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1NC-Guam Shift DA

A) No Guam shift now, infrastructure concerns. But it's contingent on relocation.

Japan Today 2010 6-1, "Marines' Move to Guam from Okinawa may be delayed up to 5 years" http://www.japantoday.com/category/national/view/marines-move-to-guam-from-okinawa-may-be-delayed-up-to-5-years

Japan and the United States have begun considering postponing the planned transfer of about 8,000 U.S. Marines from Okinawa to Guam to be completed three to five years later than the originally scheduled 2014, sources close to Japanese-U.S. ties said Monday.      The delay has come to be envisioned as the U.S. government is planning to compile an infrastructure plan worth several billion dollars at maximum for the Pacific island in July to address the shortage of infrastructure there, according to the sources and a U.S. official.      The two countries have agreed that the transfer of the Okinawa-based Marines and their family members to the U.S. territory is ‘‘dependent on tangible progress’’ on relocation of the U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station to another site in Okinawa Prefecture.      A significant delay in the transfer, should it materialize, could affect the replacement facility’s location, configuration and construction method, which the two countries said in their latest accord released Friday would be worked out by the end of August.      The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency pointed out in February that the island’s infrastructure cannot keep up with a rapid population increase likely to be caused by the Marine transfer, an agency official in charge of the matter said. 

B) Okinawan troops will be moved to Guam-Navy report proves.

Yoshida 6-28 Kensei, "Okinawa and Guam: In the Shadow of US and Japanese 'Global Defense Posture'", Retired U of Tokyo Professor in US Politics, author of 'Democracy Betrayed, Okinawa Under US Occupation'.

http://japanfocus.org/-Yoshida-Kensei/3378
To meet the “pressing need to reduce friction on Okinawa,” the U.S. consulted allies such as Korea, the Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Australia, but they were all “unwilling to allow permanent basing of U.S. forces on their soil.” “The military’s goal,” the Draft EIS continued,“is to locate forces where those forces are wanted and welcomed by the host country. Because these countries within the region have indicated their unwillingness and inability to host more U.S. forces on their lands, the U.S. military has shifted its focus to basing on U.S. sovereign soil.”Guam was “the only location for the realignment of forces” that met “all criteria”—freedom of action, response times to potential areas of conflict and U.S. security interests in the Asia-Pacific region.” It was also considered “ideally” located. Says the Joint Guam Program Office in “Why Guam - guambuildupeis.us”:

“Guam is a key piece of the strategic alignment in the Pacific and is ideally suited to support stability in the region. It is positioned to defend other U.S. territories, the homeland, and economic and political interests in the Pacific region.”

C) That causes genocide of the Chamorro people-land rights.

AFP 2010 1-22 "US Military build-up on Guam worries islanders" http://www.asiaone.com/News/AsiaOne+News/World/Story/A1Story20100122-193753.html 
"This proposed military build-up, with our current political status, will result in the cultural and racial genocide of the Chamorro people," said Frank J. Schacher, chairman of the Chamorro Tribe Inc., a group representing the island's indigenous people, who make up a third of the population.

"It is our island, our ancestral remains, our sacred artifacts, our waters, our culture, and our right to exist as a race that would be destroyed by these intended actions."

It is a long time since the Chamorro have been masters of their own destiny: Spain controlled the island for more than two hundred years until the late 19th century, when it was taken over by the United States, and it was occupied by Japan during World War II.

2NC-Guam Shift: Relations Impact

Relocation to Guam devastates the alliance, devastates the MOFA.

McCormack 2010 Gavan, Japanese Bureaucrats Hide Decision to Move All US Marines out of Okinawa to Guam, Professor @ Australian National University, Coordinator of the Asia-Pacific Journal
Hatoyama has stated that “concerning the removal from Futenma, agreement within the government has to be the first priority, and if necessary and the opportunity arises, he wishes to discuss the issue with the President of the United States.” But what is really important is not to re-negotiate the issue with the United States, but rather to coordinate the thinking of the Japanese government and to stop padding the number of Marines involved. If the Foreign Ministry and other bureaucratic organizations were to agree, the Japanese government could set a course of action so that “Okinawa-based Marines would completely relocate to Guam by the year 2014.” This would allow Japan to finally be in line with plans the American forces have already been advancing. (日米首脳会談、要請もできず…米側も消極的)

If the complete relocation of Marines to Guam becomes official Japanese government policy, Japan’s subordination to the United States based on the fabricated number of 10,000 Marines remaining on Okinawa will evaporate; in turn this will cause the Foreign Ministry to lose power. Therefore, the Foreign Ministry and other organizations under its umbrella are resisting this with full force. What is in store is a major showdown that will determine the future of Japan. The LDP have taken this chance to criticize the Democrat administration. The LDP should adopt a new policy as a conservative party, ridding itself of the subordinate relationship with the United States and its dependence on the bureaucracy, but it is foolish for it to remain the servant of the bureaucrats. (自民が民主批判の大号令、問題指摘のメモ作成)

Within the government, Defense Minister Kitazawa Toshimi has visited Guam. He may well have gone there to see if it is possible for all of the Marines to move from Okinawa to Guam, but it would seem that he was pushed around by the American military authorities there, for while in Guam, he reported that “a complete relocation to Guam is impossible. This would mean a departure from the US-Japan agreement.” In response to this, lower house representatives from the Social Democratic Party criticized Kitazawa saying “how could he stay so briefly, see so little, and conclude that it was impossible?” Fighting has broken out within the ruling coalition as well. (社民・重野氏「ちょろっと見て結論出るのか」　グアム移設で防衛相に不快感)

Nuclear War.

INSS 2000 "The United States and Japan: Advancing towards a mature partnership" written by fellows from the CSIS, Brookings, INSS and CFR, and Joseph Nye.

Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a well- equipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy. 
2NC-Guam Shift: Bio-D Impact

Troop redeployments in Guam destroy coral reef 

Natividad and Kirk ‘10

(LisaLinda Natividad, PhD is an assistant professor with the Division of Social Work at the University of Guam. She is also president of the Guahan Coalition for Peace and Justice.   Gwyn Kirk, PhD is visiting faculty in Women's and Gender Studies at University of Oregon (2009-10) and a founder member of Women for Genuine Security (www.genuinesecurity.org), “Fortress Guam resists US military buildup,” Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LE14Dh04.html//DN)  

Another highly controversial proposal is the creation of a berth for a nuclear aircraft carrier, which will involve the detonation and removal of 70 acres of vibrant coral reef in Apra Harbor. Environmentalists and local communities oppose this on the grounds that coral provides habitat for a rich diversity of marine life and is endangered worldwide.   Environmentalists also question how the disposal of huge quantities of dredged material would affect ocean life and warn that such invasive dredging may spread contaminants that have been left undisturbed in deep-water areas of the harbor. Opposition to this plan has been expressed by the Guam Fishermen's Cooperative and the US-based Center for Biological Diversity. On February 24, 2010, Guam Senator Judith Guthertz wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, Ray Mabus, reiterating her proposal that the existing fuel pier that has been used by the USS Kitty Hawk be used as the site for the additional berthing to avoid the proposed dredging of Apra Harbor. Such an alternative plan would avoid the destruction of acres of live coral. 

Diversity solves extinction.
David N. Diner, Major in the Judge Advocate General's Corps of the United States Army, 1994 (“The Army And The Endangered Species Act: Who's Endangering Whom?,” Military Law Review (143 Mil. L. Rev. 161), Winter, Available Online via Lexis-Nexis)
4. Biological Diversity. – The main premise of species preservation is that diversity is better than simplicity. 77 As the current mass extinction has progressed, the world's biological diversity generally has decreased. This trend occurs within ecosystems by reducing the number of species, and within species by reducing the number of individuals. Both trends carry serious future implications. 78   [*173]  Biologically diverse ecosystems are characterized by a large number of specialist species, filling narrow ecological niches. These ecosystems inherently are more stable than less diverse systems. "The more complex the ecosystem, the more successfully it can resist a stress. . . . [l]ike a net, in which each knot is connected to others by several strands, such a fabric can resist collapse better than a simple, unbranched circle of threads -- which if cut anywhere breaks down as a whole." 79  By causing widespread extinctions, humans have artificially simplified many ecosystems. As biologic simplicity increases, so does the risk of ecosystem failure. The spreading Sahara Desert in Africa, and the dustbowl conditions of the 1930s in the United States are relatively mild examples of what might be expected if this trend continues. Theoretically, each new animal or plant extinction, with all its dimly perceived and intertwined affects, could cause total ecosystem collapse and human extinction. Each new extinction increases the risk of disaster. Like a mechanic removing, one by one, the rivets from an aircraft's wings, 80 mankind may be edging closer to the abyss. 

Ground Forces Counterplan

Counterplan Text:



















excluding the seventh fleet.
The Seventh Fleet is the only credible deterrent to warfare in the South China Sea.

Bugni 1997 Toni M. "The Continued Invasion: Assessing the United States Military Presence on Okinawa Through 1996" Suffolk Transnational Law Review

This struggle consists of crosscutting contests among China, Taiwan, Japan sic and North and South Korea. None of these actors trusts each other very much; none, therefore, can quite decide with whom to align itself. These countries could seek a balance of power on their own, but, given their vast differences in size, wealth sic and technological advancement, the likely result of any such effort would be a destabilizing scramble for power and armaments. Only the United States, an outsider, is capable of checking the hegemonic ambitions of the region's powers, while acting as something of an honest broker among them. 82 One of the major concerns of the United States is China's use of military force in disputes over ownership of small island chains in the region. 83 In addition to territori  [*100]  al disputes, Asian countries are concerned about the free passage of goods through the South China Sea. 84 Asian countries are looking to the United States to "help deter China from unilaterally carving out wide swaths of territorial waters in the South China Sea." 85 Furthermore, the United States is wary of a confrontation between China and Taiwan. 86 Since the United States withdrew its military from the Philippines in 1991, the U.S. bases on Okinawa have become the "only U.S. strategic outpost in the East China Sea that would see action in the event of any military confrontation near Taiwan." 87Several criticisms exist for using China's actions as an excuse to keep U.S. military bases on Okinawa. 88 Opponents point out that, although China exceeds the United States and Japan in land territory and in population, "as a developing country, it is weaker in economic and military power." 89 These opponents contend that China always has had a peaceful diplomatic policy and has always conducted its nuclear testing in self-defense. 90 In addition, some argue that the United States needs to revise its policies toward China because "many diverse pressure groups in the  [*101]  United States" govern the current policies. 91 Moreover, some believe that "the only credible military force that might deter China is the Seventh Fleet"; therefore, the United States should withdraw its ground forces from Okinawa. 92
South China Sea conflict goes nuclear.

Fisher 2009 Richard "South China Sea Competition: China Contemplates more Mischief" Senior Fellow of Asian Military Affairs at the International Assessment and Strategy Center, Former Director of Asian Studies @ Heritage

According to reports following the recent meeting by Undersecretary of Defense for Policy Michelle Flournoy and Deputy Chief of the General Staff Department General Ma Xiaotian, in July the U.S. and China will discuss a "new ‘set of principles’ to guide their relationship at sea."[21] Both sides may make nice, but it would be a mistake to ignore the fundamental interests each side brings to the table. Washington should press Beijing to reveal its nuclear intentions for the South China Sea and consider the path of nuclear weapons limitation agreements, a balance of strategic offense and defensive systems, verification and transparency as offering the best means for achieving a "stability" beneficial to both sides. Furthermore, the U.S. should warn China that a further militarization of the South China Sea, as called for by General Zhang Li, will force the U.S. to lead a regional response. It is indeed possible to avoid a repeat of the U.S.-Soviet Cold War completion at sea, but that will require that China reconsider fundamental attitudes toward nuclear weapons and to shelve its goals for military control of the greater South China Sea. However, the U.S. should also be ready for a Chinese continuation of its nuclear and territorial goals for the South China Sea. Having failed to respond strongly enough in 1995, the U.S. may now be facing the prospect of a military base on Mischief Reef that may contribute to China’s ability to conduct nuclear war against the U.S. and its allies, and will enable the PLA to pose a direct threat to the Philippines and to the sea lanes of that region. This may mean that U.S. cannot cut back on its carrier battle groups, and their modernization, and may have to increase its number of attack submarines. Furthermore, Washington may have to increase naval cooperation with Japan, India and Australia, while looking for ways to increase conventional military cooperation with the Philippines.

Ground Forces Counterplan-A/T: Relocation

The 7th Fleet has to remain where it is, long supply lines makes it impossible to deter war with Taiwan.
Hammersmack 2008 Leif A Successful Deterrence Against a Coercive Attempt by China to Reunify Taiwan must be Defeated in Phases Zero and One, Lt Commander in the Navy
However, the biggest hurdle for U.S. forces to overcome is the vast distance between the JOA and bases of operations.  The nearest U.S. bases are in Okinawa, Japan, 400 nm away.  Next is Sasebo at 800 nm followed by Yokosuka, Japan, at 1,350 nm and Guam at 1,470 nm.  This problem will be amplified if Japan does not allow U.S. forces to launch attacks from U.S. bases inside their territory, i.e. F-22 fighters launching from Kadena.  If this occurs then Guam will become the primary base and Seventh Fleet will face a situation similar to what the British faced in the Falklands in 1982 with extremely long and vulnerable lines of communication and supply.  Japan does share a strategic interest to prevent hostilities in the Taiwan Strait as stated in the U.S.-Japan “2+2 Statement” where a common strategic objective is to encourage the peaceful resolution of issues concerning the Taiwan Strait through dialogue.”23  It is unlikely that Japan would refuse U.S. operations from U.S. bases because of the Sino-Japanese history and relationships.  It is also in Japan’s interest that U.S. forces remain an ally against expanding Chinese capabilities. To protect Washington’s alliance with Tokyo, Seventh Fleet must not only ensure the operational protection of U.S. forces, but protection of Japan’s bases as well.  The “human-space” as defined by Professor Milan Vego encompasses the intangible political, economic, ideological and ethnic aspects of the population.24 It is the will of the people to resist Chinese coercive force.  The will of the people is the center of gravity for Taiwan. China recognizes this and has exploited it in the past.  Chinese military exercises and public declarations from Beijing prior to Taiwanese elections specifically targeted Taiwan’s population to limit the secessionist rhetoric and actions of their president.  U.S. theater engagement or show of force operations reinforce to the people of Taiwan that the U.S. is committed to the Taiwan Relations Act and “the preservation of peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait.” 25  The Pacific Commander and Seventh Fleet should maintain presence in the area and continue to conduct low level, unofficial assistance to reinforce and strengthen the will of the Taiwanese people.  Without technological advancements to increase the range and speed in which U.S. forces can arrive, it is this intangible “human space,” the will of the Taiwanese people to resist, that theater and combatant commanders need to influence and reinforce to gain the time available for U.S. forces to arrive.
Nuclear extinction.

Straits Times 2000 (“Regional Fallout: No one gains in war over Taiwan,” 6-25)
THE high-intensity scenario postulates a cross-strait war escalating into a full-scale war between the US and China. If Washington were to conclude that splitting China would better serve its national interests, then a full-scale war becomes unavoidable. Conflict on such a scale would embroil other countries far and near and -- horror of horrors -- raise the possibility of a nuclear war. Beijing has already told the US and Japan privately that it considers any country providing bases and logistics support to any US forces attacking China as belligerent parties open to its retaliation. In the region, this means South Korea, Japan, the Philippines and, to a lesser extent, Singapore. If China were to retaliate, east Asia will be set on fire. And the conflagration may not end there as opportunistic powers elsewhere may try to overturn the existing world order. With the US distracted, Russia may seek to redefine Europe's political landscape. The balance of power in the Middle East may be similarly upset by the likes of Iraq. In south Asia, hostilities between India and Pakistan, each armed with its own nuclear arsenal, could enter a new and dangerous phase. Will a full-scale Sino-US war lead to a nuclear war? According to General Matthew Ridgeway, commander of the US Eighth Army which fought against the Chinese in the Korean War, the US had at the time thought of using nuclear weapons against China to save the US from military defeat. In his book The Korean War, a personal account of the military and political aspects of the conflict and its implications on future US foreign policy, Gen Ridgeway said that US was confronted with two choices in Korea -- truce or a broadened war, which could have led to the use of nuclear weapons. If the US had to resort to nuclear weaponry to defeat China long before the latter acquired a similar capability, there is little hope of winning a war against China 50 years later, short of using nuclear weapons. The US estimates that China possesses about 20 nuclear warheads that can destroy major American cities. Beijing also seems prepared to go for the nuclear option. A Chinese military officer disclosed recently that Beijing was considering a review of its "non first use" principle regarding nuclear weapons. Major-General Pan Zhangqiang, president of the military-funded Institute for Strategic Studies, told a gathering at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington that although the government still abided by that principle, there were strong pressures from the military to drop it. He said military leaders considered the use of nuclear weapons mandatory if the country risked dismemberment as a result of foreign intervention. Gen Ridgeway said that should that come to pass, we would see the destruction of civilisation. There would be no victors in such a war. While the prospect of a nuclear Armaggedon over Taiwan might seem inconceivable, it cannot be ruled out entirely, for China puts sovereignty above everything else. 

1NC-Movements DA

A) Bases will remain in Japan now but removal empowers anti-base activists.

Feffer 10 John, Co-Director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies "Okinawa and the New Domino Effect"

The Hatoyama government may indeed learn to say no to Washington over the Okinawa bases. Evidently considering this a likelihood, former deputy secretary of state and former US ambassador to Japan Richard Armitage has said that the United States "had better have a plan B". But the victory for the anti-base movement will still be only partial. US forces will remain in Japan, and especially Okinawa, and Tokyo will undoubtedly continue to pay for their maintenance. 

Buoyed by even this partial victory, however, NIMBY movements are likely to grow in Japan and across the region, focusing on other Okinawa bases, bases on the Japanese mainland, and elsewhere in the Pacific, including Guam. Indeed, protests are already building in Guam against the projected expansion of Andersen Air Force Base and Naval Base Guam to accommodate those Marines from Okinawa. And this strikes terror in the hearts of Pentagon planners. 

In World War II, the United States employed an island-hopping strategy to move ever closer to the Japanese mainland. Okinawa was the last island and last major battle of that campaign, and more people died during the fighting there than in the subsequent atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki combined: 12,000 US troops, more than 100,000 Japanese soldiers, and perhaps 100,000 Okinawan civilians. This historical experience has stiffened the pacifist resolve of Okinawans. 

The current battle over Okinawa again pits the United States against Japan, again with the Okinawans as victims. But there is a good chance that the Okinawans, like the Na'vi in that great NIMBY film Avatar, will win this time. 

B) Resurgent anti-base movements crush US-Japan relations.

Auslin 2010 Michael "The Real Futenma Fallout" 6-16 Wall Street Journal Asia, AEI Director of Japan Studies, Former Senior research fellow at Yale area studies program
Japanese military officials worry that this year's protests in Okinawa could have spillover effects, inspiring protesters around Atsugi to demand a reduced American presence, and possibly even agitating against the government plan to move Japanese planes there. Moreover, Iwakuni's mayor might reject the new burden of potentially hosting the George Washington's air wing. That, in turn, would embolden antinuclear protesters in Yokosuka, the U.S. Navy's main base, to step up their ongoing pressure to move the nuclear-powered George Washington, the Navy's only permanently forward deployed aircraft carrier, out of Japanese waters.

This worst-case scenario would be a series of simultaneous, grassroots movements against the U.S. military presence in Japan that could potentially put fatal stress on the bilateral security alliance and effectively isolate Japan militarily in the western Pacific. Given Mr. Hatoyama's fate when he botched this issue, politicians now are more likely to respond to public demands or they will be replaced by those who do. The resulting political clash would either reaffirm tight ties with Washington or lead to endemic paralysis in Japan's national security establishment.

Given that the U.S. has permanently forward deployed ships and planes only in Japan, any scenario like the one sketched out above could significantly weaken U.S. capability to operate in the western Pacific, and thus call into question U.S. credibility as the underwriter of regional stability at a time when a crisis is brewing on the Korean peninsula and China continues to flex its naval and air muscle. Anyone concerned about that scenario, even if unlikely, realizes that the next half-decade of U.S.-Japan relations will have to go back to basics: rebuilding trust in the relationship, agreeing on a common set of objectives in Japan's waters and throughout Northeast Asia, and strengthening a commitment to upholding the alliance's military capabilities. The good news is that Japan's bureaucrats and military leaders remain more committed than ever to revitalizing the alliance. Whether politicians on both sides of the Pacific are willing to follow them, however, is another matter.

1NC-Movements DA
C) Solves nuclear war.

INSS 2000 "The United States and Japan: Advancing towards a mature partnership" written by fellows from the CSIS, Brookings, INSS and CFR, and Joseph Nye.

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

Huge support for basing-412 representatives.

Japan Today 6-25 "US House Offers Thanks to Okinawa for Hosting Forces" http://www.japantoday.com/category/politics/view/us-house-offers-thanks-to-okinawa-for-hosting-us-forces
The House passed the resolution in the day’s plenary session by an overwhelming majority of 412 to 2 on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the revised Japan-U.S. security treaty, which went into force on June 23, 1960.      It apparently passed the bipartisan resolution with the intention to help restore bilateral ties between Japan and the United States, which deteriorated over plans to relocate a key U.S. Marine Corps air station in Okinawa, political sources said.      Okinawa, an island prefecture in southwestern Japan, hosts much of U.S. military presence in Japan and is hoping to reduce its burden.      Congress also hopes to enhance ties with the Japanese government of new Prime Minister Naoto Kan, who succeeded Yukio Hatoyama earlier this month.      The House ‘‘recognizes Japan as an indispensable security partner of the United States in providing peace, prosperity, and stability to the Asia-Pacific region,’’ the resolution says. 
Okinawa is a political hot potato.
Asia Times 2010 "Webb Walks the Line on Redeployment" http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LB20Dh01.html
"There are ways that the American military could be readjusted, but they also have to be able to perform their mission," he said. "I do believe that we must find a solution on the Futenma issue for the well-being of the citizens in that area." "And I am open to listening to all the suggestions from the Japanese government and also from the people of Okinawa," he added. Webb is mindful that the presence of US forces on Okinawa has been a political hot potato for years. Former governor Keiichi Inamine, for example, proposed a complete withdrawal of US military personnel from Okinawa in 2003. Webb even wrote an article in early 2001 for Parade magazine entitled "Should We Leave Okinawa?" in which he mentioned that former Japanese prime minister Ryutaro Hashimoto "speaks often of 'the suffering of the Okinawan people' as a result of the American bases, implicitly supporting their removal". "Okinawa - 350 miles [563 kilometers] from Taipei, 700 from Seoul, 800 from Manila and about 1,500 from Singapore - is ideally situated not only for the defense of Japan but also for rapid deployment to a wide array of potential crises," Webb wrote. "Ironically, some US defense planners believe that the limits American forces have placed on themselves in order to satisfy the Okinawan people are too restrictive, leading them to recommend a substantial withdrawal from the island."
Troop Shift Link-Iraq
Democrats say redeployment to Iraq, Pentagon confirms.
Novak 2006 "Murtha's Second Act" Robert, deceased syndicated political columnist and WSJ reporter http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2006/06/murthas_second_act.html
When Russert expressed doubt about "a timely response" from Okinawa to meet a Middle East crisis, the 16-term congressman from western Pennsylvania and new national security spokesman for his party stumbled: "Well, it -- you know, they -- when I say Okinawa, I, I'm saying troops in Okinawa. When I say a timely response, you know, our fighters can fly from Okinawa very quickly. And -- and -- when they don't know we're coming."

In fact, a Pentagon spokesman says it would take "under a month" to prepare and send a 4,500-man Marine Expeditionary Force 6,000 nautical miles from Okinawa to Bahrain and then 600 more miles to Baghdad.

Resolve DA Link

Leaving Japan will spark a global domino effect in collapsing US hegemony.
Feffer 10 John, Co-Director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies "Okinawa and the New Domino Effect"

The current row between Tokyo and Washington is no mere "Pacific squall", as Newsweek dismissively described it. After six decades of saying yes to everything the United States has demanded, Japan finally seems on the verge of saying no to something that matters greatly to Washington, and the relationship that Dwight D Eisenhower once called an "indestructible alliance" is displaying ever more hairline fractures. Worse yet, from the Pentagon's perspective, Japan's resistance might prove infectious - one major reason why the United States is putting its alliance on the line over the closing of a single antiquated military base and the building of another of dubious strategic value.  During the Cold War, the Pentagon worried that countries would fall like dominoes before a relentless communist advance. Today, the Pentagon worries about a different kind of domino effect. In Europe, North Atlantic Treaty Organization countries are refusing to throw their full support behind the US war in Afghanistan. In Africa, no country has stepped forward to host the headquarters of the Pentagon's new Africa Command. In Latin America, little Ecuador has kicked the US out of its air base in Manta.  All of these are undoubtedly symptoms of the decline in respect for American power that the US military is experiencing globally. But the current pushback in Japan is the surest sign yet that the American empire of overseas military bases has reached its high-water mark and will soon recede. 
Okinawa is the keystone of our hegemony in the Asia-Pacific region.

Schirmer 1997 Daniel B. "Sexual Abuse and the US Military Presence: The Philippines and Japan" PhD, Anti-Base activist in the Philippines http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1132/is_n9_v48/ai_19357485/pg_4/?tag=content;col1
The Pentagon says it must keep 100 thousand U.S. military personnel in the Asia-Pacific region to maintain its post-Cold War effectiveness there. Thirty-seven thousand U.S. troops are tied down by their mission in South Korea. Some 60 thousand U.S. military personnel are in Japan (47 thousand on bases, 13 thousand on U.S. warships homeported there). Okinawa is host to 75 percent of the U.S. bases in Japan and over half the U.S. military personnel. Thus U.S. troops and bases in Okinawa and mainland Japan constitute the main U.S. interventionist force of wide scope in the Asia-Pacific (a region the Pentagon considers crucial because of intense U.S. corporate trade and investment there). What is emerging therefore is a threat to the cornerstone of U.S. military supremacy in the Asia-Pacific region today.

Resolve DA-A/T South Korea/Guam/Rearm Solves

Perception is key, if the US removes its' presence Japan won't rearm and South Korea won't think we're strong.

Bush 2010 Richard C.  "Okinawa and Security in East Asia" Director for the Center of Northeast Policy Studies at Brookings 3-10
If engagement-plus-strength is the proper strategy for the U.S. and Japan each to cope with a rising China, it only makes sense that Japan and the United States will be more effective if they work together, complementing each other’s respective abilities. The strength side of this equation almost requires Japan to rely on the alliance since history suggests that it will not build up sufficiently on its own. An important part of strength is positioning your power in the right places. That is why forward deployment of U.S. forces in Japan has always been important. That is why our presence on Okinawa is important.

Lieutenant General Keith Stalder, commanding general of U.S. Marine Corps Forces Pacific, recently spoke in Japan about the importance of Okinawa for the mission of the Marines. Among other things, he said that the U.S. Marine Corps is the emergency response force in East Asia. He explained that “The fundamental Marine Corps organizational structure is the Marine Air Ground Task Force, in which war fighting elements of aviation forces, ground combat forces, and logistics forces all operate under a single commander.” The Marine ground forces must train consistently with the helicopters that support them. Lieutenant General Stalder illustrated his point by saying that the “Marine Air Ground Task Force is a lot like a baseball team. It does not do you any good to have the outfielders practicing in one town, the catcher in another, and the third baseman somewhere else. They need to practice together, as a unit.” He went on to say that Okinawa is very important because it is relatively close to mainland Japan, to Korea, to the South China Sea, and to the Strait of Malacca. This geographic location is why, he said, “There is probably nowhere better in the world from which to dispatch Marines to natural disasters” than Okinawa. This importance of Okinawa is another reason why finding a solution to the realignment issue is essential. Any solution to the Okinawa problem should meet four conditions: efficiency of operations, safety, local interests, and permanence. Resolving the situation is also important because, as Lieutenant General Stalder pointed out, other nations are “watching to see whether the United States-Japan Alliance is strong enough to find a solution to the current issues.”[1] Of course, our two countries and China are not the only ones concerned with the alliance. South Korea has important stakes involved in the presence of U.S. forces in the Western Pacific. In the event of a conventional attack by North Korea, South Korea has a very strong military, but it also depends on the ability of the United States to move forces quickly to the Korean peninsula. It depends on those U.S. forces, including Marines, to dissuade and deter North Korea from even considering an attack. South Korea is comfortable with the relocation of 8,000 marines to Guam, in part because there are already other U.S. troops on the peninsula and in Japan, and also because moving Marines from Guam by air doesn’t take long. However, South Korea would likely be concerned by signs that the U.S.-Japan alliance was slowly dissolving. If U.S. troops were to be removed from, first, Okinawa and, then, the home islands, it would likely weaken deterrence.

1NC China Rise Turn

The U.S. is attempting to construct peaceful relations with East Asian superpowers but Okinawa is indispensable to prevent escalation should conflict arise. China is getting serious, now is the crucial time.

The Diplomat 6/28/2010 David Axe: Military Correspondent to U.S. From Several Major Conflict Zones, “Why Allies Need U.S. Base” http://the-diplomat.com/author/david/

Aside from US forces in South Korea (which are exclusively focused on the North Korean land threat) there are just two significant concentrations of US troops in East Asia: in Okinawa and on the Pacific island of Guam. Okinawa lies just an hour’s flight time from both the Korean Peninsula and Taiwan; Guam, by contrast, is 1000 miles from any potential theatre of war. ‘It may be easier for us to be there [in Guam], as far as the diplomatic issue is concerned,’ says Air Force spokesman John Monroe. ‘But if we’re in Guam, we’re out of the fight’ due to the distance. For combat forces to be capable of reacting quickly to the most likely crises, Okinawa is the only realistic option. Without its 2 Okinawan air bases and their 3 roughly 10,000-foot runways, the US military—and by extension, US allies—would depend almost entirely on a handful of US aircraft carriers for bringing to bear aerial firepower in East Asia. That might be a realistic option, except that China has lately deployed several new classes of anti-ship weaponry specifically meant for sinking US carriers, including the widely-feared DF-21 ballistic missile and a flotilla of stealthy fast-attack vessels. In recognition of Okinawa’s growing importance, the Pentagon has spent billions of dollars in the past decade modernizing forces and facilities on the island. The US Army deployed Patriot air-defence missiles capable of shooting down enemy aircraft as well as ballistic missiles, a favourite weapon of both China and North Korea. Kadena got extensive new storage bunkers for bombs, missiles and spare parts, allowing the base to support potentially hundreds of aircraft flown in from the United States during an emergency. In 2007, the US Air Force began stationing Global Hawk long-range spy drones and F-22 Raptor stealth fighters at Kadena. The Raptors represent perhaps the greatest improvement. Indeed, in the minds of US planners, in many ways Okinawa’s most important function is to support the F-22s. In a 2009 study examining a simulated air war pitting the United States and Taiwan against China, the California-based think-tank RAND concluded that a wing of F-22s could shoot down 27 Chinese fighters for every Raptor lost in the air. F-22s flying from Okinawa could also clear the way for air strikes on ground targets in China or North Korea, according to Lieutenant Colonel Wade Tolliver, commander of the 27th Fighter Squadron, an F-22 unit based in Virginia that routinely sends Raptors to Kadena. ‘There are a lot of countries out there that have developed highly integrated air-defence systems,’ Tolliver says. ‘What we need to do is take some of our assets that have special capabilities…and we need to roll back those integrated air defence systems so we can bring in our joint forces.’ The base’s ability to host F-22s and follow-on aircraft is ‘probably the most important thing about Kadena,’ Monroe says. ‘Because of our capability to stage forces out of here—this is a huge runway—we do believe we have unmatched air power.’ All this planning for air wars with China and North Korea doesn’t mean that planners in the United States, Japan or anywhere else believe such conflict is inevitable. Pyongyang remains predictable only in its volatility, but Washington, Tokyo and Beijing are all working hard to forge peaceful and lasting ties. The strategic uncertainty is in the margins. ‘There’s no question you want to engage China, but (we should) hedge against an uncertain future,’ Nicholas Szechenyi of the Center for Strategic and International Studies says. It’s as a hedge that Okinawa remains indispensable to the US and its allies—so much so that the shared international need for the island’s bases must trump any Japanese domestic political calculations. Hatoyama ignored that truth at the expense of his job. The question now is will Kan?

Marines at the Okinawa bases serve as a deterrent; China’s army has recently become more active.

Asahi Shimbun 5/24/2010 “In a fight, what Marines in Okinawa do?” Yoichi Kato American General Bureau of the Asahi Shimbun (Major Japanesse Publication) http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201005230200.html

 "The Marines in Okinawa would play a similar rapid response role in any armed conflict in the region, arriving first on the scene to secure critical facilities, conduct civilian evacuations, and provide forward land and air strike power," he said. Other experts have their own interpretation of what the Marines would do. Ken Jimbo, an associate professor at Keio University specializing in international security, said there were three main duties expected of the Marines. One was to gain control of nuclear weapons and nuclear-related facilities in North Korea should that regime collapse. The second would be to protect U.S. and Japanese civilians if fighting broke out in Taiwan or North Korea. The final duty would be defense of Japan's outlying islands. Jimbo said the Marines could serve as a deterrent "to the Chinese navy that has become much more active in the waters around Japan recently." 
2NC China Rise-Japan Rearm XTN

Preventing China-Japan war is key to stop Japanese proliferation 

Srategy Page 4/15/2010 “Chinese Fleet Closes In On Okinawa” Stephen Cole Registered Engineer, Veteran, Company Commander Texas Guard http://www.strategypage.com/htmw/htsurf/20100415.aspx

 April 15, 2010: Japan reports that, for the third time in the past 18 months, Chinese warships have been spotted south of the Japanese Island of Okinawa. This time, it was two Chinese submarines, running on the surface. That had never been seen before, in the area near the Senkaku islands (which are claimed by China, Taiwan and Japan). The Senkakus are eight uninhabited islands, which in the past were only used occasionally by fishermen. The Senkakus are 220 kilometers from Taiwan, 360 kilometers from China and 360 kilometers from Okinawa (which is part of Japan). Japan's claim is the strongest, having first been formally made in 1895. The United States took control of the islands after World War II, and used some of them for bombing practice. Japan continued to claim ownership when, in the 1970s, the possibility of oil deposits in the area caused China and Taiwan to make claims as well. The new Japanese radar facility on nearby Miyako island makes it easier for Japan to assert control over the Senkakus if there is ever a military confrontation with China. There have been confrontations. Last year, two Chinese J-10A chased away three Japanese F-2 fighters that were near the Senkakus. Two years ago, Chinese coast guard ships began patrolling in the Senkakus, along with Chinese J-10A fighters.  Five years ago, a Chinese oil drilling platform, in disputed waters halfway between China and the Japanese island of Okinawa, began producing natural gas, despite ongoing negotiations over who owns what in that patch of ocean. The Chinese spent two years building that platform, in waters claimed by Japan. A second platform was later built, as well as an underwater oil pipeline for both platforms. China regularly sends groups of warships to patrol the area, to underline their belief that this bit of water is under Chinese control. Japan would probably win any naval war with China, but since China has nuclear weapons, and Japan does not (at least not right now), such a war could go seriously against Japan. This has been brought up in Japan before, and it is feared that the issue may lead to Japan secretly, or openly, building nuclear weapons (which it could certainly do, and quite quickly.) 
2NC China Rise-Non-Peaceful XTN

China’s rise will not be a peaceful one. 

John Mearsheimer 2005 Professor of Political Science at the University of Chicago “The Rise of China Will not be Peacful at All”: The Australian http://mearsheimer.uchicago.edu/pdfs/P0014.pdf

If China continues its impressive economic growth over the next few decades, the US and China are likely to engage in an intense security competition with considerable potential for war. Most of China's neighbours, to include India, Japan, Singapore, South Korea, Russia and Vietnam, will join with the US to contain China's power. To predict the future in Asia, one needs a theory that explains how rising powers are likely to act and how other states will react to them. My theory of international politics says that the mightiest states attempt to establish hegemony in their own region while making sure that no rival great power dominates another region. The ultimate goal of every great power is to maximise its share of world power and eventually dominate the system. The international system has several defining characteristics. The main actors are states that operate in anarchy which simply means that there is no higher authority above them. All great powers have some offensive military capability, which means that they can hurt each other. Finally, no state can know the future intentions of other states with certainty. The best way to survive in such a system is to be as powerful as possible, relative to potential rivals. The mightier a state is, the less likely it is that another state will attack it. The great powers do not merely strive to be the strongest great power, although that is a welcome outcome. Their ultimate aim is to be the hegemon, the only great power in the system. But it is almost impossible for any state to achieve global hegemony in the modern world, because it is too hard to project and sustain power around the globe. Even the US is a regional but not a global hegemon. The best that a state can hope for is to dominate its own back yard. States that gain regional hegemony have a further aim: to prevent other geographical areas from being dominated by other great powers. Regional hegemons, in other words, do not want peer competitors. Instead, they want to keep other regions divided among several great powers so that these states will compete with each other. In 1991, shortly after the Cold War ended, the first Bush administration boldly stated that the US was now the most powerful state in the world and planned to remain so. That same message appeared in the famous National Security Strategy issued by the second Bush administration in September 2002. This document's stance on pre-emptive war generated harsh criticism, but hardly a word of protest greeted the assertion that the US should check rising powers and maintain its commanding position in the global balance of power. China -- whether it remains authoritarian or becomes democratic -- is likely to try to dominate Asia the way the US dominates the Western hemisphere. Specifically, China will seek to maximise the power gap between itself and its neighbours, especially Japan and Russia. China will want to make sure that it is so powerful that no state in Asia has the wherewithal to threaten it. It is unlikely that China will pursue military superiority so that it can go on a rampage and conquer other Asian countries, although that is always possible. Instead, it is more likely that it will want to dictate the boundaries of acceptable behaviour to neighbouring countries, much the way the US makes it clear to other states in the Americas that it is the boss. Gaining regional hegemony, I might add, is probably the only way that China will get Taiwan back. An increasingly powerful China is also likely to try to push the US out of Asia, much the way the US pushed the European great powers out of the Western hemisphere. We should expect China to come up with its own version of the Monroe Doctrine, as Japan did in the 1930s. These policy goals make good strategic sense for China. Beijing should want a militarily weak Japan and Russia as its neighbours, just as the US prefers a militarily weak Canada and Mexico on its borders. What state in its right mind would want other powerful states located in its region? All Chinese surely remember what happened in the 20th century when Japan was powerful and China was weak. In the anarchic world of international politics, it is better to be Godzilla than Bambi. Furthermore, why would a powerful China accept US military forces operating in its back yard? American policy-makers, after all, go ballistic when other great powers send military forces into the Western hemisphere. Those foreign forces are invariably seen as a potential threat to American security. The same logic should apply to China. Why would China feel safe with US forces deployed on its doorstep? Following the logic of the Monroe Doctrine, would not China's security be better served by pushing the American military out of Asia? Why should we expect the Chinese to act any differently than the US did? Are they more principled than the Americans are? More ethical? Less nationalistic? Less 

concerned about their survival? They are none of these things, of course, which is why China is likely to imitate the US and attempt to become a regional hegemon. It is clear from the historical record how American policy-makers will react if China attempts to dominate Asia. The US does not tolerate peer competitors. As it demonstrated in the 20th century, it is determined to remain the world's only regional hegemon. Therefore, the US can be expected to go to great lengths to contain China and ultimately weaken it to the point where it is no longer capable of ruling the roost in Asia. In essence, the US is likely to behave towards China much the way it behaved towards the Soviet Union during the Cold War. China's neighbours are certain to fear its rise as well, and they too will do whatever they can to prevent it from achieving regional hegemony. Indeed, there is already substantial evidence that countries such as India, Japan, and Russia, as well as smaller powers such as Singapore, South Korea and Vietnam, are worried about China's ascendancy and are looking for ways to contain it. In the end, they will join an American-led balancing coalition to check China's rise, much the way Britain, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, and even China, joined forces with the US to contain the Soviet Union during the Cold War. Finally, given Taiwan's strategic importance for controlling the sea lanes in East Asia, it is hard to imagine the US, as well as Japan, allowing China to control that large island. In fact, Taiwan is likely to be an important player in the anti-China balancing coalition, which is sure to infuriate China and fuel the security competition between Beijing and Washington. The picture I have painted of what is likely to happen if China continues its rise is not a pretty one. I actually find it categorically depressing and wish that I could tell a more optimistic story about the future. But the fact is that international politics is a nasty and dangerous business and no amount of goodwill can ameliorate the intense security competition that sets in when an aspiring hegemon appears in Eurasia. That is the tragedy of great power politics. 

China WANTS to shoot us. They get ready to shoot us in their free time. In fact, they MAKE time. Their rise will not be peaceful.

Robert G. Sutter  February 2005  Asia Pacific Center for Security Studies Visiting Professor at the School of Foreign Service at Georgetown University  Ph.D. graduate in History and East Asian Languages from Harvard University “China’s Rise in Asia – Promises, Prospects, and Implications for the United Stateshttp://www.apcss.org/Publications/Ocasional%20Papers/OPChinasRise.pdf
At the same time, it is difficult to see how Chinese leaders who have worked for over fifty years to rid their periphery of great power presence would suddenly put aside this drive in the 21st century. Moreover, Chinese leaders and even Chinese specialists dealing with the United States continue to register deep suspicions of the China’s Rise in Asia—Promises, Prospects and Implications for the United States 5 Asia-Pacific Center for Security Studies United States. Chinese experience and nationalistic conditioning instill a dark view of foreign affairs and particularly of the leading world power, which is expected to seek dominance and hegemony. The US practice in the post-Cold War period has strongly reinforced the Chinese view that while the United States on the one hand seeks constructive engagement with China, on the other hand it pursues a sometimes overt, sometime hidden, policy of containment. The latter is designed to keep China divided and weak and prevent its rise in power relative to the United States. Graphically illustrating continued Chinese suspicion of US intentions, the Chinese military continues to devote extraordinary efforts to purchase and develop weapons systems to attack Americans if they were to intervene in a Taiwan contingency—China is the only large power in the world preparing to shoot Americans. China’s strong intercontinental ballistic missile program is targeted against the United States. China also continues to offset and counter US influence in Asia in a variety of ways through trade agreements, rhetoric, Asia-only groupings and other means, which amount to a soft balancing against the US superpower. The Chinese efforts are more overt in Southeast and Central Asia and less evident in Korea where more immediate and vital US interests are at stake. 

1NC Relations Turn

Okinawan bases secure alliance interests-key to relations.

The Polish Institute of International April 28th 2010 Bulletin No. 66 (142) “The Issue of the Futenma Base on Okinawa in the Japan-US Relations” Justyna Szczudlik-Tatar


The United States is impatient with the Japanese government’s indecisiveness regarding the base and it insists on the implementation of the concluded agreements, which it considers binding. The Futenma base issue was discussed by Hatoyama and Obama during the US president’s visit to Japan in November 2009 and during the 12 April 2010 Washington nuclear summit. The US treats its bases on Okinawa and elsewhere in Japan as strategic points in the Pacific. With China, North Korea, South Korea and Taiwan within their range, the presence of US forces is meant to ensure security in Asia. The reduction of US forces on Okinawa or their withdrawal from the island would amount―even if chiefly on the symbolic level―to the weakening of the US’s position as the guarantor of security in Asia, a scenario that would benefit China the most. Prospects. The total withdrawal of US forces from Okinawa, or the severing of the mutually advantageous alliance with Japan, are both unlikely. Japan needs American security guarantees, in particular now that it is faced with the growing importance of China and with the North Korean threat (Taiwan and South Korea present similar attitudes). The United States is anxious to maintain its position in Asia and to offset China’s growing influence. 

Relations solve nuclear war.

INSS 2000 "The United States and Japan: Advancing towards a mature partnership" written by fellows from the CSIS, Brookings, INSS and CFR, and Joseph Nye.

Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a well- equipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy. 
2NC Relations Link XTN

No need to change the U.S. alliance with Japan, it’s key to maintaining the economic and militaristic balance in East Asia. Additionally, Okinawa is key to US-Japan relations.

Marine Corps Times 6/22/2010 Eric Talmadge Associated Press “Okinawa Basing Stresses U.S.-Japan relations” http://www.marinecorpstimes.com/news/2010/06/ap_us_japan_062210/

TOKYO — Uncertainty over a Marine base and plans to move thousands of U.S. troops to Guam are straining a post-World War II security alliance Japan and the United States set 50 years ago, but Tokyo's new leader said Tuesday he stands behind the pact. Prime Minister Naoto Kan said he sees the arrangement as a crucial means of maintaining the balance of power in Asia, where the economic and military rise of China is looming large, and vowed to stand behind it despite recent disputes with Washington. "Keeping our alliance with the United States contributes to peace in the region," Kan said in a televised question-and-answer session with other party leaders. "Stability helps the U.S.-Japan relationship, and that between China and Japan and, in turn, China and the United States." The U.S.-Japan alliance, formalized over violent protests in 1960, provides for the defense of Japan while assuring the U.S. has regional bases that serve as a significant deterrent to hostilities over the Korean Peninsula or Taiwan. Under the pact, promulgated 50 years ago Wednesday, nearly 50,000 American troops are deployed throughout Japan. The U.S. forces include a key naval base south of Tokyo where the only permanently forward-deployed aircraft carrier has its home port; Kadena Air Base, which is one of the largest in Asia; and more than 10,000 U.S. Marines on the southern island of Okinawa. The large U.S. presence over the past five decades has allowed Japan to keep its own defense spending low, to about 1 percent of its GDP, and focus its spending elsewhere — a factor that helped it rebuild after World War II to become the world's second-largest economy. "Even though there are some small problems here and there, in the bigger sense the relationship remains strong," said Jun Iio, a professor at the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies in Tokyo. "Very few people think that it is actually necessary to make major changes in the alliance." 
1NC Rearm Turn

All alternatives to American basing spark Japanese rearm and instability or crush relations, status quo is comparatively better.

Tanji 2007, Miyume "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" research fellow at the CASAAP, Curtin University. in Perth, Australia, PhD in Politics and MA in IR http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
The first of these paths maintains the US-Japan security alliance but is likely, especially if it involves fully developed theatre missile defense system, to antagonise China and escalate arms race and anarchy in East Asian international relations. The second path is the most destructive option, both for  Japanese-US relations as well as Japan’s relations with Northeast Asian neighbours (China, North and South Korea in particular). In recent years, former prime minister Koizumi’s visits to Yasukuni shrine, read as representing the rise of nationalism in Japanese society, raised concerns that Japan might not be too far from taking this path. US congress’s demand for an apology against prime minister Abe’s public denial of the state’s responsibility for Japanese military’s sexual slavery during WWII demonstrates the US concern that Japan might not remain subservient especially in military matters. The third path simply extends the current status quo. The fourth path will also cause heartburn for the US – but much less. It is a path that best promises Japanese non-regression to a militarist past. It is also the course of action most likely to establish Japan as a co-operative regional leader and to establish the foundations for good relations with China and other neighbours in the region; foundations for building regional security that does not rely on a US military presence. Japan’s current policy on Futenma Air Base clearly anticipates paths (1) and (3). In other words, where US bases in Okinawa are concerned, the Japanese government has been totally submissive and has fully accommodated the US military’s convenience and preferences. The Japanese government has also completely ignored the history (the living memory of the Battle of Okinawa, for example) that informs Okinawan base opposition (Tanji 2006: Chapter 4) and simply refused to give considerations of this kind a place in foreign policy discussion. The same point applies to the many damaging impacts of the bases on daily civilian life in Okinawa. 

This means nuclear war.

Landy, 2K (Jonathon, National Security and International Correspondent, Knight Ridder, March 10, 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. In an effort to cool the region’s tempers, President Clinton, Defense Secretary William S. Cohen and National Security Adviser Samuel R. Berger all will hopscotch Asia’s capitals this month. For America, the stake could hardly be higher. There are 100,000 U.S. troops in Asia committed to defending Taiwan, Japan and South Korea, and the United States would instantly become embroiled if Beijing moved against Taiwan or North Korea attacked South Korea.  While Washington has no defense commitments to either India or Pakistan, a conflict between the two could end the global taboo against using nuclear weapons and demolish the already shaky international nonproliferation regime.
2NC-Stability XTN

US Presence key to Asian Stability – Prevents Japan military aggression into East Asia
Kakuchi, Sri Lankan journalist reporting for Inter Press Service, and is also a regular commentator on Asian issues, 2010 [Suvendrini, “Japan-U.S. Pact Crucial to Balance of Power in East Asia”, The Global Realm, June 2, 2010, http://theglobalrealm.com/2010/06/02/japan-u-s-pact-crucial-to-balance-of-power-in-east-asia/]On the international front, analysts see Japan’s political mess spilling into disastrous regional consequences as Japan and the United States struggle to come to a satisfactory conclusion amid domestic anger over Okinawa and a tinderbox situation for U.S. troops facing violence in Afghanistan. “I would describe the situation in East Asia as dangerous and uncertain,” said international relations expert Takeshi Inoguchi of University of Niigata, a leading foreign studies institution. Inoguchi was referring to heightened alertness in East Asia after South Korea and Japan decided to take stern action against North Korea, which has reacted with its characteristic dogmatism by threatening war even as evidence emerged that it had carried out the sinking of a South Korean warship in March near the maritime border with the authoritarian regime. China, a key player in Asian security, is the lone supporter of the North and is not throwing its weight behind South Korea. Other issues creating tense regional relations include Chinese military activities in Japanese waters that have, for the moment, been smoothed in an agreement forged on Monday to pursue further talks between Chinese premier Wen Jiabao and Hatoyama during the former’s visit to Tokyo this week. Inoguchi said it is difficult to predict what will happen next. An unfortunate confluence of factors, namely, “Japan’s weak leadership,” the anticipated victory of the opposition in South Korea’s local elections on Wednesday, and Chinese reports of local labour and rural unrest turning into a headache for Beijing, “can only mean a more explosive East Asia,” he said. Last week Hatoyama fired cabinet minister Mizuho Fukushima, leader of a small leftist party, after she refused to sign a document approving the relocation of the Futenma U.S. military air base to a less crowded part of Okinawa, citing it was against the party’s campaign pledge. Professor Masao Okonogi, an expert on the Korean peninsula, said the ongoing political crisis has turned the spotlight once again on the future of the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty, which has long been a thorny issue on the domestic front and a relentless quagmire for Japanese governments. “Any attempt to change the bilateral military alliance, which the Japanese public thinks is unfair, signals a treacherous path for governments as you can see from what is happening now,” he said. The Japan-U.S. military alliance allows Japan to defend itself from foreign invasion but prevents it from participating in an attack. In addition, Japan is host to the largest number of U.S. military and naval bases in Asia, where they are heavily involved in U.S.-led wars in the region. Japan’s defence policy views the Treaty as crucial to efforts to forestall threats posed by North Korea and China, which are seen as potential dangers to Japan’s national security. But China and North Korea view the military pact between Japan and the United States as a throwback to Cold War diplomacy. Analysts say any hopes the Japanese public may have had to push for a more equal military alliance with Washington have been dashed as tensions grow and the lack of leadership on the domestic front leaves little room for meaningful negotiation. Professor Akira Kato, an international politics expert at Obirin University, said an equal alliance with the United States would mean allowing Japan to rearm itself. Japan has a formidable Self Defence Force (SDF) that cannot be officially named a military under its postwar pacifist Constitution. A tortuous change enacted in the Japan-U.S. Security Pact two decades ago now permits, among other stipulations, the Japanese SDF to participate in operations with the U.S. security forces stationed in the country. But leftist political parties such as the Social Democratic Party, which has abandoned the ruling coalition over policy disagreements, calls for the opposite. Its policy is to “scale down the SDF and transform the bilateral Security Pact into peace and goodwill.” Analysts say such foreign policy row is one pressing reason why the Japanese platform, such as what is identified with the conservative Liberal Democratic Party, remains shaky in terms of negotiating for a better deal with the United States over U.S. base relocation. “With political and public opinion divided, the looming insecurity in East Asia and Japan’s shaky politics, the Japan-U.S. security treaty continues to play a fundamental role in Asian security with all its other implications,” said Obirin University’s Kato. 

2NC-T/ The Case

WWII Proves that Japanese invasion of East-Asian Countries include horrendous atrocities against women – Turning the Case

Jensen, Utah Humanities Graduate Conference member, 2002 [Jessica, “PATRIARCHY AND THE COMFORT WOMEN”, 
Utah Humanities Graduate Conference, 2002 is the last date cited, http://www.hum.utah.edu/hgc/papers/jensen_jessica.pdf]

During World War II, the Japanese government committed an atrocity against women from Korea, China, and the Pacific Islands.  The Japanese military kidnapped, falsely recruited, and coerced 200,000 women to serve in brothels for their soldiers.  The women ranged in age from 11 to 27, and they came from all the areas Japan occupied, although 80-90% were Korean, which had been colonized by Japan since 1894.  They serviced up to 50 men a day with little food, water, or sanitation.  The conditions were dangerous, and the soldiers were brutal.  Only 25% of the comfort women made it through the war partly because of the Japanese troops killing the comfort women as they retreated.i  These women suffered beyond most people’s understanding.  How could this happen?  How could the Japanese government justify the treatment of these women?  Why has nothing been done to help these women achieve peace? 

Japanese Rearm will be used as a way to coerce the public into forgetting Japan’s past patriarchal military actions such as the Korean Comfort women

Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, 9 [John, ““Japan: The Price of Normalcy”, Japan Focus, January, http://www.japanfocus.org/-John-Feffer/3009]
The Japanese government has tried to airbrush this reality with the help of gender stereotypes. Women make up only 4 percent of the armed forces (just as they are rare in industry and government). Yet 80 percent of SDF recruitment posters feature women.[11] The government is cannily projecting an image of its military as stereotypically feminine – peaceful, humanitarian, and concerned with the safety of the soldiers. All the while, it is charting a stereotypically masculine future of preemptive capabilities and the tendency to shoot first and ask questions later. Not everyone in Japan is passively watching the transformation of the military. In Client State: Japan in the American Embrace, Gavan McCormack describes a handful of courageous individuals who have resisted the Japanese government’s imposition of the national flag and anthem, both compromised by their association with World War II policies and the empire. One 62-year-old schoolteacher distributed leaflets successfully urging those attending a school graduation not to stand for the national anthem (government prosecutors wanted to throw him in jail; instead the Japanese courts levied a considerable fine).[12] To save the peace constitution and Japan’s precious tradition of defensive defense, 5,000 Article 9 associations have sprung up around the country.[13] And McCormack describes the impressive, sustained, and at times successful efforts of an entire island, Okinawa, to kick out the U.S. bases that have dominated their island for more than half a century. Of course, civil society also includes extremists who have been increasingly active in Japan. McCormack describes what he calls a rising tide of right-wing terrorism in Japan, which has included violent attacks on moderate politicians and on the much-maligned North Korean community (Chosen Soren). One fanatic bombed the home of a Foreign Ministry official who had worked to improve ties with North Korea. More “respectable” extremists range from Ishihara Shintaro, the governor of Tokyo who has advocated nuclear rearmament, to the rabid cartoonist Kobayashi Yoshinori who has graphically rehabilitated Japan’s war-time history in a book-length manga that denies all atrocities from the Nanjing Massacre to the comfort women.[14] These neo-nationalist actors, far more than the new pacifist and anti-militarist social movements, are defining what “normal” means for Japanese security policy through the rewriting of history, the exaltation of the military, and the treatment of pacifism as a threat to the country. Japanese leaders like the popular former Prime Minister Koizumi Junichiro have espoused nationalist causes – such as visiting the controversial Yasukuni shrine that houses the spirits of several war criminals – to curry favor with the hard right but also to divert attention from their efforts to deepen U.S.-Japanese military relations.  As McCormack says of Koizumi, “the more he served foreign purposes, the more important it was that he look and sound like a nationalist.”[15] The post-World War II consensus is thus being pulled inside out as the alliance designed to provide Japan with a cheap defense and a nuclear umbrella has become a very costly junior partnership—what  . 
1NC-Okinawa Identity Adv

The “Okinawan struggle” is continuously used to justify a variety of protest groups. U.S. withdrawal would not necessarily end the myth of “Okinawan struggle.”

Miyume Tanji 2003 Research Fellow CASAAP (Center for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific) PhD in Politics Murdoch University, Masters Degree in International Relations Australian National University, Diploma in Education Curtin University, Bachelors degree in Law Sophia University, “The Enduring Myth of an Okinawan Struggle: The History and Trajectory of a Diverse Community of Protest” 

Crucially, though, the idea of an ‘Okinawan struggle’ has endured in the community of protest throughout the post-war period. Ideas about marginalization of and discrimination against, Okinawans constitute a powerful myth of an ‘Okinawan struggle’, which has a long history of being redeemed, used and exploited differently by a wide range of protest actors, adjusted to their particular and historically specific struggles. Indeed, in the event that the US military bases were withdrawn from Okinawa, the ability and appeal of the myth of an ‘Okinawan struggle’ would therefore not necessarily expire, even if it will increasingly be joined by other protest perspectives as a result of the flowering of new social movements.
 
The “Okinawan struggle” is never-ending. It can and will always adapt to what a certain group of people will want to advocate in their protest movement.

Miyume Tanji 2003 Research Fellow CASAAP (Center for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific) PhD in Politics Murdoch University, Masters Degree in International Relations Australian National University, Diploma in Education Curtin University, Bachelors degree in Law Sophia University, “The Enduring Myth of an Okinawan Struggle: The History and Trajectory of a Diverse Community of Protest” 

Overall. I contend that the myth of an 'Okinawan struggle' has survived. and will survive increasing diversification of protest actors and changing reform agendas in Okinawa because its flexibility in being harnessed to a myriad of drapes and forms of campaigns against marginalisation. This dissertation reveals that through the post-war period. the myth - described variously as an ‘Oklnawan struggle'. the ‘Okinawa Struggle", or the ‘Okinawans' movement’ - has become less rigid in the way it is incorporated into notions of collective identity or rationales for specific protests and organisations thereof. Yet it is precisely this capacity of the myth to speak to so many different interpretations of marglnalkation - involving different struggles and experlences at different periods in time-that means it is still a powerful and attractive one. It continues to be an effective source of lnspiration and mobilisation for divergent groups by providing strategies and ideas of protest derlved from past experiences. and to be a source of self-expression. Another attractlon of the idea of an 'Okinawan struggle`is its abilily to provlde a base for individual struggles from which to connect with common experiences of marglnalisation taking place in other parts of the world, thus promoting and developing networks with social movement actors in global civil society. 

1NC Gender Adv

Sexual exploitation dwindling now.

1999 Michael S. Molasky PhD. Japanese Literature, University of Chicago “The American Occupation of Japan and Okinawa:Literature and Memory
There are few outright brothels catering solely to American servicemen in mainland Japan or Okinawa. In their place are bars and clubs, some of which allow GIs to arrange for sex, usually to be conducted elsewhere after closing hours. These establishments are concentrated in base towns throughout the country, such as Kin in Okinawa, which is located across from Camp Hansen, a large Marine base. In contrast to the boom years of the Vietnam War, these days Kin’s dwindling number of clubs struggle to stay in business. Besides the lack of customers, the most notable change is that since the 1980s “dancers” from the Philippines have replaced local women in the sexual labor pool servicing the American military. Yet “sexual labor” will seem a misnomer to anyone familiar with the prison-like living quarters and oppressive curfews to which these women are routinely subjected.30 

Foreign policy must prioritize security, the Okinawans don't matter in the grand scheme of things.

Tanji 2007, Miyume "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" research fellow at the CASAAP, Curtin University. in Perth, Australia, PhD in Politics and MA in IR http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
The neo-realist perspective and the radical independence and priority it assigns to foreign policy making is helpful here. Foreign policy about the survival of Japan and maintaining the security alliance with the US is priority not to be disturbed by less important domestic concerns. In order to maintain the status quo of the alliance, the government of Japan chooses to allow the US forces to keep using the base facilities in Okinawa. Apart from that, Okinawa hosts 75% of all exclusively US facilities stationed in Japan. If Okinawa’s cultural sensibilities or priorities are sometimes ignored, and its democracy or  economy are a little damaged in the process, then these are a small price to pay for a national security that cannot be compromised. Any way the proper place for these questions is away from the main game with a little money and media manipulation to ease the way. This approach also has the further advantage of minimising the offense of a foreign military presence that might be experienced by Japanese nationals outside Okinawa (out of sight, out of mind), thus shielding the alliance from wider Japanese resentment. Okinawa has been managed separately and put in its place – mostly. Realist international relations theory, especially the neo version, has provided important assistance. 

1NC Gender Adv

Turn: Simply removing bases from Okinawa will be a win for the male dominated politics of the island, continuing the patriarchal state and the gender stereotypes of women who are forced to be in the sex industry

Angst, Assistant Professor of Anthropology at Lewis & Clark College, 2003 [Linda Isako, "Islands of Discontent: Okinawan Responses to japanese and American Power", pp 151-154, Edited by Laura Hein and Mark Selden, PhD-specializes in the history of Japan IR, Senior Research Associate in the East Asia Program at Cornell, and Professor Emeritus of History and Sociology, Published in 2003, http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=aY4yKIek90cC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=ronald+nakasone&ots=ksQojrn9hL&sig=mplOyrN-RXeYUtIyfr2tma2dotA#v=onepage&q=Although%20the%201995%20rape%20may%20&f=false]The shifting of focus, from the rape to its political representation, and from feminist protest to identity politics,  reveals the nature of direction of Okinawan politics. The discourse has been transformed from the protests voiced largely by women concerning human rights, with feminist activist Takazato Suzuyo playing an important role, to protests by (male) landowners about rights to land, and hence to issues of national sovereignty, political identity, and development, led by former governor Ota. At its most basic, we can say that feminists address the issue of individual rights as they inhere in female bodies, while male politicians generalize in order to address the identity and rights of the body politic. I suggest that the problem of an overarching Okinawan voice that both subsumes feminist/women’s agendas and interprets the rape of the schoolgirl metaphorically as the defilement of an image of a pure and chaste Okinawa is grounded in an inherently patriarchal political outlook. The problem with the language that represents Okinawa as a sacrificed or prostituted daughter is its tacit acceptance of the nationalist trope of the family state. The chastity of the victim as daughter becomes the locus of concern and the condition for regarding the rape as sacrifice. While this language is not immediately in conflict with feminists’ highlighting of the systematic violations of women’s civil rights through violence, it fails to criticize a sexual double standard in which raped girls are “ruined,” although it presents their loss as a blow to all. Indeed, the Japanese state, in readily agreeing to turn Okinawa into a U.S. military colony, and even after reversion in 1972, to keep 75 percent of U.S. bases there, in effect created a situation in which Okinawan women would suffer the majority of rapes and other crimes to lighten the burden on women in other Japanese prefectures. Women working in Okinawa’s base-related and (now) resort tourism related sex and entertainment industry have long borne the brunt of their socially stigmatizing, physically debilitating, dangerous work. Protest leaders, who define an idea of collective cultural self through reference to a pristine, precolonial past, draw upon images of purity and chastity, such as the Himeyuri and raped schoolgirl; in the process, the real prostituted daughters of Okinawa are excluded. Indeed, in may ways, bar and brothel women are lingering and unwanted images of prewar era Okinawa as low ethnic other, while Filipina women, the new sex workers, are largely absent from the discussion. Despite their many sacrifices, these own men are coded as less deserving of public concern by many groups because they are not “pure.” The lack of sensitivity to the fact that women with little education have few work opportunities other than bar and sex work melds with the focus on the twelve-year-old raped girl as the primary symbol of sacrifice and victimhood (just as the Himeyuri served in this capacity for wartime and post-war Okinawa). Yet the raped girl differs fundamentally from other women in Okinawa: Precisely because she is a girl, her chastity places her within the protection of the patriarchal family.  In the first decades after the war, the survival of many Okinawan families rested on the incomes of sex workers—sisters, mothers, and other female relatives. Now that most Okinawans have put the hard-scrabble years behind them, the women who still bear the burden of such sacrifices—now mainly a few older Okinawan women and increasing numbers of Filipinas—have been forgotten or stigmatized.  Ironically, the very women who have experienced the life of the prostituted daughter are excluded from public recognition as that particular symbol of Okinawan victimhood. That is, Okinawan women (and still more Filipinas) working in the sex trade, around bases and in the tourist industry, are ineligible for inclusion within the protective embrace of collective family, despite having sacrificed their own reputations as “decent women” in the service of families. A major challenge facing the feminist movement in Okinawa is inclusion of these marginalized and forgotten women in contemporary human rights agendas The 1995 rape provoked a broad reexamination of policies that had long permitted the U.S. military to dominate Okinawa. Many have justifiably used the rape as leverage against Tokyo for the removal of U.S. bases and the return of Okinawan lands. Feminist groups have challenged the focus on an agenda of economic development spearheaded by Japanese corporate capital, as in the case of resort development, which fails to address the need to protect and improve women’s lives. They interrogate the new development agenda: What efforts will be made to prevent the violent assaults on women by GIs and others? And to what degree would small businesses owned and run by women be protected and encouraged under a new development regime? Much Okinawan development has centered on large Japanese corporations, and there has been scant effort to promote the needs of small business owners, women like Keiko and Kaa-chan, who ran a snack shop and bar in Kin or the proprietress of the churasa Soap Factory in Onna village. Indeed, the issue of how women have been called on to support tourism in not addressed. While women have been called on to support men in their political protests demanding Okinawan rights, they have been expected to defer their goals to the aims of Okinawan identity politics (read: economic development). Okinawan women with whom I have spoken fear that in this way, women will continue to be the base of a new tourist economy pyramid, mostly earning minimum wages and enjoying few if any employee benefits of protections. An economically and socially marginalized existence will continue for these women, with more and more of them coming from the Phillippines and other poorer regions of Asia, within the sexual economy of tourism. The problem will remain invisible as long as officials insist on subordinating issues of women’s human rights to the cause of Okinawan nationalism and ignoring the increasingly Filipina profile of entertainment workers. In raising these issues, one of my goals has been to remind those of use who so readily appropriate the rape for our various purposes of the person at its core: the twelve-year-old Okinawan girl whose body was brutally violated and whose life was forever altered one night in 1995. Indeed, I began to write about this rape in order to understand and work through how to come to grips with this tragedy as a feminist scholar—that is, without losing sight of the girl herself. This is why it is necessary to revisit the rape. For it was initially from compassion for the victim that most of us became “involved” in our various ways with this rape. While the compassion may not have disappeared, many have shifted focus to the so-called larger political issues. A feminist politics calls on us to maintain and reaffirm the connection to the subjects of our study. In the end, we must remember that the victim is a child in an Okinawan family deprived of her youth and innocence. Whatever else we have had to say about the connection between her and Okinawa belongs to the political world of adults, a world into which she was violently and prematurely thrust.

Alt Cause – Military Prostitution is rooted in the US military system and takes place in nearly every country we occupy – continued objectification of women will continue inevitably

Kirk and Francis, chaired the women’s studies program at Antioch College and Ph.D. in political sociology, founder of East Asia-U.S. Women's Network Against Militarism, 2k [Gwyn and Carolyn, “Redefining Security: Women Challenge U.S. Military Policy and Practice in East Asia”, 15 Berkeley Women’s LJ. 229, http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/berkwolj15&div=11&g_sent=1&collection=journals]Military Prostitution in all three East Asian countries under discussion here, prostitution is officially forbidden but practiced under such euphemisrns as the “hospitality industry” or “entertainment” The SOFAs do not refer to military prostitution even indirectly. However, its existence is an important element in the “GI Towns” that contributes to a general atmosphere of disrespect and objectification of women. U.S. military commanders and administrators view sexual activity as one of their troops’ basic needs. In “Central America, Vietnam, the Philippines, South Korea, Japan, Puerto Rico, the mainland United States, Germany, and Italy the Pentagon has operated as if prostitution were a necessary and integral part of U.S. military operations,” suggesting that militarized masculinity requires regular sexual release." Military prostitution is built into U.S. military operations-not as a perk, but as a necessary component.” Bases are refueling and repair depots for warships and planes; military personnel are also “refueled” by local women and girls. Host governments have agreed to allow the establishment of “recreation zones” near military bases or at military ports to be used by U.S. troops for R & R, or as it is sometimes jokingly called, I & I (intoxication and intercourse)." South Korea serves as a good demonstration of the impact of military prostitution. The U.S. military insists that women who work in the clubs, bars, and massage parlors of the “GI Towns” be tested regularly for sexually-transmitted diseases." In South Korea, women must obtain a weekly ID number from an official clinic as proof of their “clean” health status before being allowed to enter such bars." If they do not pass this test, they are quarantined until they do so." As further protection for U.S. military personnel, clubs and bars that employ women without ID numbers are deemed off-limits by U.S. military officials." The assumption is that the women are the source of sexually transmitted diseases, not the men. In 1989, roughly 18,000 women in South Korea were registered with the local health authorities, and, thus able to work in the bars and clubs.” ln 1999, it was estimated that “over 10,000 domestic women and 2,000 immigrant women serve[d] as sex providers in Kyiclfon” [GI Towns] in South Korea.” Typically these are women who come from poor, rural families and who move to urban areas to work in factories. They are drawn to the bars as a way of making more money than they could at factory jobs." Military prostitution “[buys] off women . . . with higher wages than they can earn in the industrial wage labor sector,”” and is, in effect, “a dumping ground . . . between the patriarchal family structure and the industrializing labor force. . 
1NC Positive Peace

American security concerns are legitimate and outweigh their impacts, prefer comparative evidence.

Bugni 1997 Toni M. "The Continued Invasion: Assessing the United States Military Presence on Okinawa Through 1996" Suffolk Transnational Law Review

The Okinawan citizens have serious concerns surrounding the U.S. military presence on Okinawa. 141 The activities of the bases and the military personnel create safety problems for the local residents. 142 In addition, the presence of U.S. military bases in Okinawa impedes the island's economic prosperity. 143Although Japanese and U.S. officials need to recognize these problems and work toward implementing feasible solutions to the problems caused by the bases on the island, the United States is legally able to continue holding its bases on Okinawa. 144 Under the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, the United States has the right to station troops in Japan; Japan has the duty to provide land  [*111]  for U.S. military facilities. 145 This agreement has not lapsed but has been updated and reaffirmed several times since its initial signing. 146 Both countries recognize the validity of this treaty and its related agreements. 147Additionally, in August of 1996 the Supreme Court of Japan recognized the Japanese government's duties under these treaties and found it in the public interest to abide by them. 148 This ruling upheld the Japanese law that allows the government to execute a lease if the citizen refuses to do so. 149 Although Okinawa carries a heavier burden in dealing with the U.S. bases than do other prefectures of Japan, the central government and the Japanese Supreme Court consider the continued U.S. military presence on the island to serve the interest of public welfare. 150 In addition, even though the Okinawan prefecture held a referendum on the reduction of U.S. bases in Okinawa, the relatively low voter turnout shows that Okinawans themselves may see the benefit of the U.S. bases. 151Finally, by keeping its forces on Okinawa, the United States is fostering peace and security in the Asia-Pacific region. 152 The world needs a stable power to police the political and economic instability in this region. 153 In addition, the significant arms trade in this area makes any  [*112]  conflict particularly volatile. 154V. Conclusion The Okinawan people have legitimate concerns about the significant U.S. military presence on Okinawa, however, they are outweighed by the rights and regional security concerns of the United States. 155 Since the end of the Cold War, the United States has needed to ensure peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. 156 Now that the United States has pulled out of the Philippines, its bases on Okinawa have become even more important to the region. 157 While the Okinawans are waiting for the base reforms that both governments are working toward, they cannot deny either the legality of the U.S. military presence on their island or the importance of it. 158
1NC Japan Econ Turn

Japan presence is key to their economy.

Tanji 2003 Miyume Tanji 2003 ResearchFellow CASAAP (Center for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific) PhDin Politics Murdoch University, Masters Degree in International Relations AustralianNational University, Diploma in Education Curtin University, Bachelors degreein Law Sophia University, “The Enduring Myth of an Okinawan Struggle: TheHistory and Trajectory of a Diverse Community of Protest” 

However, particularly after the reversion. the US mililtary has also beenregarded as the provider of material benefits for the local economy. There areobvious short-term material benefits: rent incomes for the landowners of the privateproperties used by the US millary, relatively secure employment opportunities thatthe bases provide for the local populalion, goods and services catering for themilitary, and construction pojects that the subsidised public works bring in.Increasingly. the focus of protest against structural economic dependence relates tofear of pollution, various hazards such as noise and rnilitarlsm that lower the qualityof life, and grievances towards the insuffcient protection of locals' rights againstcrlmes and other harzards caused  by the US  military under the current Status ofForces Agreement.

Japanese economic collapse goes global and causes wars

Michael Auslin 2009 is the director of Japan Studies at the American Enterprise Instituteand senior research fellow at the MacMillan Center forInternational and Area Studies at Yale University, 2/17/09 [“Japan’s Downturn is Bad News for the World: The US Can’t Counton Japanese Savers”, Wall Street Journal, February 17th 2009,available online at http://online.wsj.com/article/SB123483257056995903.htmlaccessed June 28th, 2010//Thur]

Recently,many economists and scholars in the U.S. have been looking backward to Japan'sbanking disaster of the 1990s, hoping to learn lessons for America's currentcrisis. Instead, they should be looking ahead to what might occur ifJapan goes into a full-fledged depression. IfJapan's economy collapses, supply chains across the globe will be affected andnumerous economies will face severe disruptions, most notably China's. China is currentlyJapan's largest import provider, and the Japanese slowdown is creatingtremendous pressure on Chinese factories. Just last week, the Chinesegovernment announced that 20 million rural migrants had lost their jobs. Closer to home, Japan may also start running out ofsurplus cash, which it has used to purchase U.S. securities for years. For thefirst time in a generation, Tokyo is running trade deficits -- five months in a rowso far. The political and social fallout from a Japanese depression also wouldbe devastating. In the face of economic instability, other Asian nationsmay feel forced to turn to more centralized -- even authoritarian -- control totry to limit the damage. Free-trade agreements may be rolled back and politicalfreedom curtailed. Social stability in emerging, middle-classsocieties will be severely tested, and newly democratized states may find itimpossible to maintain power. Progress toward a more open, integrated Asia is atrisk, with the potential for increased political tension in theworld's most heavily armed region. This is the backdrop upon which the U.S. governmentis set to expand the national debt by a trillion dollars or more. Withoutmassive debt purchases by Japan and China, the U.S. may not be able to financethe cost of the stimulus package, creating a trapdoor under the U.S. economy.
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