interoperability, as well as collaboration on ballistic missile defense). This realignment will strengthen both countries’ ability to meet current responsibilities and create an Alliance that is more flexible, capable, and better able to work together to address common security concerns, whether in the region or globally. The Futenma Replacement Facility, a lynchpin of the Realignment Roadmap, is currently being reviewed by the new DPJ government. The Government of Japan has stated that its review of the relocation issue will conclude by May. As Secretary Clinton has said, “we are respectful of the Japanese government’s process.” At the same time, “our position remains that in terms of both the security arrangements needed to protect Japan and to limit the impact of bases on local communities, particularly on Okinawa, that the realignment roadmap presents the best way forward.

US Japan cooperation is key to security and needed in the Statue Quo

DOS 10 (October 6, 2010, US Department of State- http://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/4142.htm) 
The U.S.-Japan alliance is the cornerstone of U.S. security interests in Asia and is fundamental to regional stability and prosperity. Despite the changes in the post-Cold War strategic landscape, the U.S.-Japan alliance continues to be based on shared vital interests and values. These include stability in the Asia-Pacific region, the preservation and promotion of political and economic freedoms, support for human rights and democratic institutions, and securing of prosperity for the people of both countries and the international community as a whole. Japan provides bases and financial and material support to U.S. forward-deployed forces, which are essential for maintaining stability in the region. Under the U.S.-Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, Japan hosts a carrier battle group, the III Marine Expeditionary Force, the 5th Air Force, and elements of the Army's I Corps. The United States currently maintains approximately 50,000 troops in Japan, about half of whom are stationed in Okinawa. Over the past decade the alliance has been strengthened through revised Defense Guidelines, which expand Japan's noncombatant role in a regional contingency, the renewal of our agreement on Host Nation Support of U.S. forces stationed in Japan, and an ongoing process called the Defense Policy Review Initiative (DPRI). The DPRI redefines roles, missions, and capabilities of alliance forces and outlines key realignment and transformation initiatives, including reducing the number of troops stationed in Okinawa, enhancing interoperability and communication between our respective commands, and broadening our cooperation in the area of ballistic missile defense. In February 2009 Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and then-Foreign Minister Hirofumi Nakasone signed the Guam International Agreement (GIA) in Tokyo. The GIA commits both nations to completing the transfer of approximately 8,000 U.S. Marines from bases in Okinawa to new facilities in Guam built with the assistance of Japan. Following the 2009 election, the DPJ-led government pledged to review the existing agreement. The United States continues to work constructively with the Government of Japan to find a solution to the Okinawa basing issue. Because of the two countries' combined economic and technological impact on the world, the U.S.-Japan relationship has become global in scope. The United States and Japan cooperate on a broad range of global issues, including development assistance, combating communicable disease such as the spread of HIV/AIDS and avian influenza, and protecting the environment and natural resources. Both countries also collaborate in science and technology in such areas as mapping the human genome, research on aging, and international space exploration. As one of Asia's most successful democracies and largest economies, Japan contributes irreplaceable political, financial, and moral support to U.S.-Japan diplomatic efforts. The United States consults closely with Japan and the Republic of Korea on policy regarding North Korea. The United States works closely with Japan and Australia under the auspices of the Trilateral Strategic Dialogue and the Security and Defense Cooperation Forum to exchange views and increase coordination on global and regional initiatives. In Southeast Asia, U.S.-Japan cooperation is vital for stability and for political and economic reform. Outside Asia, Japanese political and financial support has substantially strengthened the U.S. position on a variety of global geopolitical problems, including the Gulf, Middle East peace efforts, and the Balkans. Japan, a member of the United Nations Security Council for the 2009-2010 term, is an indispensable partner in the UN and the second-largest contributor to the UN budget. Japan broadly supports the United States on nonproliferation and nuclear issues.

Japan is grateful for U.S. support after the tsunami and claims that the alliance is indispensible to the security, peace, stability, and economic prosperity of Japan and the U.S.

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm) BR

Preamble As the U.S.-Japan Alliance enters its second half-century, the members of the Security Consultative Committee (SCC) affirmed that our Alliance remains indispensable to the security of Japan and the United States, and to the peace, stability, and economic prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region in the 21st century. The Ministers met on June 21, 2011, and discussed the close collaboration between the Japanese and U.S. Governments in response to the March 11 earthquake, tsunami, and nuclear emergency. This cooperation, involving unprecedented joint operations by the Japan Self Defense Forces (SDF) and U.S. Armed Forces, has given renewed confidence to the Alliance and has deepened the friendship that the United States and Japan have built over the last half century as described in the SCC document, “Cooperation in Response to the Great East Japan Earthquake,” issued in the SCC meeting today. Japan expresses heartfelt gratitude for the wide-ranging assistance provided by the United States, and the U.S. Government pledges its continuing support to Japan’s recovery.

US-Japan space cooperation could solve climate change, nuclear disarmament, proliferation, and aid with international security

Katzuto Suzuki, Associate Professor at Hokkaido University Public Polic School, 6/18-19/2010, “Space Cannot be Safe Without Japan-US Cooperation”, http://www.sof.or.jp/en/topics/pdf/10_01_g.pdf KC

Furthermore, the United States and Japan can do many other things by using their space assets. Space is an unmistakably useful tool for monitoring climate change, nuclear disarmament and its proliferation, and for confidence building measures. Japan has long implemented self-regulation on using space for security purposes, but since 2008 the new Basic Law for Space Activities has been implemented which allows the use of space for international and national security purposes. As space technology is inherently dual-use technology, Japan has developed very sophisticated space technology through civilian programs that might also provide various services for regional and international security. The United States and Japan have fully cooperated in civilian programs such as the International Space Station, but the level of cooperation in security matters is still immature due to the self-imposed regulations by Japan. But the Basic Law for Space Activities has opened up a wide variety of possibilities on which both of us can cooperate to ensure long-term sustainability of the space environment. Cooperation between the United States and Japan will undoubtedly be a most important factor in maintaining the safe and secure use of space. 

Cooperation key to security during war

Matsumara 10 (Masahiro Matsumara, March 27, 2010, Asian News Source, “The U.S.- Japan Alliance: Behind Unmet Expectations”,  http://opinionasia.com/USJapAlliance) BR
A report by the Seattle-based think tank - the National Bureau of Asian Research, “Managing Unmet Expectations in the U.S.-Japan alliance” - written by a group of leading American alliance managers, including Richard Lawless (former Deputy Undersecretary of Defense for Asian and Pacific Security Affairs, 2002-07) and Jim Thomas (former Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Plans and Resources, 2004-06), points out that the alliance lacks concrete bilateral operational planning and training, largely because of Japan’s incapacity to exercise the right of collective self-defense. In tandem, it posits that Japan is not totally confident of the US nuclear umbrella, nor it sure that the US would intervene in an armed contingency involving Japan, especially over territorial disputes with neighboring countries. Thus, trans-Pacific expectations are unmet, since the US expects Japan to play regional and global security roles, while Japan questions US commitment to the defence of Japan. The report recommends a lowering of American expectations in a way to focus narrowly on the defence of Japan - a core objective of the US-Japan security treaty, and proposes a retooling of the alliance for future global security concerns. If not, it warns, the alliance remains latently dysfunctional in peacetime and would collapse in times of war. 

Asia War

US Japan relations key to Asia security, and mandates to deter global hegemonic threats. 

ANN 11 ( Asian News Network- 7/1/2011- http://www.asianewsnet.net/home/news.php?id=16618&sec=3) 
The Japan-US alliance is now confronted with two major challenges. One is the task of rebuilding the bilateral ties that deteriorated after the autumn 2009 launch of the government of former prime minister Yukio Hatoyama. The other is the question of how to cope with the alarmingly worsening security situation in East Asia, including security concerns over China and North Korea. How will the Cabinet of Prime Minister Naoto Kan weather these challenges? These are tasks of the highest significance to Japan's diplomacy, the outcome of which could determine the fate of the Kan administration. The government must buckle down to resolving the problems with its utmost efforts. Progress on Futenma a must Solid, amicable relations between Tokyo and Washington must be rebuilt. Two keys to this project will be Prime Minister Kan's scheduled trip to the United States this spring and adoption of a joint statement regarding a deepening of the alliance between the two countries. The joint statement was earlier planned to be made last year, the 50th anniversary of the revision of the Japan-US security treaty. But before that could happen, the issue of relocating functions of the US Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station, Okinawa Prefecture, was driven into a logjam by Hatoyama's irresponsible call for a "Japan-US alliance on an equal footing." With that, the task of deepening the alliance stalled. Of crucial importance, of course, is not merely the announcement of the envisioned joint statement but its substance. The 1996 Japan-US joint security declaration reconfirmed that the alliance between the two nations should be regarded as the foundation of the stability and prosperity of Asia even after the end of the Cold War. The declaration also stated that the Guidelines for Japan-US Defence Cooperation would be put under review. The planned joint statement should clarify the goals of 21st-century Japan-US defence cooperation in a way that will facilitate steady and specific negotiations of the details. At the same time, tangible progress on resolving the Futenma problem is an absolute must. Okinawa governor Hirokazu Nakaima won a second four-year term in the November 2010 election on the strength of his campaign pledge to "have the Futenma Air Station moved out of our prefecture". Thus, it will be extremely difficult for Kan's administration to get the governor to change his mind in favor of having Futenma relocated within Okinawa Prefecture. The difficulty, however, cannot be used to justify procrastination by the Kan Cabinet. The administration instead should redouble its efforts to persuade Nakaima and other key parties concerned to accept the idea of relocating Futenma within the prefecture. By relocating the Futenma facility and transferring 8,000 marines from Okinawa Prefecture to Guam, the burden on residents in the prefecture in hosting US military installations would be reduced. This would be of epochal significance. Extensive areas of land will be reverted as a result of these moves. The central government should have serious, in-depth talks with local authorities on how to best use such land to create a new future for Okinawa Prefecture. The agenda for reorganising US forces in Japan include a number of other important items, such as the envisioned transfer of carrier-borne aircraft from the US Atsugi Naval Air Facility, Kanagawa Prefecture, to the US Marine Corps' Iwakuni Air Station, Yamaguchi Prefecture. Accomplishing these tasks at a steady pace will reinforce the continuity and reliability of the Japan-US alliance. Strategy toward China A string of incidents took place last year that raised security concerns for Japan. Among them were an attack by North Korea on a South Korean warship, the shelling by the North of Yeonpyeong Island near a disputed sea border between the two Koreas, the incident of a Chinese trawler slamming into two Japan Coast Guard vessels and Chinese naval helicopters buzzing Maritime Self-Defence Force vessels. Outbreaks of similar incidents in 2011 should be no surprise to us. Under the circumstances, the Japan-US alliance is of heightened importance as a basis on which Japan should carry out diplomacy toward North Korea and China, as well as a cornerstone of the nation's military deterrence. To deal with nuclear and missile menaces from North Korea and to formulate rules for ensuring security in the East China Sea and the South China Sea, where conflicts between China and neighbouring countries have become frequent, it is imperative to strengthen multilateral collaboration among such countries as South Korea, Australia and India together with Japan and the United States. Especially important to this country is its relationship with South Korea. Of bilateral ties between Tokyo and Washington, between Tokyo and Seoul and between Washington and Seoul, the link between Tokyo and Seoul is the weakest. Fortunately, since the inauguration of the administration of South Korean President Lee Myung Bak, Japan-South Korea relations have substantially improved. We would like to propose that Japan and South Korea release a joint statement on bilateral political affairs and security on the occasion of President Lee's official visit to this country. Dialogue between the two countries should also be encouraged on such matters as working out evacuation plans for Japanese nationals in South Korea and Japan-South Korea cooperation in the event of a contingency on the Korean Peninsula. Meanwhile, as China has now become a big economic and military power, prodding it to be a responsible actor in the international community is a key task common to Japan and the United States. Major global problems, including security in East Asia and global environmental and energy issues, can hardly be solved without China's involvement. By what measures should China be called on to play an international cooperative role commensurate with its national strength? Japan and the United States should jointly work out medium- and long-term strategies toward China with this question in mind. Along with diplomatic efforts, it also is indispensable for the government to beef up the country's defence arrangements. The new National Defence Programme Guidelines the government decided on in December introduced a new national security concept, "dynamic defence capabilities". Under this new concept, the Self-Defence Forces are expected to bolster their early-warning and surveillance activities and to strengthen their ability to flexibly deal with a wide range of situations by such means as deployment of Ground Self-Defence Force troops on the remote Nansei Islands and reinforcement of the nation's fleet of submarines. Make proactive moves In addition, more emphasis should be placed on expanding the SDF's international peace cooperation activities. Government plans to send SDF medical officers to Afghanistan, if effected, will be highly significant in terms of rejoining the international community's "fight against terrorism" from which Japan broke away with the end of the Maritime Self-Defence Force's refueling missions for multilateral forces in the Indian Ocean. The government gave up the idea last year of dispatching GSDF members to UN peacekeeping activities in Sudan. If a new type of peace-keeping operations envisaged by the United Nations is begun to provide assistance to the southern region of that African country, the government should not fail to take part. To increase Japan's role in implementing countermeasures against piracy off Somalia, reinforcement of P-3C reconnaissance planes from this country would be an effective contribution. Our country's willingness to play a more proactive role for the international community's security will undoubtedly be conducive to deepening the alliance between Japan and the United States.
East Asian instability leads to World War III

Knight Ridder in ‘00

(Jonathon S. Landay, “Top administration officials warn stakes for U.S. are high in Asian conflicts”, 3-11, L/N)

Few if any experts think China and Taiwan, North Korea and South Korea, or India and Pakistan are spoiling to fight. But even a minor miscalculation by any of them could destabilize Asia, jolt the global economy and even start a nuclear war. India, Pakistan and China all have nuclear weapons, and North Korea may have a few, too. Asia lacks the kinds of organizations, negotiations and diplomatic relationships that helped keep an uneasy peace for five decades in Cold War Europe.  "Nowhere else on Earth are the stakes as high and relationships so fragile," said Bates Gill, director of northeast Asian policy studies at the Brookings Institution, a Washington think tank. "We see the convergence of great power interest overlaid with lingering confrontations with no institutionalized security mechanism in place. There are elements for potential disaster."

Asian instability goes nuclear. 

Ogura & Oh, 1997 

[Toshimaru and Igyu, Monthly Review, April]

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.
--XT: Asia War

US-Japan Alliance is key to regional security in Asia – prevents multiple wars 

Armitage et al 2000 (INSS Special Report “The United States and Japan: Advancing Toward a Mature Partnership”, 10-11-2000, dtic.mil [NT])

Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a well equipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy.
The U.S. has granted Japan full range of military capabilities and Japan has reaffirmed their commitment to Host Nation Support to support peace and security in the region

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
The Government of the United States reaffirmed its commitment to the defense of Japan and the peace and security of the region, including through the full range of U.S. military capabilities, both nuclear and conventional. The Government of Japan reaffirmed its commitment to provide for the stable use of facilities and areas by U.S. forces and to support the smooth operation of those forces through the provision of Host Nation Support. The two sides welcomed the successful conclusion of a new agreement on Host Nation Support as described in the SCC document, “Host Nation Support,” issued in the SCC meeting today.

US Japan relations are key to Asia Pacific peace, freedom, and prosperity in the Asian-Pacific region

Halloran 08 (Richard Halloran- Author in the Taipei Times- 11/03/08- http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2008/11/03/2003427650)
An Australian intelligence agent in Tokyo was once asked what was his nation’s essential interest in Japan. Without hesitation, he said: “To keep Japan onside.” He explained that his country did not want Japan to return to the disastrous aggression of the 1930s and 1940s. A senior US military officer in Japan more recently said that “US-Japan relations are built on a solid alliance.” But he added: “This is a really high maintenance alliance,” meaning that Americans had to nurture relations with Japan daily to prevent Tokyo from sliding back into the passive mode that has marked much of the postwar era. Few today fear that Japan will again send its armies through China and Southeast Asia to the gates of India. But there is concern that Japan’s alliance with the US is eroding because the US, notably the administration of US President George W. Bush, has not engaged in the required “high maintenance” to keep Japan “onside” in the political and security game in Asia. In a study released last week, the Chicago Council on Global Affairs said many Japanese commentators “have worried that the United States is losing interest in Japan.” “Japanese anxiety about the American commitment to the alliance has grown out of the Bush administration’s active [and to many Japanese, unconditional] engagement of North Korea since 2007,” the council said. “This new dynamic has evoked memories of ‘Japan passing,’ a phrase coined during [former US] president Bill Clinton’s nine-day visit to China in 1998,” bypassing Japan, the council said. Actually, “Japan passing” has even earlier roots, such as when former US president Richard Nixon pursued normalization of relations with China in 1971 without informing the Japanese. This long simmering anxiety in Tokyo appears to have spurred Japan to cultivate its own relations with China. Japanese Prime Minister Taro Aso said in Beijing 10 days ago: “It is difficult to name other countries as important to Japan as China is.” Japanese leaders have been uncharacteristically candid in expressing dismay over US concessions to North Korea in taking Pyongyang off a list of sponsors of terror. Tokyo has particularly criticized the failure of the US to consult with it. And many have asserted that the US has not supported them in demanding that North Korea come clean on the abductions of Japanese. Japanese political leaders, strategic thinkers and commentators have repeatedly contended that the US preoccupation with the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, plus what Bush officials call the global war on terror, has left them little time to pay attention to relations with Japan. Another concern, that the US might not defend Japan against attack, has also reappeared, even if behind closed doors. Japanese leaders have asked US officers whether Japan can count on the US to maintain a nuclear umbrella over Japan. Moreover, Japan sees little to choose from US presidential candidates. Neither has said much about Japan during the campaign. The campaign literature for both has been routine boilerplate. Senator Barack Obama says: “The alliance demands, and is deserving of, close political cooperation and coordination at every level, reflecting the key role Japan plays as anchor of US economic and security interests in the region and across the globe.” Similarly, Senator John McCain says: “The US-Japan alliance has been the indispensable anchor of peace, prosperity and freedom in the Asia-Pacific for more than 60 years, and its importance will only grow.”

Japan and US relations offer framework for Asian security. 

Japan’s Embassy 09 ( Embassy of Japan Feb. 2009-http://www.us.emb-japan.go.jp/english/html/japanus/japanusoverview2009.htm) 

The Japan-U.S. relationship in the field of security is based upon the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty originally signed in 1951. It has led to peace and prosperity in Japan and has also worked effectively as a fundamental framework for stability and development throughout the Asia-Pacific region, where instability and uncertainty still exist even after the end of the Cold War. The forward deployment of the U.S. Forces is critical in deterring contingencies in this region. Japan spends about $5.7 billion per year in relation to the stationing of U.S. Forces in Japan (so-called “host nation support”). Japan and the United States have made numerous efforts to enhance the credibility of their security cooperation. At the Japan-U.S. summit meeting held in 1996, former Prime Minister Hashimoto and former President Clinton issued the “Japan-U.S. Joint Declaration on Security: Alliance for the 21st Century,” which laid basis for the future posture towards the Japan-U.S. alliance. In this regard, in 1997, Japan and the United States revised the Guidelines for U.S.-Japan Defense Cooperation to build up a solid basis for more effective and credible Japan-U.S. cooperation under normal circumstances, an armed attack against Japan , and contingencies in the areas surrounding Japan, which have a significant influence on Japan’s peace and security. To ensure the effectiveness of the new Guidelines, the Law Relating to Measures for Preserving the Peace and Security of Japan in the Event of a Situation in the Areas Surrounding Japan and the Ship Inspection Operations Law were passed in 1999 and 2000, respectively.

North Korea
US-Japan relations essential over growing security concerns- cooperation in space key to curb China and North Korea aggression- “the most dangerous threat in the world today”

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

The most important factor affecting the context for U.S.–Japan space policy is the evolution in the regional security environment over the past decade, particularly in the last 2–3 years. Two key sources of instability have heightened concern about security in the region: China’s military build-up and confrontational stance toward Taiwan, and North Korea’s efforts to develop or acquire weapons of mass destruction and ballistic missile capabilities. Because of these two developments, the United States has refocused its attention on East Asian security, even at a time when the primary focus of American security policy is the Middle East. At the same time, these developments have led Japan to develop a new awareness of the threats to its security and the need to play a more active role in ensuring regional security, and also a fresh appreciation of the need for U.S. involvement in the region, in the roles of power balancer and security guarantor. China’s ongoing military build-up is a cause for concern in both the United States and Japan. Both countries have strong economic and growing political ties with China, but both are wary of China’s long-term ambitions in the region, and its potential behavior if it assumed hegemonic status in the region. This shared concern is a long-term driver of U.S.–Japan security cooperation: the United States needs Japan to maintain a forward presence in the region, and this military engagement denies hegemonic status to China. This power balance extends to space policy. China has a network of eighteen reconnaissance satellites that allow it to spy on its neighbors from above and monitor military activities in the region. Even after Japan reconnaissance satellite system is fully deployed, it will still rely upon the United States to balance China’s space-based capabilities. Space-based technology would play an important role in any plausible scenario for a war across the Taiwan Strait—early detection of Chinese missile launches could protect Taiwan’s large cities from devastating casualties. The threat to Japan itself is much more unlikely and remote, but long-term historical grudges keep the Sino–Japanese relationship in a lukewarm state, cordial at best. North Korea’s stated nuclear ambitions and proven ballistic missile capabilities pose a real threat to the territory of both the United States and Japan. By many standards, this is the most dangerous threat in the world today. Of greater concern at present is the situation on the Korean Peninsula. North Korea’s conventional military capabilities could devastate South Korea and inflict massive civilian casualties if a conflict were to break out. This tense situation has heightened the sense of danger in the region to a level not witnessed since the end of the Korean War, and brought security issues to the forefront of the U.S.–Japan bilateral relationship. Japan and the United States are not without their differences on the right response to the North Korean threat, but the two countries have strengthened their cooperation on this issue of mutual concern. The North Korea threat has strong implications for space policy. Even after the launch of its own reconnaissance satellites, Japan remains reliant on the United States for launch detection and high-grade space imaging. The two countries are cooperating on research for a theater-wide ballistic missile defense system, which would utilize sea-based and spacebased assets to detect and destroy any missile launched from North Korea toward Japan or the United States. This mutual dependency has led to an overall improvement in the U.S.–Japan security relationship and reinforces the need to find a new framework for space policy cooperation that is based more strongly on security concerns. 

North Korean aggression causes nuclear conflict, kills environment, and economy

Hayes and Hamel-Green 10 (Executive Director of the Nautilus Institute for Security and Sustainable Development, AND ** Executive Dean of the Faculty of Arts, Education and Human Development act Victoria University, 1/5/10, Executive Dean at Victoria, “The Path Not Taken, the Way Still Open: Denuclearizing the Korean Peninsula and Northeast Asia,” http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/10001HayesHamalGreen.pdf [NT])
The international community is increasingly aware that cooperative diplomacy is the most productive way to tackle the multiple, interconnected global challenges facing humanity, not least of which is the increasing proliferation of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction. Korea and Northeast Asia are instances where risks of nuclear proliferation and actual nuclear use arguably have increased in recent years. This negative trend is a product of continued US nuclear threat projection against the DPRK as part of a general program of coercive diplomacy in this region, North Korea’s nuclear weapons programme, the breakdown in the Chinese-hosted Six Party Talks towards the end of the Bush Administration, regional concerns over China’s increasing military power, and concerns within some quarters in regional states (Japan, South Korea, Taiwan) about whether US extended deterrence (“nuclear umbrella”) afforded under bilateral security treaties can be relied upon for protection. The consequences of failing to address the proliferation threat posed by the North Korea developments, and related political and economic issues, are serious, not only for the Northeast Asian region but for the whole international community. At worst, there is the possibility of nuclear attack1, whether by intention, miscalculation, or merely accident, leading to the resumption of Korean War hostilities. On the Korean Peninsula itself, key population centres are well within short or medium range missiles. The whole of Japan is likely to come within North Korean missile range. Pyongyang has a population of over 2 million, Seoul (close to the North Korean border) 11 million, and Tokyo over 20 million. Even a limited nuclear exchange would result in a holocaust of unprecedented proportions. But the catastrophe within the region would not be the only outcome. New research indicates that even a limited nuclear war in the region would rearrange our global climate far more quickly than global warming. Westberg draws attention to new studies modelling the effects of even a limited nuclear exchange involving approximately 100 Hiroshima-sized 15 kt bombs2 (by comparison it should be noted that the United States currently deploys warheads in the range 100 to 477 kt, that is, individual warheads equivalent in yield to a range of 6 to 32 Hiroshimas).The studies indicate that the soot from the fires produced would lead to a decrease in global temperature by 1.25 degrees Celsius for a period of 6-8 years.3 In Westberg’s view: That is not global winter, but the nuclear darkness will cause a deeper drop in temperature than at any time during the last 1000 years. The temperature over the continents would decrease substantially more than the global average. A decrease in rainfall over the continents would also follow…The period of nuclear darkness will cause much greater decrease in grain production than 5% and it will continue for many years...hundreds of millions of people will die from hunger…To make matters even worse, such amounts of smoke injected into the stratosphere would cause a huge reduction in the Earth’s protective ozone.4 These, of course, are not the only consequences. Reactors might also be targeted, causing further mayhem and downwind radiation effects, superimposed on a smoking, radiating ruin left by nuclear next-use. Millions of refugees would flee the affected regions. The direct impacts, and the follow-on impacts on the global economy via ecological and food insecurity, could make the present global financial crisis pale by comparison. How the great powers, especially the nuclear weapons states respond to such a crisis, and in particular, whether nuclear weapons are used in response to nuclear first-use, could make or break the global non proliferation and disarmament regimes. 
--XT North Korea
The U.S –Japan Alliance needs to deepen and broaden cooperation on new technology development and outer space expansion so they can address challenges like North Korea’s nuclear and missile programs and its provocative behavior

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR

The SCC members recognized the need to continue to address challenges posed by the increasingly uncertain security environment, which includes: the expanding military capabilities and activities in the region; North Korea’s nuclear and missile programs and its provocative behavior; the emergence of non-traditional security concerns; and other evolving threats, such as to outer space, to the high seas, and to cyberspace. The Ministers also noted increasing global challenges, including the ongoing struggle against extremism in Afghanistan and the Middle East. These challenges highlight not only the essential role of the Alliance in maintaining regional security and stability, but also the need for our two nations to deepen and broaden cooperation. Our shared values, democratic ideals, common interests, and respect for human rights and the rule of law remain the foundation of the Alliance. To meet these existing and emerging challenges, the Ministers noted the need to continue to strengthen Alliance capabilities by adapting our cooperation, modernizing our forces, enhancing interoperability, and cooperating in the development of new technologies.

The alliance is key to preventing North Korea aggression

Barnes and Hayashi 11 (Julian E. and Yuka, The Wall Street Journal, “Gates Calls U.S.-Japan Ties Key to Asian Security”, 1-14-2011 [NT]) 
Although mindful of Japan's pacifist constitution, Mr. Gates in his public remarks has emphasized how Japan's self-defense forces have been broadly engaged in deterring aggression and keeping the peace. Citing Japan's peacekeeping work in the Golan Heights and East Timor, its navy's antipiracy work and its reconstruction work in Afghanistan and Japan, Mr. Gates said Japan has become an "exporter of security." "By showing more willingness to send self-defense forces abroad under international auspices—consistent with your constitution—Japan is taking its rightful place alongside the world's other great democracies," Mr Gates said in the speech. But he urged Japan "to take on an even greater regional and global leadership role." The U.S., he said, will maintain its military strength in the region, but will need Japan to be "a committed and capable security partner." Maintaining the credibility of the U.S.-Japan alliance, particularly in the face of North Korea's weapons development, requires modernizing defense arrangements, Mr. Gates said. He held up cooperation on missile defense between Tokyo and Washington as a model. The two countries are nearly done building a new advance interceptor that will improve the ability to thwart a North Korea missile attack and have built a missile-defense command that has proven of enormous value, he said. "This partnership—which relies on mutual support, cutting-edge technology, and information sharing—in many ways reflect our alliance at its best."
The alliance is key to deter North Korea and China aggression

Barnes and Hayashi 11 (Julian E. and Yuka, The Wall Street Journal, “Gates Calls U.S.-Japan Ties Key to Asian Security”, 1-14-2011 [NT])
U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates, in a speech to university students here, pushed for the Japanese to look beyond a recent controversy over a U.S. military base in Okinawa, arguing that a strong alliance between Tokyo and Washington is vital to Asian security. Mr. Gates, speaking at Keio University on Friday, said a strong military alliance between the U.S. and Japan is important to deter North Korea and prevent China from behaving "more assertively" toward neighbors, according to a prepared version of his remarks. U.S. officials worry that young people in Japan think of the American military more as a source of controversy over issues surrounding bases and don't necessarily have a larger appreciation of the alliance between Washington and Tokyo. U.S. and Japanese officials have voiced concerns about waning interest among young Japanese people to study and work in the U.S. and its negative ramifications for the bilateral relationship over the long term. Answering a question from a student about the possible weakening of China's civilian control over its military, Mr. Gates said over the past several years, there have been some signs of "disconnect" between the military and civilian leadership in the nation, citing examples of military incidents that apparently took place without the knowledge of the civilian leaders. Among them were a provocative approach of Chinese ships to a U.S. naval vessel, and the latest testing of the Chinese-made J-20 stealth fighter that took place during Mr. Gates' visit to China this week.

China

Japan-US cooperation key to contain China

Chen Yen’11 (July 1,Chen, “U.S. AND JAPAN TEAMING UP TO HOLD DOWN CHINA: A CHINESE VIEWPOINT” WorldCrunch,  http://www.worldcrunch.com/us-and-japan-teaming-hold-down-china-chinese-viewpoint/3380)

Last week the “2+2” meeting was held in Washington. This is the insiders’ name for The Japan-U.S. Security Consultative Committee meeting, which brings together foreign and defense ministers from the two countries. The Japanese newspaper Nihon Keizai Shimbun, which has always favored keeping pressure on China, both militarily and diplomatically, pointed out two things about this meeting in a June 23 editorial. First, it is now very clear what the two countries’ new strategic objectives are. They see China’s rise as “the factor destabilizing guarantees on regional security,” and urge China to comply with international law and accept its responsibilities. Second, the meeting has further promoted the multi-national security alliance the two countries maintain with Australia, South Korea and India. The last “2+2” meeting took place four years ago and confirmed Japan and America’s military and diplomatic solidarity vis-à-vis China. This time around the two allies promised to ratchet up their “curb China” strategies. Japan has in the past pulled the United States in to shake up the political and economic situation of East Asia. It is enlarging this scope to the South China Sea. This is to further encircle, and thus contain China. The conservative Japanese newspaper Yomiuri Shimbu quoted some important government officials saying that China is an international “threat.” He added: “This is self-evident. All countries are concerned about China. It doesn’t need to be spelled out.” During the “2+2” meeting, U.S. and Japanese government officials listed specific areas in which they see China as challenging regional security. In a joint statement they talk about “other evolving threats, to outer space, to the high seas, and to cyberspace.” The statement does not point out that America has been subverting other countries through its web revolution in the Middle East. Nor does it criticize Japan for pouring radioactive water into the high seas. And Japan certainly has no intention of criticizing America’s “Star Wars” program, which it has publicly advocated for decades. America is investing an incredible amount of money in the research and development of Star Wars. And today’s web world is dominated by American companies. The United States holds all the crucial technology of the Internet. America and Japan hope that America can maintain its leading position in space and the Internet. They do not wish to see any other country progress in this sphere. After the Fukushima incident, an unprecedented amount of contaminated water, which would normally require years to deal with, has been and will be dumped into the Pacific. We do not see a word in the “2+2” statement mentioning how they plan to deal with the very real and present threat of Fukushima. Traditionally the “2+2” meeting has always been held in May. Due to the earthquake that hit Japan in March, it was postponed for more than a month. At home, Naoto Kan, the current Japanese prime minister, has hinted several times that he would resign. His government will at most last another two months. So how much does all this tough talk about China mean when Naoto Kan’s cabinet won’t even have the ability to execute its policy? What’s even worse is that American Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates is set to leave his job at the end of June. It’s hard to say, in other words, how effective the “2+2” talks – for all their “highlights” – will really be in curbing China. The only real lesson from last week’s meeting is that Japan and America both see China’s rise as something that threatens to destabilize the entire Asia Pacific region – not just East Asia. We can also expect that for the foreseeable future, Japan and the United States – with the cooperation of Australia, India and South Korea – will stick to their policy of trying to contain China
US-China war would cause proliferation, environmental collapse, energy crisis, and global warming; we must avoid provocations.

Kissinger 11 (Henry A., Washington Post, “Avoiding a U.S.-China cold war”, 1-14-2011, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/13/AR2011011304832.html [NT])

Most Chinese I encounter outside of government, and some in government, seem convinced that the United States seeks to contain China and to constrict its rise. American strategic thinkers are calling attention to China's increasing global economic reach and the growing capability of its military forces. Care must be taken lest both sides analyze themselves into self-fulfilling prophecies. The nature of globalization and the reach of modern technology oblige the United States and China to interact around the world. A Cold War between them would bring about an international choosing of sides, spreading disputes into internal politics of every region at a time when issues such as nuclear proliferation, the environment, energy and climate require a comprehensive global solution. Conflict is not inherent in a nation's rise. The United States in the 20th century is an example of a state achieving eminence without conflict with the then-dominant countries. Nor was the often-cited German-British conflict inevitable. Thoughtless and provocative policies played a role in transforming European diplomacy into a zero-sum game. Sino-U.S. relations need not take such a turn. On most contemporary issues, the two countries cooperate adequately; what the two countries lack is an overarching concept for their interaction. During the Cold War, a common adversary supplied the bond. Common concepts have not yet emerged from the multiplicity of new tasks facing a globalized world undergoing political, economic and technological upheaval. That is not a simple matter. For it implies subordinating national aspirations to a vision of a global order. Neither the United States nor China has experience in such a task. Each assumes its national values to be both unique and of a kind to which other peoples naturally aspire. Reconciling the two versions of exceptionalism is the deepest challenge of the Sino-American relationship. America's exceptionalism finds it natural to condition its conduct toward other societies on their acceptance of American values. Most Chinese see their country's rise not as a challenge to America but as heralding a return to the normal state of affairs when China was preeminent. In the Chinese view, it is the past 200 years of relative weakness - not China's current resurgence - that represent an abnormality. America historically has acted as if it could participate in or withdraw from international affairs at will. In the Chinese perception of itself as the Middle Kingdom, the idea of the sovereign equality of states was unknown. Until the end of the 19th century, China treated foreign countries as various categories of vassals. China never encountered a country of comparable magnitude until European armies imposed an end to its seclusion. A foreign ministry was not established until 1861, and then primarily for dealing with colonialist invaders. America has found most problems it recognized as soluble. China, in its history of millennia, came to believe that few problems have ultimate solutions. America has a problem-solving approach; China is comfortable managing contradictions without assuming they are resolvable. American diplomacy pursues specific outcomes with single-minded determination. Chinese negotiators are more likely to view the process as combining political, economic and strategic elements and to seek outcomes via an extended process. American negotiators become restless and impatient with deadlocks; Chinese negotiators consider them the inevitable mechanism of negotiation. American negotiators represent a society that has never suffered national catastrophe - except the Civil War, which is not viewed as an international experience. Chinese negotiators cannot forget the century of humiliation when foreign armies exacted tribute from a prostrate China. Chinese leaders are extremely sensitive to the slightest implication of condescension and are apt to translate American insistence as lack of respect.

--XT: China
U.S. –Japan cooperation is necessary to deal with evolving threats in outer space such as China

Furukawa and Ogawa, 11(Hajime Furukawa and Satoshi Ogawa, 6/22/11, Yomiuri Shimbun Staff Writers, ‘China’s a threat’ comes out clear as a bell, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/national/T110622005028.htm)BR

WASHINGTON--Although it was not mentioned directly as such, the main threat playing on the minds of Japan and the United States in this week's bilateral security talks was crystal-clear: China. "Although China wasn't specifically named, Japan and the U.S. have all but said, 'China is a threat,'" a Japanese government source said of the "main objective" of a joint statement issued after ministerial-level defense and security talks in Washington. The preamble of the statement said both countries agreed on the need to "address challenges posed by the increasingly uncertain security environment" in East Asia in "common strategic objectives." For the first time, the statement also mentioned "nontraditional security concerns," and other evolving threats, such as "to outer space, to the high seas, and to cyberspace." It is not difficult to figure out what nation this was referring to. "Everybody knows that the nation causing the most concern to others in these fields is China," the government source said. With China acting increasingly hegemonistic in its nearby waters, the statement reaffirmed the importance of maintaining the "security of the maritime domain by defending the principle of freedom of navigation." Japan and the United States also agreed to maintain cooperation for the protection of and access to space and cyberspace as new elements in the objectives.

The alliance is key to deter North Korea and China aggression

Barnes and Hayashi 11 (Julian E. and Yuka, The Wall Street Journal, “Gates Calls U.S.-Japan Ties Key to Asian Security”, 1-14-2011 [NT])
U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates, in a speech to university students here, pushed for the Japanese to look beyond a recent controversy over a U.S. military base in Okinawa, arguing that a strong alliance between Tokyo and Washington is vital to Asian security. Mr. Gates, speaking at Keio University on Friday, said a strong military alliance between the U.S. and Japan is important to deter North Korea and prevent China from behaving "more assertively" toward neighbors, according to a prepared version of his remarks. U.S. officials worry that young people in Japan think of the American military more as a source of controversy over issues surrounding bases and don't necessarily have a larger appreciation of the alliance between Washington and Tokyo. U.S. and Japanese officials have voiced concerns about waning interest among young Japanese people to study and work in the U.S. and its negative ramifications for the bilateral relationship over the long term. Answering a question from a student about the possible weakening of China's civilian control over its military, Mr. Gates said over the past several years, there have been some signs of "disconnect" between the military and civilian leadership in the nation, citing examples of military incidents that apparently took place without the knowledge of the civilian leaders. Among them were a provocative approach of Chinese ships to a U.S. naval vessel, and the latest testing of the Chinese-made J-20 stealth fighter that took place during Mr. Gates' visit to China this week.

U.S. needs Japan to check China and Iran

Matsumara 10 (Masahiro Matsumara, March 27, 2010, Asian News Source, “The U.S.- Japan Alliance: Behind Unmet Expectations”,  http://opinionasia.com/USJapAlliance) BR

Under this new approach, the US could utilise Japan to check a China that competes with America for power and influence not only in the East Asia, but also in the other parts of the world. Such US off-shore balancing at the East Asian front would be instrumental, for instance, to press Beijing to curb Iran’s nuclear ambitions since the latter is dependant on Beijing for trade, oil exports, nuclear power plant construction and infrastructure. Given the structural changes in the international system, characterised by US decline and China’s rise, the US is required to shift its alliance policy in favour of one that emphasises the defence of Japan, superficially akin to a Cold-War state of affairs. This shift is inevitable and, objectively, has little to do with the frustration and disappointment of American alliance managers. Both Washington and Tokyo need to be cognisant of Japan’s strategic value and attain the high operational effectiveness of US-Japan alliance. In concert, leaders and policy makers in Asia and elsewhere ought to pay attention to the US relative decline rather than be distracted by noises made at the policy level between the US and Japan. 

US-Japan relations essential over growing security concerns- cooperation in space key to curb China and North Korea aggression- “the most dangerous threat in the world today”

Project Director Kurt M. Campbell, Principal Author Christian Beckner, Task Force Coordinator Yuki Tatsumi, July 2003, “U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf KC

The most important factor affecting the context for U.S.–Japan space policy is the evolution in the regional security environment over the past decade, particularly in the last 2–3 years. Two key sources of instability have heightened concern about security in the region: China’s military build-up and confrontational stance toward Taiwan, and North Korea’s efforts to develop or acquire weapons of mass destruction and ballistic missile capabilities. Because of these two developments, the United States has refocused its attention on East Asian security, even at a time when the primary focus of American security policy is the Middle East. At the same time, these developments have led Japan to develop a new awareness of the threats to its security and the need to play a more active role in ensuring regional security, and also a fresh appreciation of the need for U.S. involvement in the region, in the roles of power balancer and security guarantor. China’s ongoing military build-up is a cause for concern in both the United States and Japan. Both countries have strong economic and growing political ties with China, but both are wary of China’s long-term ambitions in the region, and its potential behavior if it assumed hegemonic status in the region. This shared concern is a long-term driver of U.S.–Japan security cooperation: the United States needs Japan to maintain a forward presence in the region, and this military engagement denies hegemonic status to China. This power balance extends to space policy. China has a network of eighteen reconnaissance satellites that allow it to spy on its neighbors from above and monitor military activities in the region. Even after Japan reconnaissance satellite system is fully deployed, it will still rely upon the United States to balance China’s space-based capabilities. Space-based technology would play an important role in any plausible scenario for a war across the Taiwan Strait—early detection of Chinese missile launches could protect Taiwan’s large cities from devastating casualties. The threat to Japan itself is much more unlikely and remote, but long-term historical grudges keep the Sino–Japanese relationship in a lukewarm state, cordial at best. North Korea’s stated nuclear ambitions and proven ballistic missile capabilities pose a real threat to the territory of both the United States and Japan. By many standards, this is the most dangerous threat in the world today. Of greater concern at present is the situation on the Korean Peninsula. North Korea’s conventional military capabilities could devastate South Korea and inflict massive civilian casualties if a conflict were to break out. This tense situation has heightened the sense of danger in the region to a level not witnessed since the end of the Korean War, and brought security issues to the forefront of the U.S.–Japan bilateral relationship. Japan and the United States are not without their differences on the right response to the North Korean threat, but the two countries have strengthened their cooperation on this issue of mutual concern. The North Korea threat has strong implications for space policy. Even after the launch of its own reconnaissance satellites, Japan remains reliant on the United States for launch detection and high-grade space imaging. The two countries are cooperating on research for a theater-wide ballistic missile defense system, which would utilize sea-based and spacebased assets to detect and destroy any missile launched from North Korea toward Japan or the United States. This mutual dependency has led to an overall improvement in the U.S.–Japan security relationship and reinforces the need to find a new framework for space policy cooperation that is based more strongly on security concerns. 

The alliance is key to US-Sino relations

Dinerman 04 (Taylor, The Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/212/1 [NT])

Does America need a space relationship with China? Probably yes, but it should be a cautious one, entered into with our eyes wide open. China sees itself as a major future space power. Working with them is the best way to insure that we understand how and why they will achieve this goal. Sometimes, the only way to understand someone’s point of view is to work with them. Also, there is no reason for the US to be in any hurry to begin this relationship. It should also be based on the overriding principal that the US will only cooperate with China in ways that do not upset our regional friend and allies. In this regard, it would be best if we approached the Chinese almost entirely through our Japanese friends. The US and Japan should first work out the broad goals that both nations wish to achieve in their space relations with China, and then the US should let the Japanese take the lead in negotiating the whole package of cooperative agreements. There are recent precedents to the idea of letting another nation take the lead and allowing the US to follow. Under Ronald Reagan, the US allowed France to determine much of the US policy in Africa. When Aznar was prime minister of Spain, the US would often follow Madrid’s lead in its relations with Latin America. Giving Japan the leading role in these negotiations will not require any dramatic shifts in US policy, nor will it require the Japanese to commit to any new major expenditures. Instead, it will be the beginning of a long process—one that will involve much feeling out of the other side and a lot of subtle interactions.

China increasing Military power now J-20 stealth fighter proves

McGlaun’11 (Shaun, July 4 “China Working Hard to Build High-Performance Jet Engines” Daily Tech http://www.dailytech.com/China+Working+Hard+to+Build+HighPerformance+Jet+Engines/article22057.htm)
China is pushing hard to grow its economy and increase its military prowess. Part of the increasing military strength from China comes by way of new developments in aircraft like the J-20 stealth fighter. China is also hoping to create a fighter jet that is totally of Chinese origin with Chinese parts. The problem today is that China isn't able to create its own high performance jet engines. China sources its high-performance engines from Russia today, but China Signpost has issued a report that claims China needs 2-3 years to reach the level of sophistication of modern jet engines in America. The authors of the report, Andrew Erikson and Gabe Collins, wrote, "We estimate that based on current knowledge and assuming no major setbacks or loss of mission focus, China will need 2-3 years before it achieves comprehensive capabilities commensurate with the aggregate inputs in the jet engine sector

China working to overcome US power

McGlaun’11 (Shaun, July 4 “China Working Hard to Build High-Performance Jet Engines” Daily Tech http://www.dailytech.com/China+Working+Hard+to+Build+HighPerformance+Jet+Engines/article22057.htm)
DefenseNews reports that Collins said the Chinese are close to matching the performance of the F-15C's Pratt & Whitney F100-PW-100 engine. Collins said, "But the devil is in the details, and until the Chinese aerospace industry masters milspec quality control processes, it will be very hard to produce enough consistently good engines to truly reduce China's dependence on the Russians for high-performance tactical aircraft jet engines." The building of turbine blades and standardizing processes are reportedly the major weak points of the aircraft engine industry. Analysts figure that it will take China five to ten years to match the engine performance that the U.S. has in the F-22 Raptor or F-35. However, China is pushing hard for better engines and Collins notes that developing a Chinese high-performance engine is a priority for China and its J-20 stealth jet program. Analyst Richard Aboulafia from the Teal Group said that the Chinese are making major strides in jet engine technology. China is also sourcing tech both legally and illegally according to some making the cost to develop and the time to develop questionable. Loren Thompson from the Lexington Institute said, "U.S. academics and intelligence analysts have consistently underestimated the rate of Chinese progress both economically and technologically." He noted, "There is no reason for China to invest in research and development when they can steal it at a fraction of the cost.

Heg

U.S. should encourage the Japan to cooperate with them at all costs, or else it could lead to a Japan rise and U.S. decline in space dominance. 

Logsdon, 92- Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs( Jan 17, 1992, John M., “U.S. Japanese Space Relations at a Crossroads”, Vol. 255, Iss, 5042, http://proquest.umi.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/pqdweb?did=1786437&Fmt=7&clientId=17822&RQT=309&VName=PQD). EE
Japan is best seen as an emerging space power, still unsure of how it wants to put to work the technological capability it is developing. In the interim, it is positioning itself to take advantage of any economic, political, or security opportunities to use the capability that might emerge. In its discussion of international cooperation, Japan's most recent statement of space policy noted that "Japan will establish and accumulate space technology equal to that at an international level. Japan will provide the results for global space development and will positively promote international cooperative activities consistent with Japan's status as an international society" (10, p. 18). The United States should be doing all it can to encourage Japan to move in this direction, rather than to use its developing capabilities in a competitive manner. Historically, Europe and the former Soviet Union have been the transatlantic partners for most major U.S. cooperative space initiatives; given the growing importance of transpacific relations, the United States should seek additional opportunities to make Japan primary partner in new space undertakings. Engaging Japan in regional and global cooperative space undertakings may be one way to build the kind of stable relations in the Asia-Pacific area that are essential to 21st century world order. There are many questions that must be answered for the United States to develop a coherent approach to space relations with Japan. Perhaps the most fundamental is how best to balance U.S. security, political, and technological interest in dealing with another society that is pursuing a space program for reasons that to date have been very different from those shaping the U.S. effort in space. Is Japan likely to increase the emphasis on international uses for the public good of its space capability, as its recent policy pronouncements suggest, or will its space priorities continue to be driven primarily by anticipation of technological and commercial payoffs? Without an answer to that question, it is difficult to recommend a particular approach to U.S.-Japanese space relations. For the time being, the United States should remain flexible in its strategy toward Japan while trying to exert its influence toward collaboration rather than competition. There are a number of scientific, Earth observation, and public service communication missions under discussion between the U.S. and Japanese technical communities and governments as candidates for fUture cooperative projects. Japan appears particularly interested in contributing its space capabilities to the worldwide global change effort. Moreover, the United States has announced its intention to open an exploratory dialogue with potential partners regarding international collaboration in the human exploration of the solar system; Japan's interest in lunar exploration and exploitation makes it a logical candidate for a major cooperative role if a U.S. exploration program gets under way. Japan's private sector is also proposing ambitious international space projects. An example is the World Environmental and Disaster Observation System (WEDOS), which Japanese industrial leaders are promoting in various forums around the world. WEDOS would be composed of numerous Earth observation satellites linked by series of data relay satellites (24). Presumably, most of these satellites would be manufactured by Japan, thereby giving it the opening into the world market it has been seeking, and combining cooperative and commercial impulses in a single undertaking. As both the United States and Japan engage, each in its own national style, in a debate over future goals in space, there are opportunities to create broader cooperative space relations between the world's two richest societies. Although space collaboration is by itself certainly not a solution to tense relations between the two nations, it can, if well conceived and implemented, serve as one means of stressing positive interactions. Thus, it would be wise for the United States to take seriously this passage from the 1989 statement of Japanese space policy: "The time is ... ripe for global space development and for cultivating close international relationships"

That prevents nuclear wars around the globe. 

Kagan, 2007  

[Robert, Senior Associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, “End of Dreams, Return of History” Policy Review, http://www.hoover.org/publications/policyreview/8552512.html#n10]

This is a good thing, and it should continue to be a primary goal of American foreign policy to perpetuate this relatively benign international configuration of power. The unipolar order with the United States as the predominant power is unavoidably riddled with flaws and contradictions. It inspires fears and jealousies. The United States is not immune to error, like all other nations, and because of its size and importance in the international system those errors are magnified and take on greater significance than the errors of less powerful nations. Compared to the ideal Kantian international order, in which all the world's powers would be peace-loving equals, conducting themselves wisely, prudently, and in strict obeisance to international law, the unipolar system is both dangerous and unjust. Compared to any plausible alternative in the real world, however, it is relatively stable and less likely to produce a major war between great powers. It is also comparatively benevolent, from a liberal perspective, for it is more conducive to the principles of economic and political liberalism that Americans and many others value. American predominance does not stand in the way of progress toward a better world, therefore. It stands in the way of regression toward a more dangerous world. The choice is not between an American-dominated order and a world that looks like the European Union. The future international order will be shaped by those who have the power to shape it. The leaders of a post-American world will not meet in Brussels but in Beijing, Moscow, and Washington.   The return of great powers and great games If the world is marked by the persistence of unipolarity, it is nevertheless also being shaped by the reemergence of competitive national ambitions of the kind that have shaped human affairs from time immemorial. During the Cold War, this historical tendency of great powers to jostle with one another for status and influence as well as for wealth and power was largely suppressed by the two superpowers and their rigid bipolar order. Since the end of the Cold War, the United States has not been powerful enough, and probably could never be powerful enough, to suppress by itself the normal ambitions of nations. This does not mean the world has returned to multipolarity, since none of the large powers is in range of competing with the superpower for global influence. Nevertheless, several large powers are now competing for regional predominance, both with the United States and with each other. National ambition drives China's foreign policy today, and although it is tempered by prudence and the desire to appear as unthreatening as possible to the rest of the world, the Chinese are powerfully motivated to return their nation to what they regard as its traditional position as the  preeminent power in East Asia. They do not share a European, postmodern view that power is passé; hence their now two-decades-long military buildup and modernization. Like the Americans, they believe power, including military power, is a good thing to have and that it is better to have more of it than less. Perhaps more significant is the Chinese perception, also shared by Americans, that status and honor, and not just wealth and security, are important for a nation. Japan, meanwhile, which in the past could have been counted as an aspiring postmodern power -- with its pacifist constitution and low defense spending -- now appears embarked on a more traditional national course. Partly this is in reaction to the rising power of China and concerns about North Korea's nuclear weapons. But it is also driven by Japan's own national ambition to be a leader in East Asia or at least not to play second fiddle or "little brother" to China. China and Japan are now in a competitive quest with each trying to augment its own status and power and to prevent the other 's rise to predominance, and this competition has a military and strategic as well as an economic and political component. Their competition is such that a nation like South Korea, with a long unhappy history as a pawn between the two powers, is once again worrying both about a "greater China" and about the return of Japanese nationalism. As Aaron Friedberg commented, the East Asian future looks more like Europe's past than its present. But it also looks like Asia's past. Russian foreign policy, too, looks more like something from the nineteenth century. It is being driven by a typical, and typically Russian, blend of national resentment and ambition. A postmodern Russia simply seeking integration into the new European order, the Russia of Andrei Kozyrev, would not be troubled by the eastward enlargement of the EU and NATO, would not insist on predominant influence over its "near abroad," and would not use its natural resources as means of gaining geopolitical leverage and enhancing Russia 's international status in an attempt to regain the lost glories of the Soviet empire and Peter the Great. But Russia, like China and Japan, is moved by more traditional great-power considerations, including the pursuit of those valuable if intangible national interests: honor and respect. Although Russian leaders complain about threats to their security from NATO and the United States, the Russian sense of insecurity has more to do with resentment and national identity than with plausible external military threats. 16 Russia's complaint today is not with this or that weapons system. It is the entire post-Cold War settlement of the 1990s that Russia resents and wants to revise. But that does not make insecurity less a factor in Russia 's relations with the world; indeed, it makes finding compromise with the Russians all the more difficult. One could add others to this list of great powers with traditional rather than postmodern aspirations. India's regional ambitions are more muted, or are focused most intently on Pakistan,  but it is clearly engaged in competition with China for dominance in the Indian Ocean and sees itself, correctly, as an emerging great power on the world scene. In the Middle East there is Iran, which mingles religious fervor with a historical sense of superiority and leadership in its region. 17 Its nuclear program is as much about the desire for regional hegemony as about defending Iranian territory from attack by the United States. Even the European Union, in its way, expresses a pan-European national ambition to play a significant role in the world, and it has become the vehicle for channeling German, French, and British ambitions in what Europeans regard as a safe supranational direction. Europeans seek honor and respect, too, but of a postmodern variety. The honor they seek is to occupy the moral high ground in the world, to exercise moral authority, to wield political and economic influence as an antidote to militarism, to be the keeper of the global conscience, and to be recognized and admired by others for playing this role. Islam is not a nation, but many Muslims express a kind of religious nationalism, and the leaders of radical Islam, including al Qaeda, do seek to establish a theocratic nation or confederation of nations that would encompass a wide swath of the Middle East and beyond. Like national movements elsewhere, Islamists have a yearning for respect, including self-respect, and a desire for honor. Their national identity has been molded in defiance against stronger and often oppressive outside powers, and also by memories of ancient superiority over those same powers. China had its "century of humiliation." Islamists have more than a century of humiliation to look back on, a humiliation of which Israel has become the living symbol, which is partly why even Muslims who are neither radical nor fundamentalist proffer their sympathy and even their support to violent extremists who can turn the tables on the dominant liberal West, and particularly on a dominant America which implanted and still feeds the Israeli cancer in their midst. Finally, there is the United States itself. As a matter of national policy stretching back across numerous administrations, Democratic and Republican, liberal and conservative, Americans have insisted on preserving regional predominance in East Asia; the Middle East; the Western Hemisphere; until recently, Europe; and now, increasingly, Central Asia. This was its goal after the Second World War, and since the end of the Cold War, beginning with the first Bush administration and continuing through the Clinton years, the United States did not retract but expanded its influence eastward across Europe and into the Middle East, Central Asia, and the Caucasus. Even as it maintains its position as the predominant global power, it is also engaged in hegemonic competitions in these regions with China in East and Central Asia, with Iran in the Middle East and Central Asia, and with Russia in Eastern Europe, Central Asia, and the Caucasus. The United States, too, is more of a traditional than a postmodern power, and though Americans are loath to acknowledge it, they generally prefer their global place as "No. 1" and are equally loath to relinquish it. Once having entered a region, whether for practical or idealistic reasons, they are remarkably slow to withdraw from it until they believe they have substantially transformed it in their own image. They profess indifference to the world and claim they just want to be left alone even as they seek daily to shape the behavior of billions of people around the globe. The jostling for status and influence among these ambitious nations and would-be nations is a second defining feature of the new post-Cold War international system. Nationalism in all its forms is back, if it ever went away, and so is international competition for power, influence, honor, and status. American predominance prevents these rivalries from intensifying -- its regional as well as its global  predominance. Were the United States to diminish its influence in the regions where it is currently the strongest power, the other nations would settle disputes as great and lesser powers have done in the past: sometimes through diplomacy and accommodation but often through confrontation and wars of varying scope, intensity, and destructiveness. One novel aspect of such a multipolar world is that most of these powers would possess nuclear weapons. That could make wars between them less likely, or it could simply make them more catastrophic.  It is easy but also dangerous to underestimate the role the United States plays in providing a measure of stability in the world even as it also disrupts stability. For instance, the United States is the dominant naval power everywhere, such that other nations cannot compete with it even in their home waters. They either happily or grudgingly allow the United States Navy to be the guarantor of international waterways and trade routes, of international access to markets and raw materials such as oil. Even when the United States engages in a war, it is able to play its role as guardian of the waterways. In a more genuinely multipolar world, however, it would not. Nations would compete for naval dominance at least in their own regions and possibly beyond. Conflict between nations would involve struggles on the oceans as well as on land. Armed embargos, of the kind used in World War I and other major conflicts, would disrupt trade flows in a way that is now impossible. Such order as exists in the world rests not merely on the goodwill of peoples but on a foundation provided by American power. Even the European Union, that great geopolitical miracle, owes its founding to American power, for without it the European nations after World War ii would never have felt secure enough to reintegrate Germany. Most Europeans recoil at the thought, but even today Europe's stability depends on the guarantee, however distant and one hopes unnecessary, that the United States could step in to check any dangerous development on the continent. In a genuinely multipolar world, that would not be possible without renewing the danger of world war. People who believe greater equality among nations would be preferable to the present American predominance often succumb to a basic logical fallacy. They believe the order the world enjoys today exists independently of American power. They imagine that in a world where American power was diminished, the aspects of international order that they like would remain in place. But that 's not the way it works. International order does not rest on ideas and institutions. It is shaped by configurations of power. The international order we know today reflects the distribution of power in the world since World War ii, and especially since the end of the Cold War. A different configuration of power, a multipolar world in which the poles were Russia, China, the United States, India, and Europe, would produce its own kind of order, with different rules and norms reflecting the interests of the powerful states that would have a hand in shaping it. Would that international order be an improvement? Perhaps for Beijing and Moscow it would. But it is doubtful that it would suit the tastes of enlightenment liberals in the United States and Europe. The current order, of course, is not only far from perfect but also offers no guarantee against major conflict among the world's great powers. Even under the umbrella of unipolarity, regional conflicts involving the large powers may erupt. War could erupt between China and Taiwan and draw in both the United States and Japan. War could erupt between Russia and Georgia, forcing the United States and its European allies to decide whether to intervene or suffer the consequences of a Russian victory. Conflict between India and Pakistan remains possible, as does conflict between Iran and Israel or other Middle Eastern states. These, too, could draw in other great powers, including the United States. Such conflicts may be unavoidable no matter what policies the United States pursues. But they are more likely to erupt if the United States weakens or withdraws from its positions of regional dominance. This is especially true in East Asia, where most nations agree that a reliable American power has a stabilizing and pacific effect on the region. That is certainly the view of most of China 's neighbors. But even China, which seeks gradually to supplant the United States as the dominant power in the region, faces the dilemma that an American withdrawal could unleash an ambitious, independent, nationalist Japan. In Europe, too, the departure of the United States from the scene -- even if it remained the world's most powerful nation -- could be destabilizing. It could tempt Russia to an even more overbearing and potentially forceful approach to unruly nations on its periphery. Although some realist theorists seem to imagine that the disappearance of the Soviet Union put an end to the possibility of confrontation between Russia and the West, and therefore to the need for a permanent American role in Europe, history suggests that conflicts in Europe involving Russia are possible even without Soviet communism. If the United States withdrew from Europe -- if it adopted what some call a strategy of "offshore balancing" -- this could in time increase the likelihood of conflict involving Russia and its near neighbors, which could in turn draw the United States back in under unfavorable circumstances. It is also optimistic to imagine that a retrenchment of the American position in the Middle East and the assumption of a more passive, "offshore" role would lead to greater stability there. The vital interest the United States has in access to oil and the role it plays in keeping access open to other nations in Europe and Asia make it unlikely that American leaders could or would stand back and hope for the best while the powers in the region battle it out. Nor would a more "even-handed" policy toward Israel, which some see as the magic key to unlocking peace, stability, and comity in the Middle East, obviate the need to come to Israel 's aid if its security became threatened. That commitment, paired with the American commitment to protect strategic oil supplies for most of the world, practically ensures a heavy American military presence in the region, both on the seas and on the ground. The subtraction of American power from any region would not end conflict but would simply change the equation. In the Middle East, competition for influence among powers both inside and outside the region has raged for at least two centuries. The rise of Islamic fundamentalism doesn't change this. It only adds a new and more threatening dimension to the competition, which neither a sudden end to the conflict between Israel and the Palestinians nor an immediate American withdrawal from Iraq would change. The alternative to American predominance in the region is not balance and peace. It is further competition. The region and the states within it remain relatively weak. A diminution of American influence would not be followed by a diminution of other external influences. One could expect deeper involvement by both China and Russia, if only to secure their interests. 18 And one could also expect the more powerful states of the region, particularly Iran, to expand and fill the vacuum. It is doubtful that any American administration would voluntarily take actions that could shift the balance of power in the Middle East further toward Russia, China, or Iran. The world hasn 't changed that much. An American withdrawal from Iraq will not return things to "normal" or to a new kind of stability in the region. It will produce a new instability, one likely to draw the United States back in again. The alternative to American regional predominance in the Middle East and elsewhere is not a new regional stability. In an era of burgeoning nationalism, the future is likely to be one of intensified competition among nations and nationalist movements. Difficult as it may be to extend American predominance into the future, no one should imagine that a reduction of American power or a retraction of American influence and global involvement will provide an easier path.
--XT: Heg

US cooperation with other countries good for soft power

 James D. Rendleman and J. Walter Faulconer, 2010, “Perspectives on Improving United States International Space Cooperation”, http://strategicspacesolutions.com/Public-papers/IAC-10B38-E775.pdf  KC

There is a powerful case to be made for the United States (U.S.) to conduct international space cooperation activities. In this paper, we will discuss how cooperation allows a nation to leverage resource and reduce risk; improve efficiency; expand international engagement; and enhance diplomatic prestige of engaged states, political sustainability and workforce stability. Unfortunately, although the case for international space cooperation is powerful, the obstacles and impediments to cooperation are substantial, and are manifested through various anti-collaborative behaviors. From a U.S. perspective, cooperation is successfully achieved only after the undertaking and absorbing great expense, and understanding and confronting other obstacles and impediments. To that end, we will examine the challenges posed by technology transfer constraints, international and domestic politics, and exceptionalism perspectives. Finally, depending on the circumstances, four frameworks of cooperation can be employed to overcome these impediments: coordination, augmentation, interdependence, and integration. This paper will detail these frameworks and their issues. 
Japan and the U.S. cooperation is key to a strong projection or power. 

Logsdon, 92- Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs( Jan 17, 1992, John M., “U.S. Japanese Space Relations at a Crossroads”, Vol. 255, Iss, 5042, http://proquest.umi.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/pqdweb?did=1786437&Fmt=7&clientId=17822&RQT=309&VName=PQD). EE
The United States and Japan have cooperated in space at both the governmental and industrial level for the past two decades. But the objectives of such cooperation have been different for the two countries. The U.S. government has seen space cooperation as a means of demonstrating in a highly visible way its claims to global political and technological leadership; Japan has used cooperation (and not only in space) as a way of learning from a more advanced partner as an interim step to independent, often competitive, Japanese capabilities. Japanese industry worked with U.S. firms in the early stages of developing its space capabilities; after acquiring as much U.S. technology as possible through licensing and other forms of technology transfer, a Japanese firm typically reduces the interactions with its U.S. collaborator and tries to improve on the imported technology. To date, the benefits to U.S. firms have come from the revenues generated by technology transfer, not from access to Japanese or world markets through alliances with Japanese collaborators. Both the United States and Japan recognize that the "leader-follower" relationship that has characterized their space relationship so far requires revision, particularly because Japan is developing world-class capabilities in critical areas of space technology and could emerge both as a significant competitor to the United States for economic payoffs from space and as a major partner in collaborative space undertakings. From the U.S. perspective, a strategy is needed for Japanese-U.S. space relations that balances national security, political, economic, and scientific interests. Key to such a strategy is the balance sought between cooperation and competition. It is in the U.S. interest to stress cooperative interactions (1). As one high-level group recently commented, an "increasingly cooperative U.S.-Japan relationship" would have "a strongly constructive" effect, strengthening the general trend that existed from the late 1940s through the 1970s toward a more open, multilateral trading regime, alignment of security policies, and cooperation in minimizing the instabilities produced by massive capital flows and the loosening of fixed exchange rates... Partnership and competition need not be mutually exclusive (2, p.1). To develop such a productive strategy, one needs a clear understanding of the current state and likely future character of the Japanese space program. Unfortunately, there is substantial confusion on these two topics. For example, last year an aerospace trade publication reported on Japan's "commitment to an aggressive development program that will position it as a major space power in the 21st century" (3, p. 37). In contrast, the Tokyo correspondent of the New York Times observed that Japan is entering its third decade in space more confused than ever about where to proceed next, and deeply uncertain whether it wants to commit the money or scarce talent needed to turn the world's second largest economy into a spacefaring nation" (4, p. C1). The reality is that Japan is still in the process of reaching a national consensus on its long-term purposes in space and on the appropriate level of public and private investment justified by the potential benefits of space activities. The United States can exert some influence on that consensus, but more importantly, the United States needs to understand its emerging outlines so that it is well prepared for future interactions. This article is intended as a contribution to such an understanding.
Prolif
US Japan relations are low, strong relations are key to solving prolif, econ, the enviornment, and clean energy

The Nikkei Weekly 10 (”Obama's Asia policy: Progress so far, future prospects bright” 9/21 lexisnexis)
The central challenges that the Obama administration  confronts in Asia are of two kinds: functional and geopolitical. On the functional side, energy, environment and nonproliferation appear paramount, now that the global financial crisis of 2008-2009 is past. Geopolitically, the U.S. must cope simultaneously with the rise of China and the consolidation of existing alliances, pre-eminently those with Japan, South Korea and Australia. The Asia that Obama  now faces is, of course, broadly similar to that which George W. Bush confronted only a few years ago, but the Obama  tactical and philosophical approach is sharply different. Years ago Henry Kissinger made the useful distinction between "prophets" in foreign policy, who strive aggressively to transform international affairs, as Napoleon, Woodrow Wilson and Reagan did, and "statesmen," who manage, stabilize and conciliate, as Kissinger fancied himself to do. Bush, with his invasion of Iraq, scathing rhetorical attacks on North Korea, and support for the color revolutions in the Ukraine and elsewhere, was in the "prophetic," transformational mode; Obama  has been much more the "statesman." He has stressed engagement, even with ideological foes, and has stressed democratic transformation and pursuit of human rights much less stridently than Bush. When Obama visited China in November 2009, for example, the White House did not press for meetings with nongovernmental organizations, student groups, or human-rights advocates nearly as stridently as his predecessors, although there is little doubt about the president's personal commitment in that regard. The Obama administration has also been much more multilateral in its Asia diplomacy than Bush ever was. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton has attended meetings of the ASEAN Regional Forum and the ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conferences, which her predecessor Condoleezza Rice regularly dismissed. Obama has been supportive of "minilateral" dialogue, including those among Japan, South Korea and the U.S., as well as the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation process itself. The Obama administration, to be sure, has favored the Group of 20 global multilateral process over the Group of Eight process. Japan's own role is clearly more substantial in G-8, as it is the only Asian member, and one of only eight members in total. There are, conversely, five East and South Asian members in the G-20 - Japan, China, India, South Korea and Indonesia - which represent fully one-quarter of the total. The Obama administration engages actively with each of them, and the mutual dialogue is a substantial part of its global diplomacy. Substantively, Obama's Asia policy contrasts with that of the Bush administration that preceded it in four important ways. Most dramatically, it gives much higher priority to Southeast Asia, which the Bush administration had conspicuously neglected. Secretary Clinton has visited the region several times, and Obama  once. On her latest visit, in July 2010, Clinton pointedly sided with ASEAN in the South China Sea dispute, rovoking considerable irritation in Beijing. Obama has also given much higher priority to nonmilitary dimensions of policy than Bush did. In this regard, energy and the environment - especially energy efficiency and the development of clean energy sources such as solar and wind power - have been given special priority. This emphasis has found its way into U.S.-Japan relations, in the new Okinawa-Hawaii Clean Energy Cooperation. Nuclear issues have also been pursued in a somewhat different way. Both Bush and Obama stressed nonproliferation to other countries, such as North Korea and Iran, but Obama has accompanied these admonitions with a clear pursuit of nuclear arms reduction and reducing the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, for which he was awarded the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize. Apart from his 2009 Prague speech, early 2010 Washington nuclear conference and "reset" in relations with Russia, the Obama administration has also taken symbolic steps, such as the first-ever participation in 2010 of an American ambassador in Hiroshima's annual Aug. 6 commemoration of the atomic bombing, which a Republican administration arguably would not have taken. Obama's strong desire to reduce the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, coupled with the pronounced Bush orientation toward India, made it difficult initially for the Obama administration to develop strong ties with New Delhi. Yet during the latter half of 2009, U.S.-Indian relations sharply improved. Prime Minister Manmohan Singh's Washington, D.C., visit was considered a success, and involved the only state dinner at the White House in Obama's first year in office. There has been a somewhat different dynamic in U.S. relations with Japan and South Korea under Obama than under Bush, although the difference seems more due to changes in local politics, and to the Cheongnam incident, in which a South Korean warship was apparently sunk by a North Korean torpedo, than to policy shifts in Washington. The U.S. has shown unusually strong solidarity with Seoul under Obama - including substantive summit meetings, a renewed promise to pass the KORUS free trade agreement, political-military talks involving secretaries of both state and defense in Seoul, and extensive joint military exercises. Relations with Japan have been somewhat more troubled, with the failure of Japan to implement the long-awaited U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma agreement overshadowing a broad range of creative efforts to strengthen the bilateral alliance, in this 50th year of the current U.S.-Japan security treaty. In recent months, President Obama's approval ratings have fallen slightly, as economic prospects in the U.S. have darkened again, and frustration over the war in Afghanistan has risen. The prospects are strong that the Republicans will take control of Congress in this fall's midterm elections, and sharply reduce Democratic majorities in the Senate. Yet some Congressional setbacks for a ruling party in midterm elections are normal in the U.S. And Obama's formidable grassroots organization from the 2008 campaign remains intact, nurtured by unprecedented use of the Internet to organize an ongoing series of events. Obama will be difficult to defeat in 2012, especially because Republicans are divided internally by the Tea Party movement, which complicates the calculations of their most qualified mainstream candidates, such as former state of Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney. Looking to the future, the Obama administration's pre-eminent challenge appears to be the rise of Asian continentalism - not just China, but the deepening ties among China, Russia and India, driven by energy and arms sales. To arrest prospects for this deepening entente, and to enhance the prospects of regional stability as its military role in the Middle East and South Asia recedes, the U.S. needs to comprehensively deepen ties with India, enlisting Japan actively in this effort. Very soon India, perhaps next year at the Honolulu summit, should be admitted to APEC. Broadening the U.S.-Japan alliance, to include cooperative endeavors in energy, technology, mass transit and education, in which the people and the business communities of both nations believe, is also important. Technology is an especially strategic and promising area for cooperation, where ties between Japan and the U.S. are much closer than with China, as the charts above suggest, and where the U.S. Ambassador to Japan, John Roos, has special expertise. 

Prolif leads to extinction. 

Utgoff, 2002 

[Victor A, Deputy Director of Strategy, Forces, and Resources Division of Institute for Defense Analysis, Summer, Survival, p.87-90]

In sum, widespread proliferation is likely to lead to an occasional shoot-out with nuclear weapons, and that such shoot outs will have a substantial probability of escalating to the maximum destruction possible with the weapons at hand. Unless nuclear proliferation is stopped, we are headed towards a world that will mirror the American Wild West of the late 1800s. With most, if not all, nations wearing nuclear “six shooters” on their hips, the world may even be a more polite place than it is today, but every once in a while we will all gather together on a hill to bury the bodies of dead cities or even whole nations.
--XT: prolif
US-Japan space cooperation could solve climate change, nuclear disarmament, proliferation, and aid with international security

Katzuto Suzuki, Associate Professor at Hokkaido University Public Polic School, 6/18-19/2010, “Space Cannot be Safe Without Japan-US Cooperation”, http://www.sof.or.jp/en/topics/pdf/10_01_g.pdf KC

Furthermore, the United States and Japan can do many other things by using their space assets. Space is an unmistakably useful tool for monitoring climate change, nuclear disarmament and its proliferation, and for confidence building measures. Japan has long implemented self-regulation on using space for security purposes, but since 2008 the new Basic Law for Space Activities has been implemented which allows the use of space for international and national security purposes. As space technology is inherently dual-use technology, Japan has developed very sophisticated space technology through civilian programs that might also provide various services for regional and international security. The United States and Japan have fully cooperated in civilian programs such as the International Space Station, but the level of cooperation in security matters is still immature due to the self-imposed regulations by Japan. But the Basic Law for Space Activities has opened up a wide variety of possibilities on which both of us can cooperate to ensure long-term sustainability of the space environment. Cooperation between the United States and Japan will undoubtedly be a most important factor in maintaining the safe and secure use of space. 

Iran

U.S. needs Japan to check China prevent Iranian proliferation

Matsumara 10 (Masahiro Matsumara, March 27, 2010, Asian News Source, “The U.S.- Japan Alliance: Behind Unmet Expectations”,  http://opinionasia.com/USJapAlliance) BR

Under this new approach, the US could utilise Japan to check a China that competes with America for power and influence not only in the East Asia, but also in the other parts of the world. Such US off-shore balancing at the East Asian front would be instrumental, for instance, to press Beijing to curb Iran’s nuclear ambitions since the latter is dependant on Beijing for trade, oil exports, nuclear power plant construction and infrastructure. Given the structural changes in the international system, characterised by US decline and China’s rise, the US is required to shift its alliance policy in favour of one that emphasises the defence of Japan, superficially akin to a Cold-War state of affairs. This shift is inevitable and, objectively, has little to do with the frustration and disappointment of American alliance managers. Both Washington and Tokyo need to be cognisant of Japan’s strategic value and attain the high operational effectiveness of US-Japan alliance. In concert, leaders and policy makers in Asia and elsewhere ought to pay attention to the US relative decline rather than be distracted by noises made at the policy level between the US and Japan. 

Iran prolif triggers a cascade of regional proliferation making war a near certainty

Allison ‘6

(Graham, Director of the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard’s Kennedy School of Government, Boston globe, “The Nightmare This Time”, 3-12, L/N)

Barry Posen, professor of political science at MIT, has presented the most cogent argument for the proposition that "we could readily manage a nuclear Iran." Writing recently on The New York Times op-ed page, he identified and refuted the two most commonly cited reasons for opposing a nuclear Iran: that it would attempt to destroy Israel or strike the United States. Such an action, he rightly argues, would be suicidal for the Iranian regime. In either case, a nuclear attack would trigger overwhelming retaliation that could end life in Persia for a century to come. Yet Posen's attempt to deal with a third concern-namely, Iran's transfer of nuclear weapons to terrorists who might use them-is less satisfactory. Relying on the Cold War logic of deterrence, he asserts that "Iran would have to worry that the victim would discover the weapon's origin and visit a terrible revenge on Iran." Worry, yes. But Israel and the US have to worry even more about an Iranian president who denies the Holocaust and asserts that "Israel must be wiped off the map." Might he not also believe that he could sneak a weapon to Al Qaeda, Hamas, or Hezbollah with no fingerprints? Tehran might not be overly concerned about getting caught-and with good reason. If a terrorist exploded a nuclear bomb in Tel Aviv or Boston, Iran would not be the only suspected source. The bomb could have come from Pakistan, Russia, or elsewhere in the former Soviet Union, where thousands of potential nuclear weapons are vulnerable to theft. The US government is actively pursuing improvements in its nuclear forensic capability to increase the likelihood that it could identify the fissile material that powered a terrorist's bomb. But it's worth noting that more than two years after Libya's Khadafy disclosed his nuclear activities, the US has yet to conclude which nation provided him with enough uranium hexafluoride to make a nuclear bomb. Before accepting the answer that the US can deal with an Iranian nuclear bomb, four further risks must be weighed: the threat of proliferation, the danger of an accidental or unauthorized nuclear launch, the risk of theft of an Iranian weapon or materials, and the prospect of a preemptive Israeli attack. 'A cascade of proliferation' The current nonproliferation regime is a set of agreements between the nuclear "haves" and "have-nots," including the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, in which 184 nations agreed to eschew nuclear weapons and existing nuclear weapons states pledged to sharply diminish the role of such weapons in international politics. Since 1970, the treaty has stopped the spread of nuclear weapons with only two exceptions (India and Pakistan). UN Secretary General Kofi Annan's High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges, and Change warned in December 2004 that current developments in Iran and North Korea threatened to erode the entire nonproliferation regime to a point of "irreversibility" that could trigger a "cascade of proliferation." If Iran crosses its nuclear finish line, a Middle Eastern cascade of new nuclear weapons states could produce the first multiparty nuclear arms race, far more volatile than the Cold War competition between the US and USSR. Given Egypt's historic role as the leader of the Arab Middle East, the prospects of it living unarmed alongside a nuclear Persia are very low. The International Atomic Energy Agency's reports of clandestine nuclear experiments hint that Cairo may have considered this possibility. Were Saudi Arabia to buy a dozen nuclear warheads that could be mated to the Chinese medium-range ballistic missiles it purchased secretly in the 1980s, few in the American intelligence community would be surprised. Given its role as the major financier of Pakistan's clandestine nuclear program in the 1980s, it is not out of the question that Riyadh and Islamabad have made secret arrangements for this contingency. In 1962, bilateral competition between the US and the Soviet Union led to the Cuban missile crisis, which historians now call "the most dangerous moment in human history." After the crisis, President Kennedy estimated the likelihood of nuclear war as "between 1 in 3 and even." A multiparty nuclear arms race in the Middle East would be like playing Russian roulette with five bullets in a six-chamber revolver-dramatically increasing the likelihood of a regional nuclear war. Accidental or unauthorized nuclear launch A new nuclear state goes through a period of "nuclear adolescence" that poses special dangers of accidental or unauthorized use-and Iran would be no different. When a state first acquires a small number of nuclear weapons, those weapons become a tempting target: Successful attack would disarm any capacity to retaliate with nuclear weapons. Fearing preemption, new nuclear weapons states rationally adopt loose command and control arrangements. But control arrangements loose enough to guard against decapitation inherently mean more fingers on more triggers and consequently more prospects of a nuclear weapons launch. 

Economy
US Japan relations key to creating high-speed rail- solves econ

Courchane 10 (“Lecture talks Japan, U.S. relations benefits” November 18th http://badgerherald.com/news/2010/11/18/lecture_talks_japan_.php)

The Japanese Consul General of Chicago highlighted the importance of Japanese and United States relations Thursday during a lecture about preparing the two nations for the future. When many students think about Japan, they think Pearl Harbor or Godzilla, but George Hisaeda has spent most of his career helping to bring the U.S. and Japan together. “My training began early,” Hisaeda said. “Much of my generation spent much of our impressionable youth (in Japan) during the post-war period watching American television. America made a huge impression on me … I liked it because many of the characters were strong and brave, and always good-willed. That’s how my generation came to know this country. We cheered for your heroes.” Hiseada said the Japanese know more about America than the Americans do about the Japanese, and instead Americans tend to focus on the Chinese. He discussed a particular event in which a Chinese fishing boat in Japanese waters intentionally rammed a coast guard boat. He said the Chinese government did not take appropriate action and violated international law. The US strongly voiced its opinion and sided with Japan. “[It was] extraordinary because the United States traditionally does not take a clear position on territorial matters. The situation was alarming,” Hisaeda said. Many American companies now explore the option of opening in Japan, according to Hisaeda, because Japan offers a stable business environment governed by laws and regulations. Businesses such as AFLAC and Krispy Kreme thrive in the Japanese market. He also stated that Toyota, a Japanese business that thrives in America, has been working hard to restore consumer’s confidence in the safety of its vehicles since the alleged faulty brake accidents last year. Hisaeda cited the building of American high-speed rails as one area where Japanese technology could benefit the U.S. “I’m trying to introduce our love of railway culture in the United States,” Hisaeda said. “If America’s high speed rail plan is implemented, and if a significant amount of Japanese railroad commodity is used, it would definitely be the largest U.S./Japan operation in this century.” Hisaeda stressed the need to look long-term instead of short-term when it comes to high-speed rail.“High speed rail is the most reliable way to travel between Midwest cities. Investment in the high-speed rail would reward taxpayers with a high return. It would provide economic benefits for decades to come…It’s not a question of if, but when, high speed rail comes here,” Hisaeda said

Economic collapse causes extinction. 

Bearden, 2000 

[Tom, US Army Lieutenant, Director, Association of Distinguished American Scientists, Fellow Emeritus, Alpha Foundation's Institute for Advanced Study, “The Unnecessary Energy Crisis: How To Solve It Quickly”, http://cheniere.org/techpapers/Unnecessary%20Energy%20Crisis.doc, 6/12] 

Bluntly, we foresee these factors — and others { } not covered — converging to a catastrophic collapse of the world economy in about eight years. As the collapse of the Western economies nears, one may expect catastrophic stress on the 160 developing nations as the developed nations are forced to dramatically curtail orders. History bears out that desperate nations take desperate actions. Prior to the final economic collapse, the stress on nations will have increased the intensity and number of conflicts, to the point where the arsenals of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) now possessed by some nations, are almost certain to be released. As an example, suppose a starving North Korea {i} launches nuclear weapons based upon Japan and South Korea, including U.S. forces there, in a spasmodic suicidal response. Or suppose a desperate China – whose long range nuclear missiles can reach the United States – attacks Taiwan. In addition to immediate responses, the mutual treaties involved in such scenarios will quickly draw other nations into the conflict, escalating it significantly. Strategic nuclear studies have shown for decades that, under such extreme stress conditions, once a few nukes are launched, adversaries and potential adversaries are then compelled to launch on perception of preparations by one’s adversary. The real legacy of the MAD concept is this side of the MAD coin that is almost never discussed. Without effective defense, the only chance a nation has to survive at all, is to launch immediate full-borne preemptive strikes and try to take out its perceived foes as rapidly and massively as possible. As the studies showed, rapid escalation to full WMD exchange occurs, with a great percent of the WMD arsenals being unleashed. The resulting great Armageddon will destroy civilization as we know it, and perhaps most of the biosphere, at least for many decades.  

--XT: Prolif

Japan and US science and tech cooperation improve relations and prevent a free market collapse, environment decay, and global technological advances. 

OIS 97 (Office of International Affairs- Maximizing U.S Interesting in Science and Technology Relations with Japan Page- 128-129) AAA

Japanese government and industry no longer exercise the most potent policy tools to extract technology from foreign companies as a price of market entry, particularly control over trade and foreign direct investment. Overall, progress toward more open markets in Japan has accelerated in recent years, particularly consumer markets, as appreciation of the yen and other factors opened a significant value gap between goods produced in Japan and those produced abroad for many industries. Many U.S.-based and other foreign companies are taking advantage of new opportunities to expand market participation.1 Although the trend is moving in the right direction, the pace and degree of market opening vary widely depending on the industry. Particularly in critical sectors where sales are made to companies rather than consumers, such as automotive components and semiconductor manufacturing equipment, market barriers are still an issue. In some industries the Japanese policy environment in regulation, competition policy, intellectual property protection, and other areas still serves to prevent U.S.-based companies from fully participating in the Japanese market. Much of the rise in Japan's manufactured imports has been due to products manufactured in Asia by Japanese firms. However, in the opinion of the task force, Japan's closed markets in high-technology industries where innovation is occurring most rapidly have stunted competition and innovation. In areas where the domestic market is protected and does not drive competition and innovation, barriers to foreign and domestic entrants may do more harm to Japanese industry than to U.S. and other foreign-based competitors. In recent years a number of major changes have occurred in the U.S.-Japan science and technology relationship, most of them positive from a U.S. perspective. The strengths of the U.S. innovation and market systems have reasserted themselves, particularly, but not exclusively, in information-related industries. Information about Japanese science and technology is much more widely available, and a growing group of U.S. scientists and engineers are capable in the Japanese language and experienced in the Japanese research and innovation environment. A wide range of U.S. manufacturing companies have developed more effective approaches to innovation, manufacturing, and marketing, in some cases adapting aspects of Japanese practices. At the same time, Japanese government and industry strategies to further strengthen Japan's leading role in global high-technology development and manufacturing have recently met with diminishing returns. Approaches to industrial development based on technology acquisition and improvement have become less effective due to the higher risks and uncertainties faced by Japanese companies as they have reached the technological frontier. Japanese firms also have faced challenges from new technological and industrial competitors in markets where they had established strong positions, such as semiconductor memories.
US-Japan relations are mutually beneficial to the economy

Cooper 11 (William H. is a specialist in International Trade and Finance, he write many scholarly articles about US-Japanese relations, “US-Japan Economic Relations: Significance, Prospects, and Policy Options”, 4-31,2011, fas.org [NT])
By necessity, the United States and Japan had long given their bilateral economic relationship high priority. For Japan the importance of the relationship has been rooted in the emergence of the United States as the world’s largest economic power; Japan’s dependence on the United States for national security, especially during the Cold War; the dependence of Japanese manufacturing industries—autos, consumer electronics, and others—on exports to the United States; and the reliance of reform-minded Japanese political leaders on U.S. pressure, gaiatsu, to press for economic reforms in a political system that strongly protects the status quo. For the United States, the importance of the economic relationship with Japan has been grounded in its reliance on Japan as a critical ally; the emergence of Japan in the post-World War II period as an economic power in East Asia and the third-largest economy in the world; the advancing competition from Japanese manufacturers in industries, for example autos and steel, which employ large numbers of U.S. workers; the rising trade deficits with Japan; Japan’s emergence as a major source of investment in the United States; and Japanese government policies that have protected vulnerable sectors and assisted exporters, often at the expense of U.S. competitors. For many years, the bilateral economic relationship was the centerpiece of U.S. and Japanese foreign economic agendas, and Japanese trade strongly influenced the making of overall U.S. trade policy. Many scholarly and popular books and journals were written on the subject.

Japan is grateful for U.S. support after the tsunami and claims that the alliance is indispensible to the security, peace, stability, and economic prosperity of Japan and the U.S.

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm) BR

Preamble As the U.S.-Japan Alliance enters its second half-century, the members of the Security Consultative Committee (SCC) affirmed that our Alliance remains indispensable to the security of Japan and the United States, and to the peace, stability, and economic prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region in the 21st century. The Ministers met on June 21, 2011, and discussed the close collaboration between the Japanese and U.S. Governments in response to the March 11 earthquake, tsunami, and nuclear emergency. This cooperation, involving unprecedented joint operations by the Japan Self Defense Forces (SDF) and U.S. Armed Forces, has given renewed confidence to the Alliance and has deepened the friendship that the United States and Japan have built over the last half century as described in the SCC document, “Cooperation in Response to the Great East Japan Earthquake,” issued in the SCC meeting today. Japan expresses heartfelt gratitude for the wide-ranging assistance provided by the United States, and the U.S. Government pledges its continuing support to Japan’s recovery.

US Japan relations are low, strong relations are key to solving prolif, econ, the environment, and clean energy

The Nikkei Weekly 10 (”Obama's Asia policy: Progress so far, future prospects bright” 9/21 lexisnexis)
The central challenges that the Obama administration  confronts in Asia are of two kinds: functional and geopolitical. On the functional side, energy, environment and nonproliferation appear paramount, now that the global financial crisis of 2008-2009 is past. Geopolitically, the U.S. must cope simultaneously with the rise of China and the consolidation of existing alliances, pre-eminently those with Japan, South Korea and Australia. The Asia that Obama  now faces is, of course, broadly similar to that which George W. Bush confronted only a few years ago, but the Obama  tactical and philosophical approach is sharply different. Years ago Henry Kissinger made the useful distinction between "prophets" in foreign policy, who strive aggressively to transform international affairs, as Napoleon, Woodrow Wilson and Reagan did, and "statesmen," who manage, stabilize and conciliate, as Kissinger fancied himself to do. Bush, with his invasion of Iraq, scathing rhetorical attacks on North Korea, and support for the color revolutions in the Ukraine and elsewhere, was in the "prophetic," transformational mode; Obama  has been much more the "statesman." He has stressed engagement, even with ideological foes, and has stressed democratic transformation and pursuit of human rights much less stridently than Bush. When Obama visited China in November 2009, for example, the White House did not press for meetings with nongovernmental organizations, student groups, or human-rights advocates nearly as stridently as his predecessors, although there is little doubt about the president's personal commitment in that regard. The Obama administration has also been much more multilateral in its Asia diplomacy than Bush ever was. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton has attended meetings of the ASEAN Regional Forum and the ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conferences, which her predecessor Condoleezza Rice regularly dismissed. Obama has been supportive of "minilateral" dialogue, including those among Japan, South Korea and the U.S., as well as the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation process itself. The Obama administration, to be sure, has favored the Group of 20 global multilateral process over the Group of Eight process. Japan's own role is clearly more substantial in G-8, as it is the only Asian member, and one of only eight members in total. There are, conversely, five East and South Asian members in the G-20 - Japan, China, India, South Korea and Indonesia - which represent fully one-quarter of the total. The Obama administration engages actively with each of them, and the mutual dialogue is a substantial part of its global diplomacy. Substantively, Obama's Asia policy contrasts with that of the Bush administration that preceded it in four important ways. Most dramatically, it gives much higher priority to Southeast Asia, which the Bush administration had conspicuously neglected. Secretary Clinton has visited the region several times, and Obama  once. On her latest visit, in July 2010, Clinton pointedly sided with ASEAN in the South China Sea dispute, rovoking considerable irritation in Beijing. Obama has also given much higher priority to nonmilitary dimensions of policy than Bush did. In this regard, energy and the environment - especially energy efficiency and the development of clean energy sources such as solar and wind power - have been given special priority. This emphasis has found its way into U.S.-Japan relations, in the new Okinawa-Hawaii Clean Energy Cooperation. Nuclear issues have also been pursued in a somewhat different way. Both Bush and Obama stressed nonproliferation to other countries, such as North Korea and Iran, but Obama has accompanied these admonitions with a clear pursuit of nuclear arms reduction and reducing the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, for which he was awarded the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize. Apart from his 2009 Prague speech, early 2010 Washington nuclear conference and "reset" in relations with Russia, the Obama administration has also taken symbolic steps, such as the first-ever participation in 2010 of an American ambassador in Hiroshima's annual Aug. 6 commemoration of the atomic bombing, which a Republican administration arguably would not have taken. Obama's strong desire to reduce the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, coupled with the pronounced Bush orientation toward India, made it difficult initially for the Obama administration to develop strong ties with New Delhi. Yet during the latter half of 2009, U.S.-Indian relations sharply improved. Prime Minister Manmohan Singh's Washington, D.C., visit was considered a success, and involved the only state dinner at the White House in Obama's first year in office. There has been a somewhat different dynamic in U.S. relations with Japan and South Korea under Obama than under Bush, although the difference seems more due to changes in local politics, and to the Cheongnam incident, in which a South Korean warship was apparently sunk by a North Korean torpedo, than to policy shifts in Washington. The U.S. has shown unusually strong solidarity with Seoul under Obama - including substantive summit meetings, a renewed promise to pass the KORUS free trade agreement, political-military talks involving secretaries of both state and defense in Seoul, and extensive joint military exercises. Relations with Japan have been somewhat more troubled, with the failure of Japan to implement the long-awaited U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma agreement overshadowing a broad range of creative efforts to strengthen the bilateral alliance, in this 50th year of the current U.S.-Japan security treaty. In recent months, President Obama's approval ratings have fallen slightly, as economic prospects in the U.S. have darkened again, and frustration over the war in Afghanistan has risen. The prospects are strong that the Republicans will take control of Congress in this fall's midterm elections, and sharply reduce Democratic majorities in the Senate. Yet some Congressional setbacks for a ruling party in midterm elections are normal in the U.S. And Obama's formidable grassroots organization from the 2008 campaign remains intact, nurtured by unprecedented use of the Internet to organize an ongoing series of events. Obama will be difficult to defeat in 2012, especially because Republicans are divided internally by the Tea Party movement, which complicates the calculations of their most qualified mainstream candidates, such as former state of Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney. Looking to the future, the Obama administration's pre-eminent challenge appears to be the rise of Asian continentalism - not just China, but the deepening ties among China, Russia and India, driven by energy and arms sales. To arrest prospects for this deepening entente, and to enhance the prospects of regional stability as its military role in the Middle East and South Asia recedes, the U.S. needs to comprehensively deepen ties with India, enlisting Japan actively in this effort. Very soon India, perhaps next year at the Honolulu summit, should be admitted to APEC. Broadening the U.S.-Japan alliance, to include cooperative endeavors in energy, technology, mass transit and education, in which the people and the business communities of both nations believe, is also important. Technology is an especially strategic and promising area for cooperation, where ties between Japan and the U.S. are much closer than with China, as the charts above suggest, and where the U.S. Ambassador to Japan, John Roos, has special expertise. 

US Japan relations are weak now- key to solving the economy and developing clean energy

New York Times 10 (Jim Foster and Don Kanak. “A Reset in Japan-U.S. Relations?” September 15 http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/16/opinion/16iht-edfoster.html)

For some time, both Japan and the United States have failed to deal with outstanding irritants in their economic relationship, such as the continuing restrictions on the import of U.S. beef. This has stymied efforts to extend the U.S.-Japan economic dialogue into new, more promising areas. At the same time, the dispute over the location of the U.S. Marine Futenma air station on Okinawa became a standard by which the Hatoyama government's commitment to the U.S.-Japan relationship was measured. As a result, that one issue absorbed energies that might have been spent on a badly needed discussion about the future of the security relationship. It also contributed to Hatoyama's ultimate fall. But there can be a fresh start only if both sides are ready to rebuild trust and purpose, and to produce tangible results on issues that really matter. The U.S.-Japan security alliance is strong, but not as strong as it should be. American attention and capabilities have been diverted from Northeast Asia by wars elsewhere; on the economic side, investment and trade flows between the United States and Japan have slowed as more dynamic and faster growing markets have beckoned. The Futenma airfield has dominated the U.S.-Japan security dialogue over the past year in a way that is out of all proportion to its strategic significance. Resolving this issue would help turn attention to a comprehensive assessment of American and Japanese capabilities in the region and the threats that need to be addressed. It would be wise to start this process sooner rather than later, considering the fiscal adjustments faced by both the United States and Japan and the potential impact on their defense budgets. A broader, regional approach is becoming more important in assessing the bilateral relationship and the future of the U.S. forward deterrent. Constructively including China in this approach, given its growing military capabilities, is key to any long-term resolution of regional tensions, like those on the Korean Peninsula. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton's recent statements in Vietnam signaled that the United States will not stand aside in important regional disputes. To some, that appears to set the United States as a counterweight to China. A true balance of power, however, requires that the United States invest in multiparty Asian solutions that give China an appropriate role to protect its interests while ensuring that no single country can dictate outcomes. A sound U.S.-Japan alliance needs to be embedded in that broader regional context. Coincident with these security concerns, the United States and Japan need to focus on reviving and refashioning regional economic institutions. This has at times been a matter of concern as Japan has tried to balance its relations with the United States with its need to promote a more integrated Asian market open to Japanese goods. At the same time, the United States has been sensitive about the formation of any economic grouping in which it does not have a seat at the head table. The new Japanese administration should use its remaining months as chairman of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum (APEC) to prepare for issues that can be worked on collaboratively with the United States when the U.S. succeeds Japan in November. One major concern should be engaging Asian nations on a sustainable environmental path. As the largest developed economies, the United States and Japan must provide the leadership and technology to encourage other Asian nations to join a climate deal with real commitments - something most (including the United States) have been reluctant to do. This is not a zero-sum game, but one that offers huge opportunities for domestic growth, including export jobs, badly needed in both countries. Japan should be encouraging the United States to move faster on climate policy and energy efficiency and the two nations need to consider a collaborative approach in promoting nuclear technology. In short, there needs to be a paradigm shift. Both countries face similar problems of unsustainable deficits, low growth and divided domestic politics. Priorities need to move from small to strategic, from bilateral to multilateral, from old battles to new opportunities, and from ''zero-sum'' to ''growing the pie.'' Initiatives to promote entrepreneurship and business formation in Japan, to pool research and development efforts and promote meaningful exchange among universities, and to take the lead in Asia on the Internet and ''cloud computing'' are all examples of ways that Japan and the United States should be working together. Likewise, the U.S.-Japan bilateral security dialogue should be harnessed to the challenge of articulating and building a regional security framework that reflects the reality of emerging power centers and interests in Asia.

Free Trade

U.S. –Japan alliance key to trade
FOREIGN TRADE INDEX ’11 ( “Trade Goods with Japan”www.census.gov/foreign-trade/balance/c5880.html)
U.S. - Japan trade relation is not only important for both the countries but, being a relation between two highly developed industrial nations, is equally important for global trade. In a conservative estimate it has been observed that, trade between these two countries account for 40% of world gross domestic product (GDP). Japan is the fourth largest import destination of U.S. and third largest export market for the U.S. exporters. Japan is the second largest foreign direct investor in U.S., and also the largest foreign holder of U.S. treasuries. U.S. trade deficit with Japan, which was $81.3 billion in 2000, had become $82.8 billion in 2007. This minimum change over the said period may be attributed to the fact that Japanese economy experienced stagnation during this period. For the period 1970 to early 1990s, the magical growth of Japan’s economy and its growing trade deficit with U. S. was a matter of concern for America in doing business with Japan. Japan was perceived as a potential threat to the U.S. economy and business. The perception stemmed from the fact that Japan had made huge investments in several U.S. companies and capital market raising concerns of economic security of the later. However the scenario changed considerably with a slowdown in Japan and emergence of China as a leading partner of U.S. in international trade. A new initiative called Economic Partnership for Growth (EPG) was started in 2001 by both the governments. Economic Partnership for Growth (EPG) primarily works as a general framework for U.S. - Japan economic and trade relations. It aims to promote trade and investment between the two countries that would generate employment and wealth for American exporters and Japanese exporters, as well as the American manufacturers and Japanese manufacturers. The average gross domestic product (GDP) of Japan slumped at less than 2 percent during the period 1992-2002, which was lowest among major developed nations. Banking system in Japan was burdened with bad debt and the bad debt of the Japanese government had grown in excess of Japan’s total GDP. Economic Partnership for Growth (EPG) came at this juncture to help Japan follow a vigorous economic reform programme and discipline its economic and financial system in doing business with U.S. Japanese Exports to U.S. Major items of exports by Japanese manufacturers to U.S. includes passenger cars, car parts and accessories, industrial machinery, computer accessories, video equipment, engine parts, semiconductors, excavating and paving machinery, motorcycles and parts, meat products, spacecraft, zinc and precious metals. Export of passenger cars tops the list with about 30 percent of the total exports to U.S. After the Second World War the focus of export shifted to highly sophisticated and technologically advanced products. Textiles and steel, which topped the list in 1960s, were overtaken by motor vehicles, semiconductors, scientific and optical equipment and sophisticated electronic equipments. Japanese Imports from U.S. Main imports of Japan from U.S includes Civilian aircraft, medicinal equipments, telecommunication equipments, corn, pharmaceutical preparation, organic chemicals, military apparel and footwear, copper, fuel oil and aluminum. Japan has limited natural resources. In order to maintain economic development of the country and help Japanese manufacturers, Japan depends on other nations like U.S. for most of the raw materials. As such its import list is wide and varied. Japan is heavily dependent on imports to meet its energy requirements, and imports all of its petroleum requirements and 90% of its requirements of coal. As the economy of Japan flourished, real income of the Japanese people also increased fuelling demand. The demand came primarily due to growth in industrialization. This, coupled with appreciating “yen” (Japanese currency), surplus trade and liberalized economy, resulted in steady growth in imports. A slowdown in economy in 1980s resulted in stagnation of this growth. However, in the recent times there has been sign of improvement. Highlights of Japanese industry Japan is the home for some of the largest and technologically advanced producer of motor vehicles (Honda, Toyota), electronic equipment (Sony, Cannon), ships, chemicals and processed foods, and steel (Nippon steel). Other major industries are banking and insurance (Mitsubishi UFJ Financial Group), retailing and telecommunication, real estate and construction. The country has one of the lowest tax burdens among developed countries (only a quarter of GDP). Value added tax rate is about 5 percent. In doing business with U.S., slowdown in the Japanese economy resulted in its slipping down and being edged out by other countries. Once it was the largest foreign direct investor in U.S., the position was lost to United Kingdom in 2006. In 2007 it lost the number three position as the source of U.S. imports. In order to identify and overcome the problem areas, in July 2008, in a Report-to-Leaders, U.S.-Japan Regulatory Reform Initiative detailed and proposed various measures. The report reflected the problematic areas such as medical devices and pharmaceuticals, distribution, financial and insurance services, intellectual rights and competition policy and the measures taken by Japan government to open its business and investment sectors. Areas of dispute In December 2003 Japan imposed a ban on import of beef from U.S.exporters due to a reported case of “mad-cow-disease. The ban was lifted for a very short period from December 2005 to January 2006, and again re-imposed after bone materials were found in imported beef. In December 2007 Japanese government proposed a conditional lift of the ban, which was rejected by U.S. who demanded total lift of the ban. A Japanese government advisory panel, in May 2007, recommended that the government should try to form an Economic Partnership Agreement (EPA) with U.S. to foster economic growth and bilateral trade. With the conclusion of Free Trade Agreement (FTA) of U.S. with South Korea, EPA is seen as a desperate attempt by Japan to cover up the sentiment of being losing its importance to U.S. Japanese exporters conveyed their feeling to government for being ‘left out’ in comparison to their Korean counterpart. China has already emerged as the largest source of U.S. imports; it has enjoyed the status of most favored nation by U.S. With the implementation of FTA the importance and focus of U.S. trade may further drift to South Korea. However it is argued that Japan’s restrictions on agricultural imports may prove to be a roadblock in implementing EPA. Banks, suppliers, manufacturers and distributors of Japan are known for co-operation in closely-knit groups called “keiretsu”, making it difficult for entry of U.S. insurance companies to do business in Japan. In addition it is being complained that very little public information is available on insurance regulations for doing business in Japan. However, in successive agreements in 1994 and 1996, Japan agreed to give access to life and non-life insurance providers of U.S. in specialty insurance markets such as cancer insurance, nursing care, personal accident and hospitalization. U.S. and Japan had contradictory views in Doha round of WTO (World Trade Organization) negotiation. While U.S. advocated for removal of barriers on agricultural imports and subsidy to agricultural production, Japan strongly objected to it. U.S opposed Japan’s proposal that national antidumping laws and actions thereof by the member countries should be examined. Conclusion A stagnant Japanese economy is a matter of concern for U.S. Japan is a strategic and leading trade partner of U.S. As such U.S. has always come out with a helping hand for Japan in its time of crisis in international trade as well as domestic crisis. The late 1980s saw the bust of “bubble economy” in Japan. This was followed by a long period (1992-2002) of economic stagnation. At this juncture U.S. came forward with various proposals and suggestions to help Japan recover the crisis. U.S. emphasized the need to liberalize the labor market of Japan, eliminate obstacle to foreign investment and overhaul the inefficient and protected agricultural sector. Some of these suggestions were taken into consideration by Japan. The Japanese government took some bold steps to privatize some of the inefficient government corporations, slowed the public works which were not much needed, to save government money. In a landmark decision the government of Japan privatized ‘Japan Post’ whose financial entities hold assets equivalent to China’s current Gross Domestic Product. Recent statistical data shows that imports and exports of nuclear reactors, boilers and machinery parts have gained importance between the two countries. U. S. exports to Japan have increased by 5 percent. This was 13.3 percent of the total exports by U.S. to Japan. At the same time U. S. imports of nuclear reactors, boilers and machinery comprised 20 percent of the total imports from Japan. U.S. exports to Japan witnessed a growth in cereals, inorganic chemicals, raw hides and skins. However U.S. importers from Japan witnessed very little growth. This may be attributed to the fact that Japan is increasing its trade with Asian countries. International Monetary Firm (IMF) recently reported that trade among East Asian Countries saw a phenomenal growth of about 850 percent for the period 1990-2006. Japan is a leading supplier of the intermediate raw materials required by fast developing Asian countries like China. However, it cannot be concluded that Asia has replaced U.S. as Japan’s major export market. Japan’s trade surplus with all of Asia was just below the trade surplus it maintained with U.S. Trade between U.S. and Japan should explore new areas of interests with changing environment in global trade.

Free Trade Solves nuclear war. 

Copley News Service, 1999 

[Dec 1, LN]

For decades, many children in America and other countries went to bed fearing annihilation by nuclear war. The specter of nuclear winter freezing the life out of planet Earth seemed very real. Activists protesting the World Trade Organization's meeting in Seattle apparently have forgotten that threat. The truth is that nations join together in groups like the WTO not just to further their own prosperity, but also to forestall conflict with other nations. In a way, our planet has traded in the threat of a worldwide nuclear war for the benefit of cooperative global economics. Some Seattle protesters clearly fancy themselves to be in the mold of nuclear disarmament or anti-Vietnam War protesters of decades past. But they're not. They're special-interest activists, whether the cause is environmental, labor or paranoia about global government. Actually, most of the demonstrators in Seattle are very much unlike yesterday's peace activists, such as Beatle John Lennon or philosopher Bertrand Russell, the father of the nuclear disarmament movement, both of whom urged people and nations to work together rather than strive against each other. These and other war protesters would probably approve of 135 WTO nations sitting down peacefully to discuss economic issues that in the past might have been settled by bullets and bombs. As long as nations are trading peacefully, and their economies are built on exports to other countries, they have a major disincentive to wage war. That's why bringing China, a budding superpower, into the WTO is so important. As exports to the United States and the rest of the world feed Chinese prosperity, and that prosperity increases demand for the goods we produce, the threat of hostility diminishes. Many anti-trade protesters in Seattle claim that only multinational corporations benefit from global trade, and that it's the everyday wage earners who get hurt. That's just plain wrong. First of all, it's not the military-industrial complex benefiting. It's U.S. companies that make high-tech goods. And those companies provide a growing number of jobs for Americans. In San Diego, many people have good jobs at Qualcomm, Solar Turbines and other companies for whom overseas markets are essential. In Seattle, many of the 100,000 people who work at Boeing would lose their livelihoods without world trade. Foreign trade today accounts for 30 percent of our gross domestic product. That's a lot of jobs for everyday workers. Growing global prosperity has helped counter the specter of nuclear winter. Nations of the world are learning to live and work together, like the singers of anti-war songs once imagined. Those who care about world peace shouldn't be protesting world trade. They should be celebrating it.
Technology

U.S. Japan cooperation is key to Japan development of science and technology. 

Logsdon, 92- Director of the Space Policy Institute at George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs( Jan 17, 1992, John M., “U.S. Japanese Space Relations at a Crossroads”, Vol. 255, Iss, 5042, http://proquest.umi.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/pqdweb?did=1786437&Fmt=7&clientId=17822&RQT=309&VName=PQD). EE
Cooperation in space science between the United States and Japan is likely to increase, whatever future course in space Japan chooses. Such cooperation has its own dynamics, driven primarily by the desire of scientists for more and better data, and usually occurs independently of more visible and politically charged forms of cooperation and competition. Unique among the spacefaring countries of the world, Japan has organized much of its space science program separately from other areas of space activity; this is an approach that the U.S. space science community has sometimes advocated, particularly when it perceives its programs threatened by the budget demands of human space flight. But if Japan's overall spending on space is modest in comparison to that of the United States, its spending on basic space science (13) is very modest, and that may be a necessary condition of independence. The 1991 ISAS budget is approximately one-twentieth that of NASA's Office of Space Science and Applications. Within this budget, ISAS not only develops scientific spacecraft, it also operates its own launch vehicles, launch site, and mission control center. Similar expenses are not charged against the NASA space science budget. The academic, research-oriented operating style of ISAS dates to its origins in the 1950s as scientists and engineers at the University of Tokyo planned Japanese participation in the International Geophysical Year. When Japan in the late 1960s reorganized its institutional structure for space to pursue space development more aggressively, ISAS fought hard and successfully to retain its independence. The Institute stayed affiliated with the University of Tokyo until 1981, when it became a national research institute. There are pressures for change, however. The Space Activities Commission is pushing for more ISAS-NASDA cooperation, and ISAS is working with MITI on several projects, including a German-Japanese effort to develop an automated reentry capsule for returning experiments from orbit and an ISAS-NASDA-MITI retrievable (by the U.S. shuttle) platform, the Space Flyer Unit, for microgravity research in orbit. As ISAS budgets, capabilities, and involvement with other agencies grow, it is likely to become more integrated into the mainstream of Japan's space development activities rather than remain a self-sufficient enclave of pure research. Although ISAS has launched 20 missions in 21 years, concentrating on x-ray astronomy, upper atmosphere studies, and solar physics, these missions have been low in cost and simple in concept and design. There is a sense within Japan that such simple missions may be reaching the point of diminishing scientific returns. Spurred on by Japanese scientists interested in solar system exploration, ISAS has recently been successful in pressuring the government to allow it to develop a larger launch vehicle capable of carrying out lunar and planetary missions. This vehicle, called the M-5, is scheduled for a first launch in 1995 and will allow ISAS to launch spacecraft up to three times heavier than before. One 1996 flight will launch the recently approved Lunar-A mission, which will send several penetrators into the lunar surface at different locations for geological measurements; other solar system missions are also being planned, including one in 1996 to investigate the Martian atmosphere. ISAS scientists in areas other than solar system exploration are also designing larger missions to take advantage of the M-5 capabilities, and there is talk of even more ambitious post-2000 science missions that would require the use of the H-II launch vehicle under development by NASDA. These missions will be possible only if ISAS obtains a significantly larger budget, which is not likely, or combines less frequent launches of its own missions with more participation in international cooperative undertakings than has been the case in the past. To be sure, there has been some limited international involvement on the part of ISAS, and the United States has been the primary cooperative partner, mainly through exchanges of data, scientists, and occasionally instruments on spacecraft; the Japanese Solar-A mission launched in August 1991 carried a U.S.-supplied soft x-ray telescope as one of its two major instruments. ISAS has also been part of the multilateral planning for and conduct of missions such as the 1986 encounter with Comet Halley and the upcoming International Solar Terrestrial Physics (ISTP) program. An important change in past ISAS behavior is the Geotail mission, planned for a 1992 launch as part of the ISTP. Both U.S. and Japanese instruments will be mounted on a spacecraft developed and controlled by ISAS but launched by the United States. This kind of mutual dependence is unusual for ISAS, and it may set a precedent for more intimate cooperation in space science between Japan and the United States (or Europe or Russia) in the future.

--XT: Technology
Japan US Coop on New projects solves for costs, American business, Tech innovation and the alliance 

Beckner 7-03 (Christian Beckner, Christian Beckner is a Managing Consultant and Senior Homeland Security Analyst in IBM's Global Leadership, U.S.-Japan Space Policy: A Framework for 21st Century Cooperation Initiative, CSIS http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/taskforcereport.pdf) These arguments are counter-balanced by four positive imperatives for the United States to support a new framework for cooperation. First, the federal government faces growing fiscal constraints, and a stronger relationship with Japan could facilitate cost-sharing on research and development (R&D) and expensive projects (as is currently the case with the International Space Station and ballistic missile defense). Second, a stronger relationship could increase business for U.S. firms in the space industry. American aerospace companies would likely be able to increase their role as high-value subcontractors on Japanese-led projects. Smaller companies could improve their access to the Japanese market. In addition, by taking away the incentive for Japanese firms to develop autonomous capabilities, new competition would be preempted, at least in the short to medium-term. Third, the United States would gain a stronger position as a global standard-setter for space technology. Its leadership has been under assault in recent years, most notably in the case of Europe’s Galileo system. Japan can be thought of as a “swing vote” in the global standards- setting battle. Stronger cooperation will improve the United States’ ability to persuade its ally of the wisdom of alignment on standards. This could have the secondary effect of dissuading Europe from introducing new, competitive standards in the future. Fourth, and most importantly, a new framework could strengthen the overall bilateral alliance and Japan’s regional security posture, to the benefit of U.S. strategic interests. By treating Japan as a trusted partner in space policy, the United States would assist Japan’s cautious steps forward toward assertiveness in regional security, and also help to keep its views in concert with U.S. policy. This would facilitate responsible and cooperative action on critical concerns of U.S. policymakers, in particular over North Korea. These four positive reasons for cooperation outweigh the cautionary or negative factors discussed earlier. On balance, it makes sense for the United States to support the idea of enhanced cooperation with Japan in the area of space policy. But what should this new framework look like? From the U.S. point of view, any new agreement between the two countries might include the following elements: 1. Commitment by Japan to participate in new science-focused space projects. 2.Agreement on launch quotas to prevent predatory pricing in the market and ensure sufficient demand for US companies 3.New tightly-written assurances on space technology transfer, in effecting creating an export control “customs area” 4. ReinforcementofthecommitmenttofullcompatibilityoftheQuasi-ZenithSatellite System (QZSS) with the Global Positioning System (GPS).5. Real-time access to intelligence from Japanese satellites in any areas where there are gaps in U.S. or private sector coverage.

Japan and US science and tech cooperation improve relations and prevent a free market collapse, environment decay, and global technological advances. 

OIS 97 (Office of International Affairs- Maximizing U.S Interesting in Science and Technology Relations with Japan Page- 128-129) AAA

Japanese government and industry no longer exercise the most potent policy tools to extract technology from foreign companies as a price of market entry, particularly control over trade and foreign direct investment. Overall, progress toward more open markets in Japan has accelerated in recent years, particularly consumer markets, as appreciation of the yen and other factors opened a significant value gap between goods produced in Japan and those produced abroad for many industries. Many U.S.-based and other foreign companies are taking advantage of new opportunities to expand market participation.1 Although the trend is moving in the right direction, the pace and degree of market opening vary widely depending on the industry. Particularly in critical sectors where sales are made to companies rather than consumers, such as automotive components and semiconductor manufacturing equipment, market barriers are still an issue. In some industries the Japanese policy environment in regulation, competition policy, intellectual property protection, and other areas still serves to prevent U.S.-based companies from fully participating in the Japanese market. Much of the rise in Japan's manufactured imports has been due to products manufactured in Asia by Japanese firms. However, in the opinion of the task force, Japan's closed markets in high-technology industries where innovation is occurring most rapidly have stunted competition and innovation. In areas where the domestic market is protected and does not drive competition and innovation, barriers to foreign and domestic entrants may do more harm to Japanese industry than to U.S. and other foreign-based competitors. In recent years a number of major changes have occurred in the U.S.-Japan science and technology relationship, most of them positive from a U.S. perspective. The strengths of the U.S. innovation and market systems have reasserted themselves, particularly, but not exclusively, in information-related industries. Information about Japanese science and technology is much more widely available, and a growing group of U.S. scientists and engineers are capable in the Japanese language and experienced in the Japanese research and innovation environment. A wide range of U.S. manufacturing companies have developed more effective approaches to innovation, manufacturing, and marketing, in some cases adapting aspects of Japanese practices. At the same time, Japanese government and industry strategies to further strengthen Japan's leading role in global high-technology development and manufacturing have recently met with diminishing returns. Approaches to industrial development based on technology acquisition and improvement have become less effective due to the higher risks and uncertainties faced by Japanese companies as they have reached the technological frontier. Japanese firms also have faced challenges from new technological and industrial competitors in markets where they had established strong positions, such as semiconductor memories.
Warming
Alliance solves global warming 

Denmark and Kliman 10 (Abraham M. and Daniel M., Center for a New American Security, “Cornerstone: A Future Agenda for the U.S.-Japan Alliance”, 6-10-2010, http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/USJapanPolicyBrief_DenmarkKliman_June2010.pdf [NT]) Lastly, the alliance can complement existing initiatives to address “natural security” threats – environmental challenges like global warming and resource competition. To date, the alliance agenda has yet to take up natural security concerns in any serious way. This is unfortunate. Although removed from the more traditional threats the alliance has traditionally countered, natural security threats pose a considerable challenge to the United States and Japan given their reliance on energy imports and the centrality of critical minerals to their high-technology sectors. Moreover, with two of the world’s leading science establishments, the United States and Japan have an unparalleled capacity to address natural security threats. Putting natural security squarely on the alliance agenda will ensure it receives adequate attention from high-level policymakers rather than languishes as one of many areas comprising the bilateral relationship. Under the auspices of the alliance, the United States and Japan should launch bilateral collaboration to develop clean energy technology, establish a common U.S.-Japan standard for mitigating greenhouse gases and work to devise substitutes for critical minerals. To be sure, natural security will never displace the many traditional security challenges the alliance confronts, but it constitutes an important future area for alliance cooperation.
Extinction. 

Tickell, 2008

[Oliver, Climate Researcher, The Guardian, 8-11, “On a planet 4C hotter, all we can prepare for is extinction”, http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/aug/11/climatechange]

We need to get prepared for four degrees of global warming, Bob Watson told the Guardian last week. At first sight this looks like wise counsel from the climate science adviser to Defra. But the idea that we could adapt to a 4C rise is absurd and dangerous. Global warming on this scale would be a catastrophe that would mean, in the immortal words that Chief Seattle probably never spoke, "the end of living and the beginning of survival" for humankind. Or perhaps the beginning of our extinction. The collapse of the polar ice caps would become inevitable, bringing long-term sea level rises of 70-80 metres. All the world's coastal plains would be lost, complete with ports, cities, transport and industrial infrastructure, and much of the world's most productive farmland. The world's geography would be transformed much as it was at the end of the last ice age, when sea levels rose by about 120 metres to create the Channel, the North Sea and Cardigan Bay out of dry land. Weather would become extreme and unpredictable, with more frequent and severe droughts, floods and hurricanes. The Earth's carrying capacity would be hugely reduced. Billions would undoubtedly die. Watson's call was supported by the government's former chief scientific adviser, Sir David King, who warned that "if we get to a four-degree rise it is quite possible that we would begin to see a runaway increase". This is a remarkable understatement. The climate system is already experiencing significant feedbacks, notably the summer melting of the Arctic sea ice. The more the ice melts, the more sunshine is absorbed by the sea, and the more the Arctic warms. And as the Arctic warms, the release of billions of tonnes of methane – a greenhouse gas 70 times stronger than carbon dioxide over 20 years – captured under melting permafrost is already under way. To see how far this process could go, look 55.5m years to the Palaeocene-Eocene Thermal Maximum, when a global temperature increase of 6C coincided with the release of about 5,000 gigatonnes of carbon into the atmosphere, both as CO2 and as methane from bogs and seabed sediments. Lush subtropical forests grew in polar regions, and sea levels rose to 100m higher than today. It appears that an initial warming pulse triggered other warming processes. Many scientists warn that this historical event may be analogous to the present: the warming caused by human emissions could propel us towards a similar hothouse Earth. 
--XT:Warming

US-Japan space cooperation could solve climate change, nuclear disarmament, proliferation, and aid with international security

Katzuto Suzuki, Associate Professor at Hokkaido University Public Polic School, 6/18-19/2010, “Space Cannot be Safe Without Japan-US Cooperation”, http://www.sof.or.jp/en/topics/pdf/10_01_g.pdf KC

Furthermore, the United States and Japan can do many other things by using their space assets. Space is an unmistakably useful tool for monitoring climate change, nuclear disarmament and its proliferation, and for confidence building measures. Japan has long implemented self-regulation on using space for security purposes, but since 2008 the new Basic Law for Space Activities has been implemented which allows the use of space for international and national security purposes. As space technology is inherently dual-use technology, Japan has developed very sophisticated space technology through civilian programs that might also provide various services for regional and international security. The United States and Japan have fully cooperated in civilian programs such as the International Space Station, but the level of cooperation in security matters is still immature due to the self-imposed regulations by Japan. But the Basic Law for Space Activities has opened up a wide variety of possibilities on which both of us can cooperate to ensure long-term sustainability of the space environment. Cooperation between the United States and Japan will undoubtedly be a most important factor in maintaining the safe and secure use of space. 

Japan and US science and tech cooperation improve relations and prevent a free market collapse, environment decay, and global technological advances. 

OIS 97 (Office of International Affairs- Maximizing U.S Interesting in Science and Technology Relations with Japan Page- 128-129) AAA

Japanese government and industry no longer exercise the most potent policy tools to extract technology from foreign companies as a price of market entry, particularly control over trade and foreign direct investment. Overall, progress toward more open markets in Japan has accelerated in recent years, particularly consumer markets, as appreciation of the yen and other factors opened a significant value gap between goods produced in Japan and those produced abroad for many industries. Many U.S.-based and other foreign companies are taking advantage of new opportunities to expand market participation.1 Although the trend is moving in the right direction, the pace and degree of market opening vary widely depending on the industry. Particularly in critical sectors where sales are made to companies rather than consumers, such as automotive components and semiconductor manufacturing equipment, market barriers are still an issue. In some industries the Japanese policy environment in regulation, competition policy, intellectual property protection, and other areas still serves to prevent U.S.-based companies from fully participating in the Japanese market. Much of the rise in Japan's manufactured imports has been due to products manufactured in Asia by Japanese firms. However, in the opinion of the task force, Japan's closed markets in high-technology industries where innovation is occurring most rapidly have stunted competition and innovation. In areas where the domestic market is protected and does not drive competition and innovation, barriers to foreign and domestic entrants may do more harm to Japanese industry than to U.S. and other foreign-based competitors. In recent years a number of major changes have occurred in the U.S.-Japan science and technology relationship, most of them positive from a U.S. perspective. The strengths of the U.S. innovation and market systems have reasserted themselves, particularly, but not exclusively, in information-related industries. Information about Japanese science and technology is much more widely available, and a growing group of U.S. scientists and engineers are capable in the Japanese language and experienced in the Japanese research and innovation environment. A wide range of U.S. manufacturing companies have developed more effective approaches to innovation, manufacturing, and marketing, in some cases adapting aspects of Japanese practices. At the same time, Japanese government and industry strategies to further strengthen Japan's leading role in global high-technology development and manufacturing have recently met with diminishing returns. Approaches to industrial development based on technology acquisition and improvement have become less effective due to the higher risks and uncertainties faced by Japanese companies as they have reached the technological frontier. Japanese firms also have faced challenges from new technological and industrial competitors in markets where they had established strong positions, such as semiconductor memories.
Alternative energy
US Japan relations are weak now- key to solving the economy and developing clean energy

New York Times 10 (Jim Foster and Don Kanak. “A Reset in Japan-U.S. Relations?” September 15 http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/16/opinion/16iht-edfoster.html)
For some time, both Japan and the United States have failed to deal with outstanding irritants in their economic relationship, such as the continuing restrictions on the import of U.S. beef. This has stymied efforts to extend the U.S.-Japan economic dialogue into new, more promising areas. At the same time, the dispute over the location of the U.S. Marine Futenma air station on Okinawa became a standard by which the Hatoyama government's commitment to the U.S.-Japan relationship was measured. As a result, that one issue absorbed energies that might have been spent on a badly needed discussion about the future of the security relationship. It also contributed to Hatoyama's ultimate fall. But there can be a fresh start only if both sides are ready to rebuild trust and purpose, and to produce tangible results on issues that really matter. The U.S.-Japan security alliance is strong, but not as strong as it should be. American attention and capabilities have been diverted from Northeast Asia by wars elsewhere; on the economic side, investment and trade flows between the United States and Japan have slowed as more dynamic and faster growing markets have beckoned. The Futenma airfield has dominated the U.S.-Japan security dialogue over the past year in a way that is out of all proportion to its strategic significance. Resolving this issue would help turn attention to a comprehensive assessment of American and Japanese capabilities in the region and the threats that need to be addressed. It would be wise to start this process sooner rather than later, considering the fiscal adjustments faced by both the United States and Japan and the potential impact on their defense budgets. A broader, regional approach is becoming more important in assessing the bilateral relationship and the future of the U.S. forward deterrent. Constructively including China in this approach, given its growing military capabilities, is key to any long-term resolution of regional tensions, like those on the Korean Peninsula. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton's recent statements in Vietnam signaled that the United States will not stand aside in important regional disputes. To some, that appears to set the United States as a counterweight to China. A true balance of power, however, requires that the United States invest in multiparty Asian solutions that give China an appropriate role to protect its interests while ensuring that no single country can dictate outcomes. A sound U.S.-Japan alliance needs to be embedded in that broader regional context. Coincident with these security concerns, the United States and Japan need to focus on reviving and refashioning regional economic institutions. This has at times been a matter of concern as Japan has tried to balance its relations with the United States with its need to promote a more integrated Asian market open to Japanese goods. At the same time, the United States has been sensitive about the formation of any economic grouping in which it does not have a seat at the head table. The new Japanese administration should use its remaining months as chairman of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum (APEC) to prepare for issues that can be worked on collaboratively with the United States when the U.S. succeeds Japan in November. One major concern should be engaging Asian nations on a sustainable environmental path. As the largest developed economies, the United States and Japan must provide the leadership and technology to encourage other Asian nations to join a climate deal with real commitments - something most (including the United States) have been reluctant to do. This is not a zero-sum game, but one that offers huge opportunities for domestic growth, including export jobs, badly needed in both countries. Japan should be encouraging the United States to move faster on climate policy and energy efficiency and the two nations need to consider a collaborative approach in promoting nuclear technology. In short, there needs to be a paradigm shift. Both countries face similar problems of unsustainable deficits, low growth and divided domestic politics. Priorities need to move from small to strategic, from bilateral to multilateral, from old battles to new opportunities, and from ''zero-sum'' to ''growing the pie.'' Initiatives to promote entrepreneurship and business formation in Japan, to pool research and development efforts and promote meaningful exchange among universities, and to take the lead in Asia on the Internet and ''cloud computing'' are all examples of ways that Japan and the United States should be working together. Likewise, the U.S.-Japan bilateral security dialogue should be harnessed to the challenge of articulating and building a regional security framework that reflects the reality of emerging power centers and interests in Asia.
Alt energy investment solves extinction from warming.

Jagger ‘8  (Bianca, Chair – World Future council, CQ Congressional Testimony, “RENEWABLE ENERGY”, 3-6, L/N)

"If we go beyond the point where human intervention can no longer stabilise the system, then we precipitate unstoppable runaway climate change. That will set in motion a major extinction event comparable to the five other extinction crises that the earth has previously experienced."  I find it deeply mystifying that the vast majority of the media are still not adequately expressing the scale of the danger we face. Professor John Holdren, President of the AAAS, said in August, "We have already passed the stage of dangerous climate change.  The task now is to avoid catastrophic climate change." And as George Monbiot, in an article he wrote for the Guardian in July, said: "Unaware of the causes of our good fortune, blissfully detached from their likely termination, we drift into catastrophe."  This clearly demonstrates what the World Future Council, the organisation I chair, is advocating. If we are serious about averting climate change catastrophe, we must think in revolutionary terms, and transform our way of life, restoring rather than destroying life on earth. We must embark upon a global renewable energy revolution: if we are to achieve the necessary carbon reduction by 2020, we must replace our carbon- driven economy with a renewable energy economy."

--XT: Alternative Energy
US Japan relations are low, strong relations are key to solving prolif, econ, the enviornment, and clean energy

The Nikkei Weekly 10 (”Obama's Asia policy: Progress so far, future prospects bright” 9/21 lexisnexis)
The central challenges that the Obama administration  confronts in Asia are of two kinds: functional and geopolitical. On the functional side, energy, environment and nonproliferation appear paramount, now that the global financial crisis of 2008-2009 is past. Geopolitically, the U.S. must cope simultaneously with the rise of China and the consolidation of existing alliances, pre-eminently those with Japan, South Korea and Australia. The Asia that Obama  now faces is, of course, broadly similar to that which George W. Bush confronted only a few years ago, but the Obama  tactical and philosophical approach is sharply different. Years ago Henry Kissinger made the useful distinction between "prophets" in foreign policy, who strive aggressively to transform international affairs, as Napoleon, Woodrow Wilson and Reagan did, and "statesmen," who manage, stabilize and conciliate, as Kissinger fancied himself to do. Bush, with his invasion of Iraq, scathing rhetorical attacks on North Korea, and support for the color revolutions in the Ukraine and elsewhere, was in the "prophetic," transformational mode; Obama  has been much more the "statesman." He has stressed engagement, even with ideological foes, and has stressed democratic transformation and pursuit of human rights much less stridently than Bush. When Obama visited China in November 2009, for example, the White House did not press for meetings with nongovernmental organizations, student groups, or human-rights advocates nearly as stridently as his predecessors, although there is little doubt about the president's personal commitment in that regard. The Obama administration has also been much more multilateral in its Asia diplomacy than Bush ever was. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton has attended meetings of the ASEAN Regional Forum and the ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conferences, which her predecessor Condoleezza Rice regularly dismissed. Obama has been supportive of "minilateral" dialogue, including those among Japan, South Korea and the U.S., as well as the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation process itself. The Obama administration, to be sure, has favored the Group of 20 global multilateral process over the Group of Eight process. Japan's own role is clearly more substantial in G-8, as it is the only Asian member, and one of only eight members in total. There are, conversely, five East and South Asian members in the G-20 - Japan, China, India, South Korea and Indonesia - which represent fully one-quarter of the total. The Obama administration engages actively with each of them, and the mutual dialogue is a substantial part of its global diplomacy. Substantively, Obama's Asia policy contrasts with that of the Bush administration that preceded it in four important ways. Most dramatically, it gives much higher priority to Southeast Asia, which the Bush administration had conspicuously neglected. Secretary Clinton has visited the region several times, and Obama  once. On her latest visit, in July 2010, Clinton pointedly sided with ASEAN in the South China Sea dispute, rovoking considerable irritation in Beijing. Obama has also given much higher priority to nonmilitary dimensions of policy than Bush did. In this regard, energy and the environment - especially energy efficiency and the development of clean energy sources such as solar and wind power - have been given special priority. This emphasis has found its way into U.S.-Japan relations, in the new Okinawa-Hawaii Clean Energy Cooperation. Nuclear issues have also been pursued in a somewhat different way. Both Bush and Obama stressed nonproliferation to other countries, such as North Korea and Iran, but Obama has accompanied these admonitions with a clear pursuit of nuclear arms reduction and reducing the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, for which he was awarded the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize. Apart from his 2009 Prague speech, early 2010 Washington nuclear conference and "reset" in relations with Russia, the Obama administration has also taken symbolic steps, such as the first-ever participation in 2010 of an American ambassador in Hiroshima's annual Aug. 6 commemoration of the atomic bombing, which a Republican administration arguably would not have taken. Obama's strong desire to reduce the role of nuclear weapons in world affairs, coupled with the pronounced Bush orientation toward India, made it difficult initially for the Obama administration to develop strong ties with New Delhi. Yet during the latter half of 2009, U.S.-Indian relations sharply improved. Prime Minister Manmohan Singh's Washington, D.C., visit was considered a success, and involved the only state dinner at the White House in Obama's first year in office. There has been a somewhat different dynamic in U.S. relations with Japan and South Korea under Obama than under Bush, although the difference seems more due to changes in local politics, and to the Cheongnam incident, in which a South Korean warship was apparently sunk by a North Korean torpedo, than to policy shifts in Washington. The U.S. has shown unusually strong solidarity with Seoul under Obama - including substantive summit meetings, a renewed promise to pass the KORUS free trade agreement, political-military talks involving secretaries of both state and defense in Seoul, and extensive joint military exercises. Relations with Japan have been somewhat more troubled, with the failure of Japan to implement the long-awaited U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma agreement overshadowing a broad range of creative efforts to strengthen the bilateral alliance, in this 50th year of the current U.S.-Japan security treaty. In recent months, President Obama's approval ratings have fallen slightly, as economic prospects in the U.S. have darkened again, and frustration over the war in Afghanistan has risen. The prospects are strong that the Republicans will take control of Congress in this fall's midterm elections, and sharply reduce Democratic majorities in the Senate. Yet some Congressional setbacks for a ruling party in midterm elections are normal in the U.S. And Obama's formidable grassroots organization from the 2008 campaign remains intact, nurtured by unprecedented use of the Internet to organize an ongoing series of events. Obama will be difficult to defeat in 2012, especially because Republicans are divided internally by the Tea Party movement, which complicates the calculations of their most qualified mainstream candidates, such as former state of Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney. Looking to the future, the Obama administration's pre-eminent challenge appears to be the rise of Asian continentalism - not just China, but the deepening ties among China, Russia and India, driven by energy and arms sales. To arrest prospects for this deepening entente, and to enhance the prospects of regional stability as its military role in the Middle East and South Asia recedes, the U.S. needs to comprehensively deepen ties with India, enlisting Japan actively in this effort. Very soon India, perhaps next year at the Honolulu summit, should be admitted to APEC. Broadening the U.S.-Japan alliance, to include cooperative endeavors in energy, technology, mass transit and education, in which the people and the business communities of both nations believe, is also important. Technology is an especially strategic and promising area for cooperation, where ties between Japan and the U.S. are much closer than with China, as the charts above suggest, and where the U.S. Ambassador to Japan, John Roos, has special expertise. 

Survival

US-Japan space cooperation is key to better the future of space for all of humankind

Katzuto Suzuki, Associate Professor at Hokkaido University Public Polic School, 6/18-19/2010, “Space Cannot be Safe Without Japan-US Cooperation”, http://www.sof.or.jp/en/topics/pdf/10_01_g.pdf KC
Space is truly global and common to all human kind. It doesn't have borders, and all spacecraft are supposed to be free to visit the orbit above any part of the earth. Because of that, space exploration brings many benefits to humans on earth in various ways – telecommunications, weather forecasts, and of course, international security. However, this freedom of activity in space is under threat. The anti-satellite (ASAT) experiment by China in 2007 was a wake-up call to the vulnerability of space assets. Furthermore, such ASAT activity dramatically increases the amount of space debris, which might damage space assets without regard to their nationality or use (military or civilian). Space is open to any one who wishes to use it peacefully (i.e. non-aggressively), and those who participate in space activities should respect the sustainability of the use of the space environment. The United States and Japan, two advanced space-faring nations, should cooperate to improve international regulations and the establishing of an international code of conduct. It is an obvious benefit for both of us to maintain security in space, and we shall abide by the rules that we promote. But it is not enough as long as there are other states that might threaten the space environment. Both the United States and Japan are capable of improving our capability for removing these threats by intensifying the capability of Space Situational Awareness and possibly by developing debris removal technology. 

Environment

US-Japan Alliance key to environment

U.S. ENVIROMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY NO DATE (“U.S.-Japan Agreement on Cooperation in Environmental Protection” http://www.epa.gov/oiamount/regions/Asia/japan/agreemnt.html)

The US- Japan Agreement on Cooperation in Environmental Protection was signed in Washington, D.C., on August 5, 1975. Since the initiation of implementation of the Agreement, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been the Executive Agency on the U.S. side, and the Environment Ministry (previously Agency) of Japan is EPA's counterpart. The Agreement pledges the governments of the two countries will maintain and promote cooperation in the field of environmental protection on the basis of equality, reciprocity, and mutual benefit, through such instruments of technical cooperation as: meetings of working-level experts; visits and exchanges of scientists, technicians and other experts; implementation of agreed-upon cooperative projects; and exchange of information and data on research activities, policies, practices, legislation and regulations, and analysis of operating programs. The areas of cooperation described in the agreement include: air pollution control (mobile and stationary sources) water pollution (including municipal and industrial wastewater treatment, marine pollution control, agricultural runoff and pesticide control) control and disposal of toxic substances endocrine desrupting chemicals global climate change. The Agreement establishes a Joint Planning and Coordination Committee (JPCC) which meets periodically to discuss major environmental policy issues, and to coordinate and review activities and accomplishments under the Agreement. As stipulated in the Agreement, meetings of the JPCC alternate between the U.S. and Japan.

Laundry List

U.S.-Japan Alliance solves laundry list including: {North Korea, China, Japan, Russia, Proliferation, Economy, Nuke war, Aggression, Stability, India, Middle east, Iran, Africa, Freedom, Piracy, Trade, Militarization, Relations (with everyone), Humanitarian Assistance, Democracy Assistance, Terrorism, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Cyber threats, International Law, Protection and access to Space, Reduction of WMDs, Cooperation (with everyone), Access to critical resources}

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
II. Common Strategic Objectives Based on the assessment of the changing security environment, the Ministers revalidated and updated the Alliance’s Common Strategic Objectives of 2005 and 2007. The Ministers decided that the following represent Alliance Common Strategic Objectives: Ensure the security of Japan and strengthen peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. Enhance the capability to address a variety of contingencies affecting the United States and Japan. Deter provocations by North Korea; achieve the complete, and verifiable denuclearization of North Korea, including its uranium enrichment program, through irreversible steps and, through the Six Party process; resolve issues related to proliferation, ballistic missiles, illicit activities, and humanitarian concerns, including the matter of abductions by North Korea; fully implement United Nations Security Council resolutions and the September 2005 Joint Statement of the Six-Party Talks; and support peaceful unification. Strengthen trilateral security and defense cooperation with both Australia and the Republic of Korea. Encourage China’s responsible and constructive role in regional stability and prosperity, its cooperation on global issues, and its adherence to international norms of behavior, while building trust among the United States, Japan, and China. Improve openness and transparency with respect to China’s military modernization and activities and, strengthen confidence building measures. While welcoming the progress to date in improving cross-Strait relations, encourage the peaceful resolution of cross-Strait issues through dialogue. Encourage Russia’s constructive engagement in the Asia-Pacific region. Realize full normalization of Japan and Russia relations through the resolution of the Northern Territories issue. Discourage the pursuit and acquisition of military capabilities that could destabilize the regional security environment. Strengthen security cooperation among the United States, Japan, and ASEAN and support ASEAN’s efforts to promote democratic values and a unified market economy. Welcome India as a strong and enduring Asia-Pacific partner and encourage India’s growing engagement with the region and participation in regional architectures. Promote trilateral dialogue among the United States, Japan, and India. Promote effective cooperation through open, multilayered regional networks and rule-making mechanisms, including the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF), the ASEAN Defence Ministers’ Meeting-Plus (ADMM+), Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC), and the East Asia Summit (EAS). In order to support fragile states and promote human security, strengthen U.S.-Japan cooperation in areas of humanitarian assistance, governance and capacity building, peacekeeping operations, and development assistance. Prevent and eradicate terrorism. Seek the peace and security of a world without nuclear weapons, while maintaining necessary deterrence. Promote the nonproliferation and reduction of weapons of mass destruction and their means of delivery, and hold states accountable for violating their non-proliferation obligations. Maintain safety and security of the maritime domain by defending the principle of freedom of navigation, including preventing and eradicating piracy, ensuring free and open trade and commerce, and promoting related customary international law and international agreements. Maintain our cooperation with respect to protection of and access to space, and cyberspace where we share interests. Promote the resilience of critical infrastructure, including the security of information and space systems. Strengthen international cooperation on disaster prevention and relief. Promote the highest level of safety of civil nuclear programs, and enhance the capability to address nuclear incidents. Promote dialogue on the diversification of supplies of critical resources and materials, including energy and rare earths. Consult on efforts to enhance the ability of the United Nations Security Council to carry out its mandate and effectively meet the challenges of the new century through reform, looking forward to an expanded Council that includes Japan as a permanent member. Promote stability and prosperity in the Middle East and North Africa by pursuing opportunities to support and encourage democratic reforms. Ensure Iran’s full compliance with its international obligations and return to serious negotiations with the P5+1 regarding its nuclear program. As part of the dual-track approach, the United States and Japan will continue robust implementation of UN Security Council Resolutions. While welcoming the launch of transition in Afghanistan, ensure sustained progress through continued support for the Afghan National Security Forces (ANSF), and strengthen civilian efforts to promote effective governance and development. Support Pakistan’s efforts to strengthen civilian governance and to implement economic reforms.
US-Japan cooperation is a pillar of the international liberal order – maintains security, democracy, human rights and rule of law. 

The Tokyo Foundation and the Center for a New American Security Study Group on the Future of the Japan-U.S. Alliance, 10/27/2010, “Joint Statement Renewing Old Promises and Exploring New Frontiers”, http://www.tokyofoundation.org/en/additional_info/tf-cnas_on_alliance.pdf KC

The Japan-U.S. alliance remains vital because it not only advances mutual interests in security and the economy but also because it serves as a pillar of a liberal international order sustained by common values such as freedom, democracy, human rights, and the rule of law. It was this order that facilitated economic growth and the development of democratic institutions in many Asian countries and also promoted regional cooperation. Furthermore, the liberal international order aided economic reform in China from the late 1970s onward and to this day has enabled China’s remarkable rise. One key component of the liberal international order has been access to the global commons, i.e. the maritime, air, space, and cyber domains that connect the world. A new core role that the Japan-U.S. alliance should serve is to ensure that the global commons remain available to all nations in the world. To this end, the two allies should play a joint leadership role in further developing and creating international legal provisions governing the use of the global commons. Another vital dimension of maintaining the liberal international order is an effective regional security architecture in Asia, comprised of both formal institutions and informal networks. Japan should contribute to this architecture by regularly conducting political and strategic dialogues with its Asian neighbors. Moreover, Japan and the United States should promote strengthened trilateral ties with likeminded countries such as South Korea, Australia, India, Indonesia, and the Philippines. Japan and the United States should also play a leading role in fostering greater regional cooperation on nontraditional security issues, including support for capacity building in Southeast Asian countries. 

Japan Space Revitalization NB

Japan is scaling back on their space operations in light of recent string of mission fails

Vieru, 10 – Tudor Vieru, science editor on space issues (12/18/10, News Today, “JAXA may Need to Downscale Its Space Ambitions”, http://news.softpedia.com/news/JAXA-May-Need-to-Downscale-Its-Space-Ambitions-173513.shtml) MH
Space analysts in Japan believe that the nation's space agency may need to rethink its long-term space strategy and ambitions, following last week's failure to put a spacecraft in Venusian orbit. This is the second of two probes to miss its target, after the spacecraft Nozomi swung past Mars in 2003, failing to get captured in a stable orbit. That mission is currently on a heliocentric orbit.  Last week, the Akatsuki space probe, the world's first weather satellite around another planet, failed to decelerate sufficiently to be captured in an orbit around Venus, and overshot the planet.  According to early calculations, it will take until late 2016 – early 2017 for another orbital insertion attempt to become possible. These poor results deserve proper scrutiny, experts now say. Even Akatsuki mission scientists believe that the Japanese Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA) should take a close, hard look at its plans, and trim them according to its actual capabilities.  “Our score is zero wins, two losses. We have to be more conservative to plan our next planetary mission, so it will never fail in any aspect,” JAXA official Takehiko Satoh told Space on December 16. The interview was taken at the 2010 annual fall meeting of the American Geophysical Union (AGU), which was held in San Francisco, California, between December 13-17. On December 6, Akatsuki reached a point some 342 miles (550 kilometers) away from its target. Once there, it was supposed to fire its thrusters, get obscured by the planet for a few minutes, then resume communications and enter orbit.  But the 22-minute communications blackout turned into a 90-minute one, and once contact was established the JAXA mission control team could see that the spacecraft was speeding away from its intended target. According to Satoh, JAXA experts still have no idea why the thrusters misfired. “The pressure decrease was the direct cause. But we don't know why the pressure shut down,” he said. The expert added that the Akatsuki team is relatively optimistic about the second orbital insertion attempt. “Everybody thought Hayabusa was unrecoverable. We now share that never-give-up-spirit with the Hayabusa team,” he explained. The Hayabusa sample-return flight spent years traveling to the asteroid Ikotawa, and then returning home. Nearly everything that could have failed on it did, yet the sample chamber was safely returned to Earth this June.  “With Mars exploration, so many scientists want a big lander or a big rover. If we had previous successes with planetary orbital insertions, we might say, OK, we'll try something big,” Satoh said. “But now, maybe we can do an orbiter and a very small lander or a small rover,” he added, saying that JAXA could learn a lot from NASA and the European Space Agency.

CP solves Japanese Space Leadership

Suzuki, 6- School of Policy Studies, Kwansei Gakuin University, Japan (5/5/06, Minoru, “Alternative international cooperation in space development for Japan—Need for more cost-effective space application projects”, vol. 56, iss. 1-5, http://www.sciencedirect.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/science/article/pii/S0094576506001238#secx9)
The need to maintain independence or autonomy in space development has been recognized as the basic condition for Japanese space development. This principle is important for certain areas of key and advanced technology and those related to national security. Nevertheless, Japanese space development up to the end of the last century had pursued purely peaceful purposes. Furthermore, Japan's space projects were heavily dependent on imported technology, as shown by the low localization ratio in space projects. It is important for Japan to promote international cooperation, through which Japan can learn diversified space development projects and exchange ideas. In this regard, to develop cooperative projects with European countries may be beneficial to Japan in view of the factor endowments of European countries and the various on-going space projects by ESA member countries. The US has acknowledged technological expertise in space, however, due to the International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR), mutual cooperation projects with the US in space could be difficult to develop.
***AFF***

Space Cooperation Now

Current U.S.- Japanese exchange of scientists and instruments solves the alliance 
Elachi, 11 – Dr. Charles Elachi, Directior of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Vice President of the California Institute of Technology (2011, Interview with JAXA, “Japan’s Role in Space Exploration”, http://www.jaxa.jp/article/interview/vol37/index_e.html) MH
One of JAXA's recent missions was the rendezvous and landing on an asteroid by Hayabusa. That was a major challenge. I mean, even here in the U.S. such a mission would be a major challenge. I think the involvement of ISAS both in studying asteroids and in conducting the KAGUYA (SELENE) mission to the moon, which is now in orbit, really shows the leadership that Japan is taking in planetary exploration. JAXA has had a number of programs that involved international activity, not only in planetary exploration but also in Earth science. So we at JPL have participated many times in Earth observation missions for which Japan had developed the spacecraft. And we've also had a number of scientists from Japan involved in our missions here. These international exchanges, where either scientists or instruments from the U.S. fly on Japanese spacecraft or vice versa, build a strong scientific and human relationship between countries. That's very important in science and space exploration, and you have been very proactive in doing that.
US and Japan already cooperating over space 

Space Foundation, February 2011, “Event Celebrates U.S. - Japan Space Cooperation”, http://newsletters.spacefoundation.org/spacewatch/articles/id/745 KC

Space policymakers and industry executives celebrated United States-Japan space cooperation at a reception Jan. 31 at the Washington, D.C., residence of the Ambassador of Japan to the United States, Ichiro Fujisaki. Sponsored by the Space Foundation, the Ambassador and the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA), the event recognized the long and rich history of cooperation in space that began in 1969 and extends to the present day. Areas of cooperation include the transportation of astronauts and cargo to the International Space Station, Earth-observation data-sharing and other scientific satellite missions. 

Japan and the U.S. are currently working on an International space X-Ray project together

Friedman, 11 – Louis Friedman, Executive Director of The Planetary Society (2/21/11, The Space Review, “The case for international cooperation in space exploration”, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1782/1) MH
 The European Space Agency has to make decisions long in advance of their technical necessity. They will probably decide this year or next on their next big step in space exploration and choose a mission that will probably not launch until well into the 2020s. They are considering their first outer planets mission: an orbiter of Jupiter and its giant moon Ganymede, to fly as a companion to NASA’s putative Europa orbiter. An International X-Ray Observatory is also being considered in cooperation with both NASA and JAXA, the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency. It would be a large telescope companion to the James Webb Space Telescope at the Sun-Earth Lagrangian point, L2. The third candidate in the science competition is a gravity wave detector called LISA, Laser Interferometer Space Antenna. It would be a cooperative mission with NASA, utilizing three satellites.
Japan and US already cooperating over GPS and other space navigation systems

 The National Executive Committee for Space-Based Positioning, Navigation, and Timing, 1/13/2010, “Joint Announcement on United States–Japan GPS Cooperation”, http://www.pnt.gov/public/docs/2011/japan.shtml KC

During the meeting, the United States (U.S.) representatives described the status of Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) and GPS modernization and the United States’ international GPS cooperation with third parties. Representatives of the Government of Japan reported on the status of the MSAS and QZSS programs and on Japan’s international Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) – related cooperation activities. Both Governments reaffirmed the importance of providing open access to basic space-based positioning, navigation and timing (PNT) services for peaceful purposes, free of direct user fees. Both Governments reiterated that GPS and its augmentations have become indispensable for modern life in the U.S., Japan and the world, providing essential services and increased efficiencies in a broad range of applications, such as aviation and maritime safety-of-life, geodetic surveying, car and personal navigation, mobile telephone timing, international financial transactions and electric power transmission. Representatives of both Governments reviewed the ongoing work of the GPS/QZSS Technical Working Group (TWG), which was established to foster close cooperation during the development of QZSS. The TWG reaffirmed that GPS and QZSS are designed to be compatible and highly interoperable. Both Governments noted with satisfaction that the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA) and the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) have commenced operations of a QZSS Monitoring Station (MS) on NOAA property in Guam. A similar effort between JAXA and the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) to establish both a QZSS MS and a Two-Way Satellite Time and Frequency Transfer station at a NASA facility in Hawaii, in support of Japan’s National Institute of Information and Communications Technology (NICT) and the U.S. Naval Observatory (USNO), is expected to be completed shortly. Both Governments intend to continue cooperation in protecting spectrum used for GNSS and also reaffirmed the importance of pursuing the interoperability and compatibility of all current and planned GNSS with GPS and QZSS. This 8th Plenary meeting strengthened cooperative relations between the United States and Japan. Both Governments acknowledged the important future contribution of QZSS to the space-based PNT services of Japan. They affirmed that continued close cooperation in the area of navigation satellite system will contribute to the peaceful development of the Asia-Pacific region and promote global economic growth. In that regard, both Governments welcomed the 6th meeting of the International Committee on Global Navigation Satellite Systems (ICG-6) to be held in Tokyo, September 5-9, 2011 and the 3rd Asia Oceania Regional Workshop on GNSS to be held in Japan’s fiscal year 2011. 

Cooperation (generic) Now
NUQ-Japan and United States already consulting

Measures for Defense of Japan ’09 (Part III http://www.mod.go.jp/e/publ/w_paper/pdf/2009/31Part3_Chapter2_Sec2.pdf)
Japan and the United States have been engaged in consultations on the future Japan-U.S. Alliance, including force posture realignment, in recent years. As a result, the two countries have reached various epoch-making agreements for further enhancing the future Japan-U.S. Alliance. Japan and the U.S. are engaged in all types of efforts in close coordination based on the Japan-U.S. Alliance, including the May 2006 agreement on force posture realignment

NUQ-Japan and US recently renewed defense agreements

RTT ’11 (6/22/2011 RTT Staff Writer “US, Japan To Strengthen Security, Defense Cooperation” RTT News, http://www.rttnews.com/Content/TopStories.aspx?Id=1651487&SM=1)

(RTTNews) - In order to address the evolving regional and global security environment, the United States and Japan have agreed to ensure the security of Japan and strengthen peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region as well as to enhance the capability to address a variety of contingencies affecting the two allies. At the end of the Security Consultative Committee (SCC) meeting in Washington between U.S. State Secretary Hillary Rodham Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates and their Japanese counterparts Takeaki Matsumoto and Toshimi Kitazawa, a comprehensive joint statement articulating common strategic objectives and efforts to enhance the U.S.-Japan alliance was released. Based on the assessment of the changing security environment, they reviewed and updated the Alliance's Common Strategic Objectives and took the following decisions: Deter provocations by North Korea and achieve its denuclearization; Strengthen trilateral security and defense cooperation with both Australia and South Korea. Encourage China's responsible and constructive role in regional stability and prosperity, its cooperation on global issues, and its adherence to international norms of behavior, while building trust among the United States, Japan and China. Improve openness and transparency with respect to China's military modernization and activities and, strengthen confidence building measures. While welcoming the progress to date in improving cross-Strait relations, encourage the peaceful resolution of cross-Strait issues through dialogue. Realize full normalization of Japan-Russia relations through resolution of the Northern Territories issue. Discourage the pursuit and acquisition of military capabilities that could destabilize the regional security environment. trengthen security cooperation among the United States, Japan, and ASEAN and support ASEAN's efforts to promote democratic values and a unified market economy. Welcome India as a strong and enduring Asia-Pacific partner and encourage India's growing engagement with the region. Promote trilateral dialogue among the United States, Japan, and India. Promote effective cooperation through regional networks and rule-making mechanisms, including the ASEAN Regional Forum, the ASEAN Defense Ministers' Meeting-Plus, Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation, and the East Asia Summit. Promote non-proliferation and reduction of weapons of mass destruction and their means of delivery, and hold states accountable for violating their non-proliferation obligations. Maintain safety and security of the maritime domain by defending the principle of freedom of navigation, including preventing and eradicating piracy, ensuring free and open trade and commerce, and promoting related customary international law and agreements.

Using SCC Now

The SCC decided to enhance further bilateral security and defense cooperation to solve for 16 issues

U.S. Department of State, 11 (U.S. Department of State, 6/21/11, Joint Statement of the U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee, http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2011/06/166597.htm)BR
III. Strengthening of Alliance Security and Defense Cooperation In order to address the evolving regional and global security environment, the SCC members decided to seek to enhance further bilateral security and defense cooperation. The Government of Japan established the new National Defense Program Guidelines (NDPG) in 2010. The new NDPG aims to build a “Dynamic Defense Force” that is characterized by enhanced readiness, mobility, flexibility, sustainability and versatility, reinforced by advanced technology and intelligence capabilities. The Government of the United States reaffirmed its commitment in the 2010 Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR) to strengthen regional deterrence, and to maintain and enhance its military presence in the Asia-Pacific region and also affirmed its intent to tailor regional defense posture to address such challenges as the proliferation of nuclear technologies and theater ballistic missiles, anti-access/area denial capabilities, and other evolving threats, such as to outer space, to the high seas, and to cyberspace.

Relations Low

Relations are at their all time low – the US has not bothered to make any effort for engagement

Su 10 (Alastair, The Haravard Political Review, “U.S. Japan Relations: A Friendship Grown Cold”, 10-31-2010, http://hpronline.org/hprgument/u-s-japan-relations-a-friendship-grown-cold [NT])
Yet, the “back-to-normal” sentiments conceal deeper problems that undermine relations. More than ever, Japanese are becoming disenchanted with America. In Okinawa for example, applications for base jobs have declined by nearly 50% from 15,572 applicants in 2003 to 7,611 in 2009, with positive perceptions about U.S. military involvement eroding.  Japanese students seem less interested in studying English, with enrollment in U.S. universities dropping by 27% over the last decade. On the part of the U.S., such indifference appears to be reciprocated. The last high-level meeting between both countries was almost fifteen years ago in 1996, culminating in the Clinton-Hashimoto declaration. Ever since, Washington has not mustered the effort to make an engagement of the same level, though the alliance stands in dire need of re-affirmation. Many U.S.-Japan institutions are also starved of support, such as the U.S.-Japan Parliamentary Exchange Program, a once-prestigious program that saw the enthusiastic participation of a single U.S. delegate in 2007. Finally, where the alliance once existed as an active and dynamic bilateral relationship, judging from current circumstances, it’s hard to see where the alliance derives any existential meaning apart from its role in moderating China. When discussing U.S. policy in Far East, most analysts tend to dwell on the importance of the U.S.-China-Japan “triangle” — which is perfectly understandable — but what of U.S.-Japan relations as its own entity? Apart from security issues, what happened to the robust cultural, economic and intellectual dialogues that characterized the Reischauer and Mansfield years? If officials want to ensure a healthy future for the alliance, these are considerations they cannot ignore.

Polls indicate that US Japan relations are the lowest they have ever been- cooperation unlikely.

Yomiuri Shimbun 10 ( Asia News Network December 23, 2010- http://www.asianewsnet.net/home/news.php?id=16318&sec=1)
Forty per cent of Japanese respondents to a recent opinion poll consider Japan-US relations to be "poor" or "very poor", exceeding the 33 per cent who have a positive impression of the bilateral ties. It was the first time since 2000, when the joint Yomiuri Shimbun-Gallup survey began conducting interviews by telephone, that more people had a bad opinion of Japan-US relations than those who described them as "good" or "very good". The poll was conducted December 3-5 in Japan and November 30-December 6 in the United States through random dialing by computer. A total of 1,022 eligible voters aged 20 or older in Japan and 1,002 eligible US voters aged 18 or older gave valid answers. The percentage of Japanese who said Japan-US relations were "poor" or "very poor" went up sharply from 26 per cent last year, apparently due to the lack of progress in implementing the bilateral agreement to relocate the US Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture, to Nago in the prefecture. The base relocation issue was cited by 79 per cent of Japanese respondents as a factor that had undermined Japan-US relations "somewhat" or "very much". In the United States, 49 per cent of respondents said US-Japan relations are "good" or "very good", down from 51 per cent who said so last year. Only 10 per cent, up from 8 per cent in 2009, said they are "poor" or "very poor". 
US-Japan Relations low because of prime minister scandals

Takahashi 11 (Kosuke, “Ten reasons for Japan’s revolving door”, Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/MF11Dh01.html [NT])
Japanese premiers of the post-World War II period with long tenures were those who preserved the golden era of US-Japan relations. Among them were Yasuhiro Nakasone, who was best known for his strong relationship with president Ronald Reagan, popularly called the "Ron-Yasu" friendship, and Junichiro Koizumi, who nurtured a close personal accord with George W Bush. In sharp contrast, the late prime minister Kakuei Tanaka, who signed the Japan-China joint communique and achieved the normalization of diplomatic relations with China in 1972, was kicked out of office because of the so-called Lockheed bribery scandal. Japanese political analysts believe many allegations of bribery over Lockheed originated from the US administration, because Tanaka put relations with China ahead of the US-Japan alliance. Most recently, former prime minister Yukio Hatoyama, who tried to move the controversial US Futenma Marine air base from Okinawa prefecture and campaigned for an East Asia community involving China, had a tenure of less than nine months. 

US-Japan relations have been dropping – even the public is in agreement

Yomiuri Shimbun (Daily Yomiuri Online is one of the five major newspapers in Japan, Editorial, “Japan, U.S. need more private exchanges”, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/editorial/T110228004757.htm, 2-11-2010 [NT])

Japan-U.S. ties deteriorated rapidly after the Democratic Party of Japan took the reins of government in 2009. In an opinion poll conducted jointly by both countries last year, 40 percent of Japanese respondents said bilateral relations were "bad," compared with 33 percent who said they were "good." This was the first time the negative answers surpassed the positive ones, representing a symbolic shift in the Japanese public's perception of bilateral relations. The primary cause for this is undoubtedly the clumsy handling of diplomacy by the previous DPJ-led administration of former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama. Some people point out the lack of an environment in both countries that could help sustain bilateral diplomacy was another factor. Interest in Japan down According to a JCIE survey, an average of 50 U.S. members of Congress and 72 congressional staffers visited Japan every year in the latter half of the 1990s. The comparative figures dropped to 14 and 39, respectively, for the years from 2007 to 2009. The number of policy research institutes in Washington whose specialties include Japan-U.S. relations halved from 20 to 10 during the same period. These institutes have only four Japan experts, compared with 42 China experts and seven South Korea experts. Some experts regard research on Japan in the United States as facing a "silent crisis." Japan's dissemination of information abroad has stagnated due to budget shortages, and this has led to a drop in U.S. interest in Japan. This has developed into a vicious circle.
US Japan relations are low- Bad DPJ diplomacy- polls prove

The Daily Yomiuri 10 (“40% consider Japan-U.S. ties 'poor'” December 23 lexisnexis.com
Forty percent of Japanese respondents to a recent opinion poll consider Japan-U.S. relations to be "poor" or "very poor," exceeding the 33 percent who have a positive impression of the bilateral ties. It was the first time since 2000, when the joint Yomiuri Shimbun-Gallup survey began conducting interviews by telephone, that more people had a bad opinion of Japan-U.S. relations than those who described them as "good" or "very good." The poll was conducted Dec. 3-5 in Japan and Nov. 30-Dec. 6 in the United States through random dialing by computer. A total of 1,022 eligible voters aged 20 or older in Japan and 1,002 eligible U.S. voters aged 18 or older gave valid answers. The percentage of Japanese who said Japan-U.S. relations were "poor" or "very poor" went up sharply from 26 percent last year, apparently due to the lack of progress in implementing the bilateral agreement to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture, to Nago in the prefecture. The base relocation issue was cited by 79 percent of Japanese respondents as a factor that had undermined Japan-U.S. relations "somewhat" or "very much." In the United States, 49 percent of respondents said U.S.-Japan relations are "good" or "very good," down from 51 percent who said so last year. Only 10 percent, up from 8 percent in 2009, said they are "poor" or "very poor." However, a record 52 percent of Japanese said they trust the United States "very much" or "somewhat," up from 49 percent in 2009. Thirty-seven percent, down from 41 percent in 2009, said they do not trust the country "very much" or "at all." A record 76 percent of Japanese respondents said the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty contributes to the security of the Asia-Pacific region "greatly" or "somewhat." In the United States, 64 percent of respondents, down from 66 percent in 2009, said they trust Japan "very much" or "somewhat," far exceeding the 33 percent who do not trust Japan "very much" or "at all." Regarding the security treaty, 72 percent of American respondents thought it contributes to the security of the Asia-Pacific region "greatly" or "somewhat." Asked about future Japan-U.S. relations, 71 percent of Japanese said they will stay the same, 15 percent said they will get better and 11 percent said they will get worse. In the United States, 44 percent said relations will stay the same, 35 percent said they will improve and 19 percent said they will deteriorate. Asked which nations or regions would become a military threat to Japan, 84 percent of Japanese respondents chose North Korea, while 79 percent chose China and 59 percent Russia. Multiple answers were allowed. Seventy-nine percent of American respondents chose North Korea as a potential military threat, while 76 percent said the Middle East and 58 percent said China. This is the first time North Korea was selected as the No. 1 threat for the United States. DPJ's poor diplomacy to blame The survey highlights the Japanese public's concern that Japan-U.S. relations have deteriorated due to the poor diplomacy of the Democratic Party of Japan-led government. The fallout from that poor diplomacy includes confusion over issues related to the relocation of Futenma Air Station.

US Japan relations low- alleged remarks by a US diplomat have hurt relations

The Daily Yomiuri 3/11 (“Alleged remarks hurt Japan-U.S. alliance” 2011 lexisnexis)

If actually said, the remarks reportedly made by a senior U.S. diplomat maligning the people of Okinawa Prefecture were indeed inappropriate, damaging the Japan-U.S. alliance. It has been alleged that Kevin Maher, director of the Office of Japan Affairs at the U.S. State Department, said in December that the people of Okinawa are "masters of manipulation and extortion" of the Japanese government. U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Kurt Campbell on Wednesday called the alleged remarks by Maher both inaccurate and not reflective of Washington's position, and said he would offer apologies to Japan on behalf of the U.S. government. Campbell was apparently trying to bring the situation under control following the protest made by Chief Cabinet Secretary Yukio Edano to U.S. Ambassador to Japan John Roos, as well as resolutions adopted by prefectural and municipal assemblies in Okinawa objecting to the remarks. It is a matter of course for the U.S. side to apologize. 'Culture-based extortion' The alleged remarks were made during a lecture, said to have been off the record, to American students scheduled to visit Okinawa. According to notes taken by students and others, Maher said Japanese use their culture of harmony based on consensus as a means of extortion, trying to get as much money as possible by pretending to seek consensus. This has been interpreted as meaning that the people of Okinawa are demanding the central government promote Okinawa's local economy in return for the prefecture's hosting U.S. bases. Maher was even said to have used such malicious, defamatory expressions as "lazy" regarding Okinawans. Maher, who once served as U.S. consul general in Naha, is known as a Japan expert. His remarks were likely prompted by frustration over the Democratic Party of Japan-led administration, which has caused the issue of relocating the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station to stray off course as a result of its naive diplomatic policies. If Maher did in fact make the alleged remarks, they would hurt not only the feelings of the people of Okinawa Prefecture, who have been forced to bear an excessive burden in hosting U.S. bases, but those of all the Japanese people. The relationship of trust built over many years between the two countries could crumble.

Disputes threatening alliance and lowering relations

Bruce Klinger, Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation, 1/20/2010, “Military Base Dispute Strains U.S.–Japan Alliance”, http://s3.amazonaws.com/thf_media/2010/pdf/wm_2769.pdf KC

On January 19, U.S. and Japanese leaders issued laudatory remarks commemorating the 50th anniversary of the U.S.–Japan bilateral defense treaty. These remarks were made partly to deflect attention from an ongoing dispute that has caused tensions in the military partnership between the two nations. At the heart of the controversy is the newly elected Democratic Party of Japan’s (DPJ) refusal to abide by a 2006 bilateral agreement for the realignment of U.S. military forces in Japan. While some U.S. experts have minimized the important security concepts inherent to base relocation, Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama underscored these concepts’ significance by asserting that solving the Futenma issue 1 is a litmus test for developing the U.S.–Japan security arrangement. 2 U.S. officials see the dispute as the canary in the coal mine, i.e., the initial indicator of potentially worse difficulties to come in the alliance—an analysis that has triggered broader U.S. concerns over the DPJ’s long-term security plans. As one U.S. official commented, the DPJ is raising issues that question virtually every aspect of the fundamentals of the alliance. 

Natural disasters are causing Japan to drift from the US Japan alliance. 

Tay 11 (Simon Tay, The Hakarta Post- 6/16/2011- http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2011/06/16/politics-japan%E2%80%99s-next-crisis-after-triple-tragedy.html)
The fact that Japanese PM Naoto Kan recently survived no confidence motion signals that the country’s triple tragedy is being compounded by a fourth. After the earthquake and Tsunami, and with on-going uncertainty over nuclear power plants, the Japanese society has responded with stoicism and solidarity. But Japanese politics is an emerging tragedy. Kan survived only by giving a vague promise to quit after the current crisis abates. His is only the latest twist in a long drawn out crisis of confidence, seeing five Premiers in four years. Political divisions are not just between the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) and the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), so long in power, but also within factions of the DPJ. PM Kan does not enjoy widespread support. But nor does any other politician. Now in opposition, the LDP is threatening to block the budget for reconstruction even as the country grapples with the aftermath, with 100,000 still homeless from the Tsunami and the Fukushima nuclear yet to be contained. The LDP has attacked Kan’s handling of the nuclear crisis, with little self-awareness that it regulated the nuclear power industry since its infancy. Hope is fading that in response to the tragedy, Japan might rally, reform and restart growth. The dysfunction of the Japanese political system is of concern, and not just to the country itself. The Japanese economy still matters. Disruptions in Japan have rippled through global supply chains, affecting production in Thailand and other Asian manufacturing locations. With the American economy facing a double-dip and European softness, the number 3 economy in the world needs to do better. Japan also matters in the regional politics. This is some question the nature of a rising China and the capacity of a more constrained America to continue its forward presence in the Asia Pacific. Japan cannot and should not seek to contain China. But its active diplomacy could an important component in the region’s overall balance. Conversely, internal preoccupations and a revolving door of leaders will increase concerns about Chinese dominance. The normal politics is not working and Japanese need to think of abnormal solutions. If PM Kan cannot control factions in the DPJ, including former PM Hatoyama, should he not appeal directly to citizens? PM Kan asked for a grand alliance between his DPJ-led government and the LDP but this was rejected. Should Kan look to beyond the current leaders to someone like retired PM Koizumi who left while still popular and tried to reform the LDP from within? While politicians bicker, the Imperial household has been appreciated for its attention to the victims of the tragedy. Might not this symbolic institution of the country try to foster consensus? Many may dismiss these suggestions as unrealistic. But this is an extraordinary time for Japan, akin to the aftermath of war, and demands extraordinary answers. Japanese must themselves think outside of the Bento-box of political divisions. Otherwise, two trends are emerging. First, American influence on Japan is increasing and the US-Japan alliance has re-strengthened. This results from both the quick and generous support the US has given to the tragedy as well as the real Japanese concerns arising from the dispute with China over the Senkaku islands. The US — concerned about Asia but facing domestic issues and budget tightening — may also find it useful to lean on Tokyo. While their alliance is a given, an assertive America and a drifting Japan will make for over-dependence. Japan’s role in Asian regionalism will be colored accordingly, especially if relations with China grow tense. The second trend is that citizens and corporations in Japan are not looking to the politicians to provide answers. Self help groups and community organizations have grown to shoulder many of the burdens post-crisis. Japanese corporations have been responding to the disruptions to get their businesses and exports back to normal. The emerging responses is for corporate and civic improvisations, and not government action. But this does not happily translate to a consistent policy for foreign engagements. Looking past government can be especially dangerous given the amount of rebuilding that must come next, and the already enormous government debt in the country. Confidence in the Japanese government is important. Historically, American black ships opened up Japanese to foreign trade and, post-WWII, Japan was effectively run and remade by MacArthur. Today’s Japan needs a re-opening and reform, as PM Kan has already recognized and called for. But a solution — and perhaps an unorthodox one to break the present politics and head off the next crisis — needs to come from Japan itself. 

Alliance = Weak

US-Japan alliance falling apart 

Bruce Klinger, Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation, 1/20/2010, “Military Base Dispute Strains U.S.–Japan Alliance”, http://s3.amazonaws.com/thf_media/2010/pdf/wm_2769.pdf KC

A year ago, the 50th anniversary of the U.S.–Japan defense treaty was seen as an opportunity for transforming the military alliance to a broader security relationship. Now, discussion is focused primarily on repairing the status quo or even saving the alliance. It is worrisome that U.S. officials are expressing growing frustration and mistrust of DPJ intentions, particularly when North Korean and Chinese security threats to Asia are expanding. 

US-Japan alliance weak- support falling apart

Norihide Miyoshi, Program on U.S.-Japan Relations, Harvard University, 2006, “COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE ATLANTIC ALLIANCE AND THE JAPAN-U.S. ALLIANCE AFTER SEPTEMBER 11”, http://www.wcfia.harvard.edu/us-japan/research/pdf/06-09.Miyoshi.pdf KC

But the ostensibly robust alliance relationship seems to be partially based on an intimate personal relationship between Koizumi and Bush. Skepticism that the Japan-U.S. alliance has a fragile basis still persists. As in South Korea, there is a concern that anti-U.S sentiment has been growing both from left and right wings of Japan’s political spectrum. The Japanese, especially those who live in Okinawa, are not happy with the location of huge U.S. bases on their soil. 

Alliance inevitably low due to political tensions 

Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, and Weston S. Konishi, Analyst in Asian Affairs, 7/23/2009, “The Changing U.S.-Japan Alliance: 

Implications for U.S. Interests”, http://fpc.state.gov/documents/organization/128832.pdf KC

Further, after enjoying a period of extremely close relations, the U.S.-Japan relationship slipped somewhat when the Bush Administration adjusted its policy on North Korea. As the Bush Administration moved aggressively to reach a deal on denuclearization with North Korea in the Six-Party Talks, distance emerged between Washington and Tokyo. The Obama Administration has subsequently sought to reassure Tokyo that the United States remains committed to the bilateral alliance. Political uncertainty in Tokyo calls into question how robustly alliance reform efforts will proceed. Specifically, the opposition Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) appears poised to take over the government in August 30 Lower House elections. As discussed below, members of the DPJ have objected to an active role in coordination with the U.S. military. Thus, political changes, both in and between Washington and Tokyo, could undermine a regional security strategy that depends on unwavering ties. 
US-Japan alliance doomed to fail- too many fundamental differences 

Emma Chanlett-Avery, Specialist in Asian Affairs, and Weston S. Konishi, Analyst in Asian Affairs, 7/23/2009, “The Changing U.S.-Japan Alliance: 

Implications for U.S. Interests”, http://fpc.state.gov/documents/organization/128832.pdf KC

After converging for several years, some U.S. and Japanese national security interests are not as closely aligned. Until 2007, similar views on North Korea and the global war on terrorism, as well as the personal chemistry between Koizumi and Bush, facilitated agreements to strengthen the alliance. Actual and potential political differences, however, could derail efforts to build a more sound security relationship. Although ties remain strong fundamentally, the Bush Administration shift on North Korean nuclear negotiations, the July 2007 House resolution criticizing the Japanese government for past “comfort women” policies, and the apparent decision not to consider exporting the F-22 to Japan may have somewhat shaken Japanese confidence in the robustness of the alliance over the past two years. 27 Partly in response to these concerns, the Obama Administration has reiterated to Tokyo that the bilateral alliance remains the “cornerstone” of the U.S. strategic commitment to Asia. Other potential differences remain as well. Iran, upon which Japan depends heavily to meet its energy needs, and Burma, with which Japan has normalized relations, are examples of states that the United States has worked to ostracize; public differences on these and other foreign policy issues could at some point degrade the strong relations between Tokyo and Washington. In the 1980s and 1990s, differences over trade policies frayed bilateral ties; echoes of the old disputes were heard in Japan’s ban on importing U.S. beef because of mad cow disease fears from December 2003-July 2006. Some members of Congress have indicated concern with Japan’s treatment of World War II history issues, particularly the comfort women controversy and the depiction of the conflict in the Yushukan museum adjacent to the Yasukuni Shrine. 28 Others have at various times voiced frustration with Japan’s agricultural protectionism, stalled economic reform efforts, and alleged currency manipulation. 

Alliance = Resilient

Alliance resilient- agreement and cooperation over a wide range of issues

Joseph Donovan, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, 3/17/2010, “U.S.-Japan Relations: Enduring Ties, Recent Developments”, http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/03/138481.htm KC

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Manzullo, and Members of the Subcommittee, it is a privilege to appear before you today. In 2010, the United States and Japan are celebrating the 50th anniversary of our Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, a historic milestone that is both an opportunity to reflect on the successes of the past half century and also an opportunity to look ahead toward future challenges and possibilities. In 2010, Japan is also host of the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) forum, which will culminate in an APEC leaders meeting in Yokohama in November. Japan is among our most important trading partners and a staunch and important ally. We work together on a broad range of important issues: from the United Nations and the Six-Party Talks to increasing regional economic integration, promoting democracy and human rights, climate change, nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, and coordinating humanitarian assistance and disaster relief. Japan continues to be an increasingly active partner in global affairs, and our bilateral and multilateral cooperation transcends the Asia-Pacific region. Japan is working with us and others on post-earthquake recovery in Haiti and Chile, is a vital international supporter of reconstruction, reintegration, and development in Afghanistan, and is combating piracy off the Horn of Africa to ensure freedom of navigation and safety of mariners. Whatever challenges we may face in the next half century, I am confident that our relationship with Japan will be an important element of our success. Our relationship continues to develop and evolve, and continues to contribute to peace, prosperity and security throughout the region and the globe. 

Alliance strong and resilient- cornerstone of US role in Asia

Joseph Donovan, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, 3/17/2010, “U.S.-Japan Relations: Enduring Ties, Recent Developments”, http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/03/138481.htm KC

As President Obama said in his Tokyo speech last November, the U.S.-Japan alliance is not a historic relic from a bygone era, but an abiding commitment to each other that is fundamental to our shared security. The U.S.-Japan Alliance plays an indispensable role in ensuring the security and prosperity of both the United States and Japan, as well as regional peace and stability. The Alliance is rooted in our shared values, democratic ideals, respect for human rights, rule of law and common interests. The Alliance has served as the foundation of our security and prosperity for the past half century, and we are committed to ensuring that it continues to be effective in meeting the challenges of the 21st century. The U.S.-Japan security arrangements underpin cooperation on a wide range of global and regional issues as well as foster stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. The Alliance is the cornerstone of our engagement in East Asia. That is a phrase oft-repeated by U.S. officials, but I think it is important and perhaps timely to step back and consider what that means. This cornerstone role began and grew out of the farsighted vision of American leaders at the end of World War II, a vision that recognized the importance of building strong partnerships with democratic market economies to meet the challenges of the second half of the 20th century, not just with our wartime allies, but equally with those who had been our adversaries. This vision was predicated on an idea, validated by the passage of time, that U.S. interests are best served by the emergence of strong, prosperous and independent democracies across the Pacific, as well as the Atlantic. Those leaders built an alliance with Japan based both on common interests and shared values, an alliance formally consecrated 50 years ago. That alliance not only helped secure peace and prosperity for the people of Japan and the United States, but it also helped create the conditions that have led to the remarkable emergence of Asia as the cockpit of the global economy that has helped lift millions out of poverty and gradually spread the blessings of democratic governance to more and more countries of that region. 
Cooperation Impossible

Space cooperation not possible- lack of funding 

Marcia Smith, 10/16/2010, “Global Economic Woes Mean More International Space Cooperation, Should Include China, Say International Space Reps”,  http://www.spacepolicyonline.com/pages/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=1174:global-economic-woes-mean-more-international-space-cooperation-should-include-china-say-international-space-reps&catid=91:news&Itemid=84 KC

 Norimitsu Kamimori, head of the Washington office of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA) explained the constrained funding for his civil space agency, pointing out that some plans, like future robotic lunar exploration, have been put on hold.  And while Japan would like to cooperate more with the United States on earth science missions, funding shortfalls make that difficult. 

Japan Relations Bad - Russia
Japanese security alliance critically undermines US relations with Russia. 
DiFilippo 3 (Anthony, Professor of Sociology, Lincoln University, The Challenges of the US – Japan Military Alliance, East Gate Books, 2002 [NT]) 
The crisis in Yugoslavia also took a toll on U.S.-Russian relations. Since Washington circumvented the United Nations during the crisis, Moscow saw U.S.-led NATO actions in Yugoslavia as politically unac¬ceptable and got the distinct impression that America had hegemonic intention. Complicating the relationship between Washington and Mos¬cow was the proposal by the Clinton administration to alter the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty so that the United States could develop a NMD system. For some observers, both the Yugoslavian cri¬sis and the American proposal to change the ABM Treaty has put the United States in the position of aggressor (the Soviet Union was cast in this role during the Cold War). Certainly, President Bush's decision to withdraw from the ABM Treaty has increased Moscow's concerns. In East Asia, almost any conceivable military action that brings into play the U.S.-Japan security alliance will be seriously criticized by Russia and will critically damage Moscow's bilateral relationship with both Washington and Tokyo. But even without any activities that involve the actual deployment of American and Japanese military forces, Moscow has been very critical of statements by the United States that it plans to develop and

Relations key to energy security and global warming

Graham 09 (Thomas, senior director at Kissinger Associates, Inc. , “ Resurgent Russia and U.S. Purposes” The Century Foundation, http://tcf.org/events/pdfs/ev257/Graham.pdf [NT])

Providing sufficient energy for powering the global economy at affordable prices and in an environmentally friendly way is critical to long-term American prosperity. Fossil fuels, barring a major technological breakthrough, will remain the chief source of energy for decades to come. Much needs to be done in locating and bringing online new fields, ensuring reliable means of delivery to consumers, protecting infrastructure from attack or sabotage, and reducing the temptation to manipulate energy supplies for political purposes. Nuclear energy is enjoying a renaissance, but that raises proliferation concerns. Intensive scientific work will be necessary to develop new sources of energy for commercial use and to deal with climate change. As the world’s largest producer of hydrocarbons, a leader in providing • civil nuclear energy, and a major energy consumer itself, Russia is indispensable to guaranteeing energy security and dealing with climate change. As one of the world’s leading scientific powers, Russia has an important role to play in developing new sources of energy, using traditional fuels more efficiently, and managing climate change. 

