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***GENERAL

Solvency

Closing the Futenma base is impossible and the base is key to maintaining deterrence

Associated Press, 5/6/10

(“Moving Futenma off Okinawa called impossible,” Marine Corps Times, pg online @ http://www.marinecorpstimes.com/news/2010/05/ap_okinawa_050410/ //ag)

But on his first visit to Okinawa as prime minister, Hatoyama conceded it would be difficult if not impossible to move Futenma’s facilities off the island, which hosts more than half the 47,000 American troops stationed in Japan under a security pact.  Hatoyama essentially acknowledged that his government has been unable to come up with any other viable alternatives to Nago, the proposed relocation site in the north, and is shifting back toward the 2006 plan.  “Realistically speaking, it is impossible,” he said, wearing a traditional Okinawan short-sleeved shirt. “We have reached a conclusion that it is difficult to relocate all of Futenma’s functions outside the country or the island because of a need to maintain deterrence under the Japan-U.S. alliance.

US and Japan Cooperation Solves for Tensions

Cooperation between U.S. and Japan is allowing Okinawa to express their concerns. 

Women for Genuine Security, 2k- (6/25/00, “Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence,” http://www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf)

The Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) provides for the behavior of U.S. troops stationed in Japan. U.S. military personnel often flout local law and custom, and are shielded from the Japanese judicial system unless U.S. military authorities agree to co-operate with local police. In many cases, U.S. troops who commit crimes against local people are disciplined, if at all, by U.S. military authorities. Military personnel who have injured or, in some cases, killed local people through negligent driving have not been brought to trial in local courts. This incenses local people who see it as a daily manifestation of U.S. insensitivity and high-handedness. They are pressing for changes in the SOFA to give more protection to host communities. In the case of the 12-year-old Okinawan girl who was raped, the U.S. military handed over the three men responsible to Okinawan civilian authorities in view of the enormous outcry this incident generated in Okinawa and internationally. The young men stood trial in a Japanese court, were found guilty, and have served seven-year, and six-and-a-half-year sentences in prison in Japan. On November 4, 1995, the Okinawa Prefecture Government submitted a petition to the Japanese government for the revision of the U.S.-Japan SOFA “to ensure both the stability of Okinawan lives and regional development.” It listed 10 main points: the return of land needed by local municipalities, reducing noise pollution, penalizing military units responsible for accidents, banning U.S. military aircraft from civilian airports, allowing local government officials to enter U.S. bases, banning marching in civilian areas, installing recognizable license plates on U.S. military vehicles, taking crime suspects into Japanese custody, compensating victims of crime or accidents, and allowing local municipalities to participate in discussion of the U.S.-Japan Joint Committee. In addition to petitioning the Japanese government regarding the undue “burden” placed on Okinawa as a result of the concentration of U.S. military installations, Okinawan governors made eight official visits to the United States in a decade (1988-1998)—two by Governor Nishime and six by Governor Ota—to seek reduction of bases in Okinawa and resolution of the many base-related problems. These petitions and visits resulted in live-ammunition drills being moved to sites in mainland Japan, and some small changes in day-to-day military operations in Okinawa.

Kan Tax Plan Fails

Experts say Kan’s tax plan will fail

The Japan Times, 6/25 (6/25/10, “Experts Find Tax Pledge Wanting”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621634394&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621634397&cisb=22_T9621634396&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=169018&docNo=8)

Kazuaki Nagata STAFF WRITER Prime Minister Naoto Kan has begun to advocate raising the consumption tax to 10 percent, attacking the political hot potato head-on. But experts aren't terribly impressed with Kan's tax pledge, saying a hike to 10 percent simply isn't enough to ward off a looming fiscal crisis. The government probably won't be able to meet its goal of achieving a primary budget surplus by the end of fiscal 2020, either, they said, adding that the consumption tax would need to be raised to at least 15 percent to get the government on track for steady fiscal rehabilitation. "I don't think 10 percent is enough," said Hisakazu Kato, an economics professor at Meiji University. "A 1 percentage point hike increases revenues by about yen 2.4 trillion, so a 5 percentage point rise would add revenues of around yen 12 trillion. The primary budget deficit is about yen 30 trillion now, so simple arithmetic shows it isn't enough," Kato said. The government unveiled a 10-year fiscal reconstruction plan Tuesday that aims to achieve a surplus in the primary budget balance by the end of fiscal 2020. The primary budget balance for a given year is defined as the difference between revenues excluding government bond sales and expenditures excluding debt-servicing costs. Kato said because the government is planning to lower the corporate tax over the next 10 years, even a 15 percent consumption tax might not be enough. In fact, when the government disclosed its 10-year economic growth strategy last week, the Cabinet Office revealed its own simulation data that indicate a 10 percent consumption tax would likely fall short of achieving a surplus in the primary balance. The simulation showed that if the economy were to keep growing by 2 percent annually until 2020, the primary budget deficit would shrink to yen 13.7 trillion thanks to the resultant increase in tax revenues. The average economic growth rate over the past 10 years, however, was only 0.8 percent. Based on another "conservative" scenario assuming 1.5 percent annual growth, the primary balance would be yen 21.7 trillion in the red in fiscal 2020. The yen 12 trillion expected from raising the consumption tax to 10 percent would fall far short of filling the gap in either scenario. Masaya Sakuragawa, an economics professor at Keio University, recently conducted a simulation on the sustainability of the national debt. It showed that the tax has to be raised to 15 percent to stop the snowballing public debt. Under his simulation, based on 1.4 percent economic growth in real terms and the premise that social security costs won't increase drastically, a 10 percent consumption tax would fail to stop the national debt from expanding, eventually leading to fiscal failure at some point in the future. Sakuragawa also pointed out that Kan has been talking about dedicating money from the consumption tax to fund social security programs, but that is the wrong approach. "Consumption tax revenues should not be limited for specific purposes, since the structure of expenditures could change in the future," he said. Talk about raising the consumption tax always comes with an argument over the economic impact. Because the economy has been so anemic, some lawmakers, including Shizuka Kamei, leader of coalition partner Kokumin Shinto (People's New Party), say a hike should not be implemented at this time because it would further slow the already sluggish growth rate. Sakuragawa, however, said the negative impact can be offset depending on how the increase is introduced. For instance, it would of course put a scare in consumers if the tax is raised by 5 percentage points all at once, but annual increases of 1 percentage point over five years could create a rush in demand every year before the raise, he said. Kato of Meiji University said a hike in the consumption tax wouldn't have any positive effects on the macro economy directly, but a Greece-type fiscal meltdown would be a disaster and measures to prevent such a crisis should be the priority. "I think it would be much riskier than raising the consumption tax to do nothing about reducing the debt and possibly causing an excessive reaction in the market that would lead to a plunge in government bond prices," he said. "To aim for medium- and long-term growth, we should reduce the public debt now . . . to avoid following Greece's path," Kato said.

Presence Solves East Asian War

US military presence in Japan solves East Asian war

Azhari 10 US military presence crucial to balance of power in Asia By Khaldon Azhari reports from Tokyo | Posted: 20 May 2010 2347 hrs http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singaporelocalnews/view/1058034/1/.html Channel NewsAsia Singapore was established in March 1999, and is an English language Asian TV News channel. It reports on global developments with Asian perspectives. Channel NewsAsia brings viewers not only the latest news but also the stories behind the headlines. Based in Singapore, it has correspondents in major Asian cities and key Western ones, including New York, Washington D.C, London and Brussels. It is fully complemented by a strong online presence at channelnewsasia.com, which provides a premier source of real time news, videos, information and entertainment features. TOKYO: US military presence remains crucial to the balance of power in Asia, says Singapore's Minister Mentor Lee Kuan Yew. East Asian security still needs the presence of American forces, so the region can continue its economic growth and balance the emergence of China, a country that is also important for this balance as there is no one country that should dominate Asia. This was the message from Mr Lee at the 16th annual Nikkei Future of Asia Symposium in Tokyo. Mr Lee also stressed the need to keep the US bases in Japan. Japan is in the midst of deciding where to relocate the US forces now based in Okinawa, and Mr Lee emphasized that US bases in Japan are necessary to maintain the balance of power in Asia. Mr Lee said: "We believe that their presence brings about stability and peace. They need a base in the northeast, and if there is no base in Japan, they can't deploy their weaponry and project their power. If Japan closes them off from Okinawa, I think it will be a setback for the deployment of the American forces, which is not to the benefit of Asia." Minister Mentor Lee also emphasized that Japan might take the Singaporean model to face the problem of an aging population, by opening up immigration and allowing immigrants' integration into the society without compromising local values. 
***CASE TURNS

Forces KT Security

US forces key to Japan’s security

Shuster, 10 (6/21/10, Mike, National Public Radio, “Japan's PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447) 

[In a recent interview with the BBC, the current Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada, speaking through an interpreter, pointed out that Japan's constitution limits how its self-defense forces can be used, and how the continued presence of U.S. forces acts as a deterrent to potential conflicts with North Korea or China."For Japan's own security and to maintain peace and stability in Asia as well, we do need U.S. forces in Japan, and that position is not going to change, even with the change in government," Okada said.]

Relations Turn Patriarchy

Japan-US relations favor the more powerful US, and directly trade off with the rights of Okinawan women  

Moon, 09-Department of Political Science and Edith Stix Wasserman Chair of Asian Studies at Wellesley College

(Katherine H.S., Japan News, “Military Prostitution and the U.S. Military in Asia”, 2-1-09, http://ikjeld.com/en/news/81/military-prostitution-and-the-us-military-in-asia

Such individuals and organizations also emphasized the compromised sovereignty of their own governments in relationship with the more powerful U.S. government and military, resulting in the compromised rights and dignity of the Korean, Okinawan, Filipina and other women who “serviced” American military (male) personnel. Aida Santos, a long-time activist opposing U.S. military bases in the Philippines (and later the Visiting Forces Agreement) wrote in the early 1990s that in the Philippines, “[r]acism and sexism are now seen as a fulcrum in the issue of national sovereignty.”1 Such activists made the case that the personal is indeed political and international.2 “Olongapo Rose,” a 1988 documentary film by the British Broadcasting Corporation about U.S. military prostitution in the Philippines graphically depicts the various political, economic, cultural, and racial “systems” at work.

Withdrawal Causes Prolif

Withdrawal from Japan Causes Nucuear Proliferation

Kazi 9 Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi [Reshmi,  July 31, Fellows' Seminar  Discussants: J Madan Mohan and Sitakanta Mishr, http://www.idsa.in/event/WillJapanGoNuclear_rkazi_310709; WBTR]

At present, many security analysts are of the view that Japan may go nuclear within the next ‘ten to fifteen years’. According to the author, Japan might compromise its principled stand on nuclear armament if the following scenarios unfold: the weakening of the US-Japan alliance; a North Korean nuclear attack on Japan; a war in the Korean Peninsula; a reunified nuclear Korea; a North Korean nuclear test; Chinese nuclear expansion; U.S. withdrawal from the region; possible breakdown of the NPT; rise of a new generation of nationalistic Japanese politicians; China’s response to a sudden collapse of North Korea. Although some of the above scenarios are extreme, they cannot be disregarded altogether by Japan. 

Guam Relocation Bad

China sees Guam as a threat—additional forces make tensions icy 

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

China’s civilian and military commentators commonly suspect that the U.S. defense build-up on Guam partly has been aimed at China, which has threatened to use the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) against Taiwan. U.S. policy on helping Taiwan’s self-defense is governed not by a defense treaty but by the Taiwan Relations Act (TRA), P.L. 96-8. Some concerns about the PLA’s accelerated modernization since the Taiwan Strait Crisis of 1995-1996 also have expanded beyond a focus on Taiwan to include PLA preparations for possible conflicts with the United States and Japan. In Southeast Asia, despite reduced tensions since the mid-1990s, China claims much of the South China Sea as well as the disputed Spratly and Paracel Islands in that sea as its “sovereign territory.” The PLA has increased its attention to Guam and has been building up its submarine force (both nuclear-powered and diesel-electric). In November 2004, the PLA Navy sent a Han-class nuclear attack submarine to waters off Guam before intruding into Japan’s territorial water.18 In April 2007, PACOM Commander Admiral Timothy Keating visited Guam and acknowledged that its defense buildup was partly due to concerns about any tensions over Taiwan and a need to deter North Korea. At the same time, he stressed U.S. transparency, saying “we’re not doing this [buildup] under the cover of darkness.”19

There’s a massive trade-off between the deterrent value of Okinawa and Guam
Schuster 98 Associate Director of Military Operations and Capabilities Issues (Carol. R, March 1998, “Overseas Presence: Issues Involved With Reducing the Impact of U.S. Military Presence in Okinawa”, Regenald L. Fun, p.24)

 The U.S. Presence in Okinawa Provides Operational Benefits If hostilities erupt in Asia-Pacific region, U.S. forces need to arrive in the crisis area quickly to repel aggression and end the conflict on terms favorable to the United States. U.S. forces could be used in a conflict and deploy from their bases in Okinawa. The forward deployment on Okinawa significantly reduces transit times, thereby promoting early arrival in potential regional trouble spots such as the Korean peninsula and the Taiwan Straits, a significant benefit in the initial stages of a conflict. For example, it takes 2 hours to fly to the Korean peninsula from Okinawa, as compared with about 5 hours from Guam, 11 hours from Hawaii, and l6 hours from the continental United States. Similarly, it takes About l l/2 days to make trip from Okinawa by ship to South Korea, as Compared with about 5 days from Guam, l2 days from Hawaii, and l7 days From the continental United States. In addition to its strategic location, Okinawa has a well-established military infrastructure that is provided to the United States rent-free and that supports the III Marine Expeditionary Force (and other U.S. forces). Housing, training, communications, and numerous other facilities are already in place on Okinawa, including those at MCAS Futenma, a strategic Air held for the 1st Marine Air Wing, and Camp Courtney, home of the 3rd Marine Division. Marine Corps logistics operations are based at Camp Kinser, which has about a million square feet of warehouse space for Marine forces’ use in the Pacific. For example, warehouses hold war reserve supplies on Okinawa that would support U.S. operations, including 14,400 towns of ammunition, 5,000 pieces of unit and equipment, And 50 million gallons of fuel. Military port facilities capable of handling military sealift ships and amphibious ships are available at the Anny’s Naha Military Port and the Navy's White Beach. In addition to providing base infrastructure, Japan provides about$368million per year as part of its burden-sharing to help support the III Marine Expeditionary Force deployment on Okinawa.

Relocation to Guam only spreads Patriarchy

Takazato, 07-Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence
(Suzuyo, Peace Work, “Outposts of Violence: Sixty Years of Women’s Activism Against US Military Bases”, February 2007, http://www.peaceworkmagazine.org/node/451) Massive

Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence, a women's peace and human rights organization in Okinawa, has learned from our 60 years of experience of living in close proximity to the US military that violence committed by US soldiers is a product of institutionalized violence of the military and its training, US racism against the Asians in host countries, and the patriarchal social structure of host countries. We have joined together with other activists in Asia and around the world to protest this violence in every country. We strongly oppose the current plan of relocating 8000 Marines from Okinawa to the similarly oppressed island of Guam. It can only mean an increase of violence for the Chamorro nation of Guam, and especially for its women. We are determined to speak out in solidarity with the people of Guam, and with people everywhere, against the strengthening of US militarism through the proliferation of its military bases.

Economy Turn 1NC

US military presence on Okinawa is crucial to sustain the Japanese economy

Michael, 2/06

(R.D., Captain in the Marine Corps Combat Development Command and writer for the Expeditionary Warfare School Contemporary Issue Paper, “Okinawa:  The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases,” EWS, pg-1 //ag)

The United States military bases are the third single  largest contributor to Okinawa's economy.  The United States  military bases contribute this money to the Okinawan economy  through base revenue (revenues generated through military-  related transactions).  Base revenues consist of salaries and  wages paid to Japanese base employees, rental fees paid to  Japanese landowners for land used by military facilities and  money spent by status of forces agreement (SOFA) personnel on  the local economy.1  The Japanese government should resist any  suggestion of closing the United States military base on  Okinawa.  The closing of the United States military bases on  Okinawa will cause an economic burden for the citizens of the  prefecture because of the loss of income for Japanese base  employees, land rent, and money spent by SOFA personnel on the  local economy. 

Japanese economy is key to the global economy and to check back Chinese nuclear conflict

The Guardian, 2/11/02

(“Defenseless Japan Awaits Typhoon,” pg online @ lexis //ag)

Even so, the west cannot afford to be complacent about what is happening in Japan, unless it intends to use the country as a test case to explore whether a full-scale depression is less painful now than it was 70 years ago. Action is needed, and quickly because this is an economy that could soak up some of the world's excess capacity if functioning properly. A strong Japan is not only essential for the long-term health of the global economy, it is also needed as a counter-weight to the growing power of China. A collapse in the Japanese economy, which looks ever more likely, would have profound ramifications; some experts believe it could even unleash a wave of extreme nationalism that would push the country into conflict with its bigger (and nuclear) neighbour.

Economy Turn 2NC

US presence on Okinawa not only is a huge source of income for Japan but it increases overall Southeast Asian economic confidence

Michael, 2/06

(R.D., Captain in the Marine Corps Combat Development Command and writer for the Expeditionary Warfare School Contemporary Issue Paper, “Okinawa:  The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases,” EWS, pg-1 //ag)

"The American military presence [in Okinawa] is a  confidence-building measure, and if that presence were  withdrawn, the countries in [Southeast Asia] would feel less  confident that no threat to their [economic] security would  appear".5  Although this is a regional consideration the  withdrawal of the United States military should be a concern for  the Japanese government.  According to Okinawa's 1999 data, the  United States military bases on Okinawa contribute 1.831 billion  yen or 5 percent of the Okinawan gross prefecture expenditure.6   "The value of base revenues has approximately doubled from 78  billion yen at the time of reversion to 183.1 billion yen in  1999.  Thus, base revenues still remain a large source of income  for Okinawa's economy as one of the essential element in the  prefecture's economic activities."7  The largest contribution of  the United States military base is rental fees paid to the  Japanese landowners for the land that the military uses. 

XT: Economy Turn Link

US presence on Okinawa is a key source of wealth for Japan from land rental fees

Michael, 2/06

(R.D., Captain in the Marine Corps Combat Development Command and writer for the Expeditionary Warfare School Contemporary Issue Paper, “Okinawa:  The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases,” EWS, pg-4 //ag)

In 1972, when the United States dissolved its occupational  government returning Okinawa to Japanese jurisdiction but  retaining conditional rights to all U.S. military installations.  The Japanese government rents the property from the original  landowners, lending it to the United States forces.   If the  United States bases close the landowners will lose this  guaranteed rental income.    The loss of income for the land rent, the rental fees paid  to Japanese landowners for land used by military facilities will  cause the greatest impact to the Okinawa economy.  According to  the Naha Defense Facilities Administration Bureau (as of March  end, 2001), individual citizens own 33 percent of the land  occupied by the U.S. military bases.8  Since 1971, the land rent  has increased by 668 million yen.  By 1999, the land rent had  increased to 794 million yen, or 7.1 million dollars.  This  figure represents 2.3 percent of the total gross prefectual  domestic expenditure.9  This one element of base revenues is  higher than the total amount of Okinawa's net product from  agriculture (including forestry and fisheries), which is  Okinawa's fourth largest industry.   

US military presence on Okinawa key to Japanese economy, local national hires

Michael, 2/06

(R.D., Captain in the Marine Corps Combat Development Command and writer for the Expeditionary Warfare School Contemporary Issue Paper, “Okinawa:  The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases,” EWS, pg 6-7 //ag)

The second largest revenue generated by the U.S. military  bases is the salary paid to the local national hires.  The U.S.  military base employs approximately 8,700 Okinawans.  The annual  salary for these local national hires is 10 percent higher than  those jobs with the central government.  In 1999, the salary  paid to the Japanese base employees was 523 million yen or 4.7  million dollars.     In an article published by Japan, Inc., a network industry  publication, it stated the following:   Okinawa has been coaxing [information technology]  companies to come to the island by offering them  several incentives.  For example, 30 percent of  [Okinawa's] young employees' salaries are subsidized  by the Japanese Government.  The Okinawa government  also covers 80 percent of companies'  telecommunications expenses.  The central government  has recently decided on several new policies for  Okinawa, making it a tax haven for the financial  industry and reducing fuel tax on flights between  Okinawa and Japan's mainland.11        Although the government is attempting bring in industry, some  argue that these are not the type of jobs the Okinawans need.   In fact, "most call center salaries are often less than 150,000  month."12  Furthermore, within a three year span from 1999 to  2002 only 3,500 jobs have been created.    The mercantile industry which has been suggested as an  alternative to base employment is concentrated in nearby  countries.  "Okinawa salaries are far higher than those of  nearby Philippines, Taiwan, and mainland China.  [Okinawa] can  not compete for industrial investment which flows to countries  with cheaper labor."13  Furthermore, the base jobs are not  comparable to positions offered by private firms or those within  the central government.  A base closure would require the base  personnel to train for competitive positions in private firms,  an expense which would likely have to be paid for by the  Japanese government.

***DISADVANTAGES

Econ Disad Links

Troop withdrawal decimates the economy

Michael 6-  United States Marine Corps, Command Staff College Marine Corps (R.D., 2/2006, “Okinawa: The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases”, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA495009&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)
The United States military bases are the third single largest contributor to Okinawa's economy. The United States military bases contribute this money to the Okinawan economy through base revenue (revenues generated through militaryrelated transactions). Base revenues consist of salaries and wages paid to Japanese base employees, rental fees paid to Japanese landowners for land used by military facilities and money spent by status of forces agreement (SOFA) personnel on the local economy.1 The Japanese government should resist any suggestion of closing the United States military base on Okinawa. The closing of the United States military bases on Okinawa will cause an economic burden for the citizens of the prefecture because of the loss of income for Japanese base employees, land rent, and money spent by SOFA personnel on the local economy. 

Okinawa base contributes irreplaceable land rent revenues

Michael 6-  United States Marine Corps, Command Staff College Marine Corps (R.D., 2/2006, “Okinawa: The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases”, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA495009&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)
Land Rent In 1972, when the United States dissolved its occupational government returning Okinawa to Japanese jurisdiction but retaining conditional rights to all U.S. military installations. The Japanese government rents the property from the original landowners, lending it to the United States forces. If the United States bases close the landowners will lose this guaranteed rental income. The loss of income for the land rent, the rental fees paid to Japanese landowners for land used by military facilities will cause the greatest impact to the Okinawa economy. According to the Naha Defense Facilities Administration Bureau (as of March end, 2001), individual citizens own 33 percent of the land occupied by the U.S. military bases.8 Since 1971, the land rent has increased by 668 million yen. By 1999, the land rent had increased to 794 million yen, or 7.1 million dollars. 

Okinawa base is a huge chunk of the economy

Michael 6-  United States Marine Corps, Command Staff College Marine Corps (R.D., 2/2006, “Okinawa: The Economic Repercussions for Closing the U.S. Bases”, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA495009&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)
Base revenues also include the money spent (expenditures) of the estimated 25,000 SOFA personnel on the local economy. SOFA personnel account for approximately 4.6 million dollars in purchases or approximately 2 percent to Okinawa's gross prefectual expenditure. These expenditures constitute monies spent at restaurants, clothing shops, and language instruction. The implications of losing this percentage of gross prefectual expenditure would create a void in the economy. The implications for the restaurants, arcades, and clothing shops would cause an adverse reaction within the economy. This situation would lead to increased unemployment and inflation. Conclusion In conclusion, Okinawa should consider all the consequences of urging the removal of the United States military bases. The prefecture will lose a large part of its economic foundation when the United States military bases leave. The implications are increased unemployment, loss of income for landowners who’s land the bases occupy, and an economic burden for the citizens of Okinawa. Although the opposition may claim to have a plan to employ these workers, the reality is that Okinawa is not going to attract industrial firms that compete with the wages earned by base employees. Furthermore, the Japanese government will have to consider an alternative to the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation. After all, this is the document that provides Japan with an offensive military capability. Unfortunately, once the United States military departs, Japan will be much more dependent on United States government than now.

Downsizing the presence means downsizing the economy 

Allen and Sumida 5 recipient of Clarion Award for Hard News,  Sumida- Bachelor of Science in Management Studies from University of Maryland. She has an Associate of Arts in English Literature from Notre Dame Seishin in Hiroshima (David and Chyomi, 11/27/05, “ Okinawa business leaders fear impact of U.S. drawdown”, http://www.stripes.com/news/okinawa-business-leaders-fear-impact-of-u-s-drawdown-1.41633) 

GINOWAN, Okinawa — The proposed transfer of 7,000 Marines from Okinawa and the eventual closure of several U.S. military bases there could hurt the economy of the island, already Japan’s poorest prefecture, experts say. “Downsizing of the military presence means downsizing the local economy,” said Moritake Tomikawa, professor of economics at the Okinawa International University. And that’s bad news for a prefecture already suffering from an unemployment rate more than double the national average — 8.9 percent in October, compared to the national average of 4.2 percent. Okinawa also has the lowest per capita income in the country, according to national statistics. On Oct. 29, the U.S. and Japan agreed on an interim report on the realignment of U.S. troops that calls for building a new airport in northern Okinawa to replace Marine Corps Air Station Futenma and moving 7,000 troops assigned to the III Marine Expeditionary Force off the island. “Okinawa is not fully ready to face the reality that comes with the changes,” Tomikawa said. “There has been little discussion about post-return.” Tomikawa’s school is adjacent to MCAS Futenma. In August 2004, a Marine CH-53D Sea Stallion helicopter crashed on the campus. Although the crew survived and no civilian injuries were reported, the incident underscored calls to move Marine bases from Okinawa’s urban areas. “I witnessed firsthand the adverse impact of the military presence,” Tomikawa said. “It would be easy to abandon oneself to anger and demand the base be closed. But we have to be cautious against such emotionally charged arguments. “What we need now is to know where Okinawa’s economy stands and how much impact the military presence gives to the local economy,” he said. “It is alarming that not many people give serious thought to the economic contributions the military makes on Okinawa.” 

Japan Rearm DA Link

U.S. troops in Japan prevent Japanese re-arm and precludes a regional arms race

Lee, Peter 6/4/10 [http://www.counterpunch.org/lee06042010.html, Peter Lee is a business man who has spent thirty years observing, analyzing, and writing on Asian affairs., a version of this article appeared in the Asia Times “The Cheonan incident”]
Beyond the desire to protect the unionized employees of American auto manufacturers from Korean competition - and the well-founded suspicion that a free trade agreement would simply exacerbate the US-Asia trade headache (South Korea currently enjoys a $45 billion annual trade surplus with the US, bigger than Japan's) - the Obama administration apparently still believes that its North Asian interests and global interests are not necessarily served by trying to repurpose South Korea as an anti-Chinese bastion. That role is traditionally played by Japan, which is locked in a zero-sum economic battle with China and highly suspicious of Chinese military motives. The US forward military presence in Japan pre-empts Japanese rearmament, reduces the incentives for a regional arms race, and is welcomed by many regional actors including, perhaps, China itself.

Deterrence 1NC

Japan is on the brink of nuclearizing due to North Korean weapons, credible US protection acts as a deterrent preventing Japan prolif

Barnaby, 5/14/09

(Frank, a nuclear physicist, Professor at the Free University, Amsterdam, and Visiting Professor at the University of Minnesota, he has honorary doctorates in Science, he is now consultant to the Oxford Research Group on nuclear issues, “Will Japan react to  North Korea’s missile and nuclear programmes?” Scitizen, pg online @ http://scitizen.com/future-energies/will-japan-react-to-north-korea-s-missile-and-nuclear-programmes-_a-14-2744.html //ag)
Japan has the technical means to build advanced nuclear weapons within months. Whether or not it does so will depend on the political judgment of Japan’s ruling elite. The political leaders will first assess the country’s strategic needs, its national interest, and the political consequences of becoming a nuclear-weapon power.  Japan is currently defended by the American nuclear umbrella, provided by US nuclear forces in the Asia/Pacific region, and there is no current security need for Japan to acquire nuclear weapons. However, because of events such as the North Korean nuclear and missile developments, the nuclear issue is under discussion and the public seems to being softened up for a possible decision.  This discussion is not new. Since the 1950s, leading politicians have, for time to time, argued that Japan should seriously consider acquiring nuclear weapons (9). Throughout most of this period, the main justification has been national security, but usually explicit threats have not been defined. Today, the threats are more explicitly spelt out.  Nevertheless, Japan may not acquire nuclear weapons unless it feels its security is significantly threatened, particularly by a weakening of the American nuclear umbrella. However, according to a report by the US Congressional Research Service, if it does acquire them it “could set off an arms race with China, South Korea, and Taiwan. India and/or Pakistan may then feel compelled to further expand or modernize their own nuclear weapons capabilities” (10). The consequences for global security would indeed be severe.

Any reduction in credible US presence triggers Japanese prolif that spills over to a nuclear war

Rowe, 4/15/95

(Stephen C., Professor of Liberal Studies at the College of Liberal Arts and Science, won the GVSU Outstanding Contribution in a Discipline Award, “The negative effects of minimal deterrence on the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction,” pg online @ http://www.synapticstorm.org/thesis.html //ag)

A credible U.S. nuclear umbrella is critical to Japan's decision to forego nuclear weapons. "An important aspect of Japan's continuing nuclear allergy is the Japanese reliance on the US nuclear umbrella."(66)  Japan has a large nuclear power industry, many well-versed nuclear scientists, and a ready supply of plutonium. If it felt threatened, as it would if the U.S. nuclear umbrella were removed or lost credibility, Japan could build a nuclear weapon in a very short time.(67)  Should Japan decide to move in such a direction, it could well be disastrous. A nuclear Japan would threaten many of its neighbors who still vividly remember what Japan did to them during World War II. They may decide to pursue nuclear weapons to counter the Japanese threat. What would result is the simultaneous destabilization of the region's security balance and a race for nuclear weapons.(68)  Such a combination is intensely dangerous.

Deterrence 2NC

The US nuclear umbrella is the decisive factor in Japanese prolif. Japan won’t acquire them unless the deterrent is discredited or reduced because they are cautious about North Korea’s intentions after they tested a nuclear weapon. This leads to a nuclear arms race, which destabilizes the globe, that’s Barnaby.

And, as soon as the US retracts its nuclear umbrella, Japan will acquire nukes. Japan already has the necessary components meaning it would happen fast and spill over to an Asian nuclear arms race causing full-scale nuclear war, that’s Rowe.

And, our links are perception based, right now Japan is looking for signs of continued US commitment, plan sends the wrong signal

Schoff, 3/09

(James, Associate Director of Asia-Pacific Studies at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis, “Realigning Priorities: The U.S.-Japan Alliance & the Future of Extended Deterrence,” Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis, pg online @ http://www.ifpa.org/pdf/RealignPriorities.pdf //ag)

Looked at more broadly, the same circumstances that are causing Japan to think critically about the effectiveness of U.S. extended deterrence (in certain situations) are also forcing the alliance to confront fundamental questions about its long-term direction and viability. That is, Japan’s increasing sense of vulnerability to North Korean  missiles and weapons of mass destruction (WMDs), along  with China’s comprehensive military modernization, is arguably causing leaders in Tokyo to place a greater emphasis on homeland defense issues compared to any other  time since World War II.  This coincides with Washington’s emphasis on maximum flexibility in terms of the use of its military forces and assets stationed around the world to prevent nuclear terrorism, as well as its desire for stepped-up contributions by friends and allies to various coalitions’ missions.  If anything, the United States would prefer to move away from specific defense-of-Japan commitments, precisely at a time when Japan is looking for more clarity in this regard. The United States might also be entering a phase where it focuses more on developing and procuring capabilities to go after terrorist networks and support counterinsurgency campaigns, rather than building next-generation  systems to compete with peer or near-peer competitors.  Reconciling these seemingly competitive positions and redefining the alliance narrative amidst a variety of financial legal, political, and strategic restraints in both countries are a core challenge facing the United States and Japan.    

XT: Deterrence UX

Current US forces have the necessary attributes to continue acting as a deterrent, undermining the arsenal would rapidly decrease deterrence

Chilton and Weaver, 09

(Kevin, commander of US Strategic Command, Greg, senior advisor for Strategy and Plans in the USSTRATCOM, “Waging Deterrence in the 21st Century,” Strategy Studies Quarterly, pg online @ http://www.au.af.mil/au/ssq/2009/Spring/chilton.pdf //ag)

For US nuclear forces to be effective in playing these vital deterrence roles, they must have certain key attributes. They must be sufficient in number and survivability to hold at risk those things our adversaries value most and to hedge against technical or geopolitical surprise. Both the delivery systems and warheads must be highly reliable, so that no one could ever rationally doubt their effectiveness or our willingness to use them in war. The warheads must be safe and secure, both to prevent accidents and to prevent anyone from ever being able to use an American nuclear weapon should they somehow get their hands on one. And they must be sufficiently diverse and operationally flexible to provide the president with the necessary range of options for their use and to hedge against the technological failure of any particular delivery system or warhead design. Our forces have these attributes today, but we are rapidly approaching decision points that will determine the extent to which they continue to have them in the future. We are the only acknowledged nuclear weapons state that does not have an active nuclear weapons production program. Our nuclear weapons stockpile is aging, and we will not be able to maintain the reliability of our current nuclear warheads indefinitely. We will need to revitalize our nuclear weapons design and production infrastructure if we are to retain a viable nuclear arsenal in a rapidly changing and uncertain twenty-first-century security environment. Similarly, we face critical decisions regarding the modernization of our nuclear delivery systems, due not to their impending obsolescence—all will remain viable for at least a decade, some for two or three—but rather because of the long lead times involved in designing and building their replacements. If, through negotiations or unilateral decisions, we make a deliberate national decision to forego nuclear weapons in the future, we will have to reconsider our fundamental deterrence strategy, for it will no longer be built on the firm foundation that our nuclear arsenal provides

Deterrence Link – Generic

Credible US posture sustains US deterrence capabilities

Perry and Schlesinger, 09

(William, Consultant for the DoD and DoS, member of the Defense Policy Board, James, fellow at the National Academy of Public Administration, member of the American Academy of Diplomacy, “America’s Strategic Posture,” USIP, http://media.usip.org/reports/strat_posture_report.pdf //ag)

This discussion of dissuasion brings us to the related need to hedge. Decisions about how to posture forces for the multiple decades in which they might be deployed involve judgments about the nature of the security environment—judgments that may change over time. The security environment may change for the better, but it may also change for the worse. This is a challenge that some characterize as managing geopolitical surprise. Hedges are essentially insurance against the possibility that such a surprise, if it occurs, will not fundamentally alter U.S. or allied security for the worse. Hedging involves creating resilience in the strategic posture. Hedging in the nuclear force structure can be done in a variety of ways. In recent years, the United States has hedged against a possible renewal of competition for nuclear advantage by Russia by retaining a large number of nuclear weapons in the reserve force and a diverse set of options for uploading those onto the existing delivery systems. But hedging is not without its strategic costs, among them the inherent danger of stimulating an unwanted arms race as a result of inadequate transparency.

US presence on Futenma is key to deterrence and Japanese defense

Associated Press, 5/29/10 (“MCAS Futenma to remain on Okinawa,” Marine Corps Times, pg online @ http://www.marinecorpstimes.com/news/2010/05/ap_marine_futenma_accord_052710/ //ag)

U.S. military officials and security experts argued it is essential that Futenma remain on Okinawa because its helicopters and air assets support Marine infantry units based on the island. Moving the facility off the island could slow the Marines’ coordination and response in times of emergency.  The countries said an environmental impact assessment and construction of the replacement facility should proceed “without significant delay.”  The U.S. and Japan “recognized that a robust forward presence of U.S. military forces in Japan, including in Okinawa, provides the deterrence and capabilities necessary for the defense of Japan and for the maintenance of regional stability,” said the statement, which was issued by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada and Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa.

Troop presence on Okinawa key to deterrence and readiness—withdrawal risks wider conflict

The Washington Times, 5/26 (5/26/10, “Obama to Okinawa: Abandon Hope and Change; Regional Security Necessitates US Troops on Japanese Island”, lexis)
Some members of Mr. Hatoyama's party are suggesting he resign for breaking his pledge. National security won out over local politics. Mr. Hatoyama apologized for breaking his campaign promise and told Okinawans, "I can't allow the deterrent power of the U.S. forces in Japan, including the Marine Corps, to decline, given that the security environment in East Asia remains fragile." Okinawa, located between the southern tip of Japan's main islands and Taiwan, is prime strategic real estate; Marine Lt. Gen. Keith J. Stalder said Okinawa is "in the perfect place in the region." Recent events have demonstrated that the Asian part of the Pacific Rim remains a dangerous neighborhood. The crisis over North Korea torpedoing the South Korean gunboat Cheonan in March is a case in point. The potential looms for a wider conflict that could involve Japan and America. Tokyo is also wary of North Korea's nuclear weapons program, which represents a potential threat to the Japanese mainland, all of which is within range of Pyongyang's missiles. China raised further concerns when it sent eight destroyers and two submarines on an apparent training cruise near Okinawa last month. Given ongoing squabbles between the United States and Japan over Okinawa, this was an uncharacteristically maladroit move on Beijing's part. China was making the case for the Marines to stay put. The 65-year-old U.S.-Japanese alliance, which improbably was forged after bitter conflict in World War II, is durable, useful and necessary. Both countries have significant mutual security and economic interests in East Asia, and Okinawa is a prime location for basing a credible deterrent force with the capacity to respond swiftly to any military threat. The alternatives - such as moving the force to mainland Japan, which already hosts around half of the U.S. commitment of about 50,000 troops in Japan; or simply withdrawing altogether - would diminish the deterrent capacity of the U.S. presence and consequently increase the potential that they might have to actually fight. Maintaining U.S. forces on Okinawa may not please some of the locals, but it's in their interest and the interests of their country. Maintaining the U.S.-Japanese alliance is an unexpected show of vigor in Mr. Obama's otherwise shaky approach to national security. Perhaps the O Force will bring this sense of realism to other, less successful aspects of its global strategy.

The Okinawa base is key to regional deterrence

Schuster 98 Associate Director of Military Operations and Capabilities Issues (Carol. R, March 1998, “Overseas Presence: Issues Involved With Reducing the Impact of U.S. Military Presence in Okinawa”, Regenald L. Fun, p.23)
U.S. Forces on Okinawa are part of the Pacific Commands Regional Forward Presence. U.S. forces on Okinawa support U.S. national security and national military strategies to promote peace and maintain stability in the region. These forces can also deter aggression and can deploy throughout the region if needed.  According to the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Pacific Command, and USFJ, relocating these forces outside the region would increase political risk by appearing to decrease commitment to regional security and treaty obligations and undercut deterrence. Furthermore, relocating U.S. forces outside of Japan could adversely affect military operations by increasing transit times to areas where crises are occurring. Finally, the cost of the U.S. presence in Japan is shared by the government of Japan, which also provides bases and other infrastructure used by U.S. forces on Okinawa. The Commander-in-Chief of the Pacific Command, who is the geographic combatant commander for the Asia-Pacific region, develops a regional strategy to support the national security strategy and the national military strategy. The Pacific Command’s area of responsibility is the largest of that of the five geographic combatant commands: It covers about 105 million square\miles (about 52 percent of the earth’s surface) and contains 44 countries, including Japan, China, India, and North and South Korea (see fig, 2.1).  

Withdrawal would undercut deterrent value of forward deployment

Schuster 98 Associate Director of Military Operations and Capabilities Issues (Carol. R, March 1998, “Overseas Presence: Issues Involved With Reducing the Impact of U.S. Military Presence in Okinawa”, Regenald L. Fun, p.24)
U.S. Forces in the Asia,-Pacific Region Provide Political Benefits Pacific Command forces provide a military presence in the Asia-Pacific region, promote international security relationships in the region, and deter aggression and prevent conflict through a crisis response capability, according to the Pacific Command. These forces include over 300,000 service members, of which about 100,000 are in Alaska, Hawaii, Japan, South Korea, and certain other locations overseas. The Quadrennial Defense Review reaffirmed the need for the U.S. forward presence of about 100,000 U.S. troops in the Asia-Pacific region. About 47,000 U.S. service members are stationed in Japan.  Of those, about 28,000 are based on Okinawa, including about 17,000 assigned to the Marine Corps’ III Marine Expeditionary Force and supporting establishment. The III Marine Expeditionary Force, the primary Marine Corps component on Okinawa, consists of the (1) 3rd Marine Division, the ground combat component; (2) 1st Marine Air Wing, the air combat component; (3) 3rd Force Service Support Group, the logistics support component; and (4) command element. The Force, and other deployed U.S. forces, supports the security strategy by providing the forces that could be employed if crises arise.  The III Marine Expeditionary Force can deploy throughout the region, using sealift, airlift, and amphibious shipping, and operate without outside support for up to 60 days. Under the national strategy, U.S. forward deployment is necessary because It demonstrates a visible political commitment by the United States to peace and stability in the region, according to DOD. The United States has mutual defense treaties with Japan, South Korea, the Philippines, Australia, and Thailand. In addition to demonstrating commitment, the U.S. forward deployment also deters aggression, according to the Pacific Command, because a regional aggressor cannot threaten its neighbors without risking a military confrontation with U.S. forces in place on Okinawa (or elsewhere in the region). To help maintain peace and stability in the region, the Pacific Command strategy features engagement through joint, combined, and multilateral military exercises; military-to-military contacts; and security assistance, among other activities. According to the Pacific Command, the III Marine Expeditionary Forces is a key force that is employed to carry out these activities. According to the Office of the Secretary of Defense, Pacific Command, and USFJ, a withdrawal of U.S. forces from the region could be interpreted by countries in the region of a weakening of the US commitment to peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific and could undercut the deterrent value of the forward deployment. While U.S. tones may not have to be on Okinawa while the US forces may not have to be in Okinawa specifically for the United States to demonstrate such commitments, USFJ officials told us that US forces do need to located somewhere in the Western Pacific region.

The United States plays a unique role in East Asia by balancing powers through it’s troops stationed in Okinawa.  It’s key to deter an aggressive China, and protect Taiwan.  Signals of Asian investment are key.  Redeployment to Guam can’t solve.

Evangelista and Reppy – eds. Peace Studies Program Cornell University (Matthew and Judith “The United States and Asian Security”)

Now, even more than over the past half century, the United States is settling in to play the role of “power balancer” for the next 50-100 years in the Asia-Pacific region. This is clear from several recent steps to expand and entrench a dominant U.S. military presence in East Asia. These include the new U.S.-Japan Guidelines for Defense Cooperation, plans to maintain U.S. bases in Korea after unification, increased U.S. naval deployments in the Pacific, and on-going development of naval-based theater missile defenses for joint use with Japan and possibly Tai- wan and Korea. The new U.S.-Japan Defense Cooperation Guidelines permit the United States to use Japanese naval and air ports and other infrastructure to support U.S. military deployments for any purpose, anywhere in the world, without prior consultation or agreement with Japan. This means that Japanese territory could be used as a base for U.S. military operations against China in the event of a conflict over Taiwan. The great bulk of U.S. military forces in Japan are already stationed in Okinawa, where the main airport is three hours distance by plane from Tokyo, but just one hour from Taiwan. At the same time, Japan’s participation in a joint project with the United States to develop and deploy a naval-based theater missile defense system poses a poten- tial future threat to the viability of China’s strategic nuclear forces. These two new programs unite the United States and Japan in ways that cut right to the heart of China’s chief security concerns and must be perceived as threatening by China.  Regarding U.S. relations with South Korea, the private statement by North Korean leader Kim Jong Il in the June 2002 summit with South Korean President Kim Dae Jun that a continued U.S. military presence in Korea after unification would be acceptable may be an expression of the continued Korean fear of Japan as a potentially aggressive nation, which will be kept at bay by U.S. military presence. There is evidence that China supported this position in advance of the Korean summit meetings. Like Korea, China remains worried about the potential future evolution of Japan’s military and political ambitions. This combination of interests and actions puts the United States in a classic power-balancing position, protecting Taiwan with the aid of Japan; protecting Japan from China directly; while protecting the Korea peninsula and China from Japan both by maintaining a large military presence in Japan (mainly in Okinawa) and by retaining military bases in Korea. This role is explicitly recognized in the Annual Report for 2001 of outgoing Secretary of Defense William S. Cohen. In the section on U.S. Defense Strategy as it pertains to East Asia and the Pacific rim, the Annual Report states: “maintaining significant and highly capable forces in East Asia and the Pacific Rim . . . allows the United States to play a key role as regional balancer and security guarantor to Allies.

US presence in Japan is crucial to preventing North Korea from causing strife in East Asia and other parts of the world

AFP 10     May 12 2010 at 09:05AM  Israeli FM warns of N Korean 'axis of evil' http://www.iol.co.za/index.php?set_id=1&click_id=123&art_id=nw20100512084517376C846915
Israeli Foreign Minister Avigdor Lieberman on Wednesday accused North Korea of creating a world-threatening "axis of evil" with Iran and Syria by supplying them with weapons technology.The firebrand politician also warned that Iran's suspected quest for nuclear weapons could spark a Middle East atomic arms race with potential consequences of the likes "we have seen only in the horror movies in Hollywood."Lieberman had relayed similar warnings to Japan's Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama on Tuesday, accusing nuclear power North Korea of supplying Syria with weapons of mass destruction."This axis of evil that includes North Korea, Syria and Iran is the biggest threat not only to Israel but to the entire world," Lieberman said at a press conference in Tokyo.He referred to the seizure at Bangkok last December of an arms shipment from North Korea "with huge numbers of different weapons with the intention of smuggling these weapons to Hamas and to Hezbollah".US intelligence said the plane was bound for an unnamed Middle East country.Israel is widely regarded as the only nuclear armed nation in the Middle East with an estimated arsenal of 200 warheads but it has a policy of neither confirming or denying the claims. – AFP

Deterrence Links – Ground Troops

Ground troops on Okinawa key to relations, deterrence, mobility, and training—they’re the only troops in the region that can be used for overall deterrence. Prefer our expert on foreign policy.

Okamoto & Ogawa, 5/16 (5/16/10, Michiro Okamoto and Satoshi Ogawa, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Talbott: Base Key Part of Bilateral Ties; Urges Proper Settlement of Futenma Issue”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621247471&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621247474&cisb=22_T9621247473&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=18)

WASHINGTON--The U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Okinawa Prefecture is an important part of keeping the Japan-U.S. security alliance strong and the issue of its relocation should be resolved properly, former U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Strobe Talbott said recently in an exclusive interview with The Yomiuri Shimbun. Talbott said Thursday he spoke with Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama for 20 minutes during his trip to Tokyo in late April. "He expressed a hope that it [the Futenma issue] would be resolved by May. But I did not hear the word 'deadline,'" said Talbott, who served as deputy secretary of state under former U.S. President Bill Clinton. An expert on U.S. foreign policy, Talbott is president of the Brookings Institution think tank, which is highly regarded by the administration of U.S. President Barack Obama. On Hatoyama's self-imposed May deadline for resolving the issue, Talbott said, "Sometimes deadlines help--they are what we call action-forcing events or action-forcing dates--and sometimes they don't. I would suggest that this is an issue that it's important to get it right than to get it soon." Talbott expressed a high opinion of the 2006 U.S.-Japan agreement to relocate Futenma's functions to a coastal area of Camp Schwab in the Henoko district of Nago in the prefecture. "It seemed to me that the 2006 decision not only required a lot of work but justified all the work that went into it. I think both sides need to be very careful not to undo the good work that was done. If there can be improvements on it that are acceptable to both sides, fine," he said. Talbott said the U.S. marines in Okinawa Prefecture are the only ground forces in northeast Asia that have a mission for the overall region. U.S. ground forces in South Korea, he said, have "a very specific mission, which is to deter a North Korean attack on our other ally in the region." On the necessity of U.S. troops being stationed in Okinawa Prefecture, Talbott said: "It [deploying forces in Okinawa Prefecture] has to do with mobility, range of contingencies, and of course, deterrence is always about contingencies. "It has to do with the economic and logistical efficiency of everything from training to potential operations and it has to do with what you've got as opposed to what the alternatives are," Talbott said. Asked if the Okinawa Prefecture bases' proximity to the Taiwan Strait is convenient for quick responses in the case of contingencies on the waterway's other side, Talbott said China is not an enemy of the United States or Japan. "When you have a calm day on the ocean, it's still nice to have a lighthouse there. Fixed place. "There could be stormy or foggy weather, geopolitically, in the region X years from now, decades from now. We want the people who are navigating in those stormy waters, X years from now, to be able to count on the predictability, the stability and the efficacy of that lighthouse," Talbott said. "What I really mean is the efficacy of the alliance. We do not know what the future evolution of China is going to be. It's been a question mark...So nothing I'm saying should be taken as saying, 'We need to have this facility because of China.' We need to have it because of the uncertainty about the future in general," he said. Introducing an old piece of U.S. folk wisdom, "If it's not broken, don't fix it," Talbott stressed that the 2006 U.S.-Japan agreement is not broken. "I don't think that the current government of Japan was saying that it was broken. But they're saying there need to be more changes in the basing agreement and through the workings of the Japanese side, a decision has been made that [it's] going to require more time. "My view is that if it takes more time, let's give it more time," Talbott said. 

Deterrence Impact – Japan Prolif
Any reduction in US deterrence in Japan causes rapid prolif

Satoh, 3/5/09

(Yukio, President of the Japan Institute of International Affairs in Tokyo, “Reinforcing American Extended Deterrence for Japan: An essential Step for Nuclear Disarmament,” Nautilus Institute, pg online @ http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/09018Satoh.html //ag)

For obvious reasons, the Japanese are second to none in wishing for the total elimination of nuclear weapons. However, given Japan's vulnerability to North Korea's progressing nuclear and missile programs and China's growing military power, ensuring American commitment to deterring threats from nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction is a matter of prior strategic importance for Tokyo.  Japan has long been committed to the Three Non-Nuclear Principles of not possessing nuclear weapons, not producing them and not permitting their entry into the country. A prevalent and strong sentiment against nuclear weapons among the Japanese people lies behind the policy to deny themselves the possession of nuclear weapons in spite of the country's capabilities to do otherwise. The nuclear bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki remain vivid national memories.  Yet, strategically, Japan's adherence to the Three Non-Nuclear Principles depends largely, if not solely, upon the credibility of the Japan-US Security Treaty, or more specifically, that of the United States' commitment to defend Japan from any offensive action, including nuclear threats. In response, the US government has been steadfastly assuring the Japanese in an increasingly clear manner of American commitment to provide deterrence for Japan by all means, including nuclear.  Against this backdrop, the argument made by the aforementioned four eminent strategists in the tone-setting joint article published in The Wall Street Journal of January 4, 2007, that "the end of the Cold War made the doctrine of mutual Soviet-American deterrence obsolete", was received with mixed reactions in Japan: welcome for the sake of nuclear disarmament and caution from the perspectives of security and defense. As depending upon the US' extended nuclear deterrence will continue to be Japan's only strategic option to neutralize potential or conceivable nuclear and other strategic threats, the Japanese are sensitive to any sign of increased uncertainties with regard to extended deterrence. 

Unilateral changes in US presence in Japan gut the US credibility as a deterrent

Satoh, 3/5/09

(Yukio, President of the Japan Institute of International Affairs in Tokyo, “Reinforcing American Extended Deterrence for Japan: An essential Step for Nuclear Disarmament,” Nautilus Institute, pg online @ http://www.nautilus.org/fora/security/09018Satoh.html //ag)

In the meantime, Japanese concern about the credibility of American extended deterrence could increase if the US government would unilaterally move to redefine the concept of nuclear deterrence and to reduce dependence upon nuclear weapons in providing deterrence.  The time has come for the governments of Japan and the United States to articulate better the shared concept of extended deterrence, nuclear or otherwise, in order to assure the Japanese that deterrence will continue to function under changing strategic circumstances and with technological developments.  Such initiatives designed to reinforce the concept of American extended deterrence for Japan should not be seen as retrogression in the context of efforts to pursue a world free of nuclear weapons. On the contrary, it is an essential step in strengthening the efforts.  It is highly advisable for the two governments to create a mechanism for consultation through which Tokyo will be better informed of, and able to express its views on, the United States' nuclear strategy and planning. This would serve the dual purposes of making President Barack Obama's strong interests in reducing nuclear threats a leading light for the joint efforts to pursue a world free of nuclear weapons and also for a productive cause to strengthen further the Japan-US Security Treaty, which will mark its 50th anniversary in 2010. 

Reduced US deterrence will push Japan to nuclearize

Furukawa, 12/03

(Katsuhisa, Office of the Monterey Institute for International Studies’ Center for Nonproliferation Studies, “Nuclear Option, Arms Control, and Extended Deterrence: In Search of a New Framework for Japan’s Nuclear Policy,” Stimson Center, pg online @ http://www.stimson.org/pub.cfm?id=91 //ag)

As Dr. Lawrence Freedman, a British strategist, once observed: “acquiring nuclear capability is a statement of a lack of confidence in all alternative security arrangements.”86 Put in the context of Japan’s national security, Japan certainly retains faith in “alternative security arrangements” that are based upon the US–Japan security relationship. The history of the development of the US–Japan alliance presents at least one consistent trend: namely, when debating new security measures independent of the United States, Japan almost always came to later recognize, the difficulty of implementing such unilateral measures because the relative costs would overwhelm the relative gains. As a result, Japan eventually adopted new security measures within the renewed framework of the US–Japan alliance through such measures as a redefinition of the roles and missions between the two countries. As Victor Cha observed, “[a]s long as US commitments remain firm, the likelihood of Japan seeking alternative internal or external balancing options is low. In other words, the causal arrow is more likely to run in the direction from weakened US alliance to alternative balancing options, rather than from alternative balancing options to weakened US alliance.”87 

Japan prolif collapses US heg

Asia Times Online, 09 

(“World Powerless to Stop North Korea,” pg online @ http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/KE27Dg01.html //ag)
For more than 60 years, South Korea and Japan have been protected from either the Soviet Union, China or North Korea by a US nuclear umbrella. However, if Seoul or Tokyo were to ever experience doubts about the reliability of this deterrent, they could eventually embark on a nuclear weapons build-up. Although US presidents have warned North Korea that using nuclear weapons would lead to their own destruction, Seoul and Tokyo cannot guarantee that Washington would be willing to use nuclear weapons to avenge the loss of any Korean or Japanese cities if the North had the means to attempt a nuclear strike on the US itself.  Ultimately, a nuclear South Korea and Japan could transform the geostrategic landscape of East Asia, and possibly the world. It could hasten the end of US hegemony in Asia, since the two would become less dependent on the US to guarantee their security.   

Decline in US heg causes global power wars, economic collapse, proliferation, and nuclear war

Khalilzad, 95

(Zalmay, Policy Analyst at the Rand Corporation, “Losing the Moment?: The United States and the World after the Cold War,” The Washington Quarterly)

What might happen to the world if the United States turned inward? Without the United States and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), rather than cooperating with each other, the West European nations might compete with each other for domination of East-Central Europe and the Middle East. In Western and Central Europe, Germany -- especially since unification -- would be the natural leading power. Either in cooperation or competition with Russia, Germany might seek influence over the territories located between them. German efforts are likely to be aimed at filling the vacuum, stabilizing the region, and precluding its domination by rival powers. Britain and France fear such a development. Given the strength of democracy in Germany and its preoccupation with absorbing the former East Germany, European concerns about Germany appear exaggerated. But it would be a mistake to assume that U.S. withdrawal could not, in the long run, result in the renationalization of Germany's security policy. The same is also true of Japan. Given a U.S. withdrawal from the world, Japan would have to look after its own security and build up its military capabilities. China, Korea, and the nations of Southeast Asia already fear Japanese hegemony. Without U.S. protection, Japan is likely to increase its military capability dramatically -- to balance the growing Chinese forces and still-significant Russian forces. This could result in arms races, including the possible acquisition by Japan of nuclear weapons. Given Japanese technological prowess, to say nothing of the plutonium stockpile Japan has acquired in the development of its nuclear power industry, it could obviously become a nuclear weapon state relatively quickly, if it should so decide. It could also build long-range missiles and carrier task forces. With the shifting balance of power among Japan, China, Russia, and potential new regional powers such as India, Indonesia, and a united Korea could come significant risks of preventive or proeruptive war. Similarly, European competition for regional dominance could lead to major wars in Europe or East Asia. If the United States stayed out of such a war -- an unlikely prospect -- Europe or East Asia could become dominated by a hostile power. Such a development would threaten U.S. interests. A power that achieved such dominance would seek to exclude the United States from the area and threaten its interests-economic and political -- in the region. Besides, with the domination of Europe or East Asia, such a power might seek global hegemony and the United States would face another global Cold War and the risk of a world war even more catastrophic than the last. In the Persian Gulf, U.S. withdrawal is likely to lead to an intensified struggle for regional domination. Iran and Iraq have, in the past, both sought regional hegemony. Without U.S. protection, the weak oil-rich states of the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) would be unlikely to retain their independence. To preclude this development, the Saudis might seek to acquire, perhaps by purchase, their own nuclear weapons. If either Iraq or Iran controlled the region that dominates the world supply of oil, it could gain a significant capability to damage the U.S. and world economies. Any country that gained hegemony would have vast economic resources at its disposal that could be used to build military capability as well as gain leverage over the United States and other oilimporting nations. Hegemony over the Persian Gulf by either Iran or Iraq would bring the rest of the Arab Middle East under its influence and domination because of the shift in the balance of power. Israeli security problems would multiply and the peace process would be fundamentally undermined, increasing the risk of war between the Arabs and the Israelis. The extension of instability, conflict, and hostile hegemony in East Asia, Europe, and the Persian Gulf would harm the economy of the United States even in the unlikely event that it was able to avoid involvement in major wars and conflicts. Higher oil prices would reduce the U.S. standard of living. Turmoil in Asia and Europe would force major economic readjustment in the United States, perhaps reducing U.S. exports and imports and jeopardizing U.S. investments in these regions. Given that total imports and exports are equal to a quarter of U.S. gross domestic product, the cost of necessary adjustments might be high. The higher level of turmoil in the world would also increase the likelihood of the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) and means for their delivery. Already several rogue states such as North Korea and Iran are seeking nuclear weapons and long-range missiles. That danger would only increase if the United States withdrew from the world. The result would be a much more dangerous world in which many states possessed WMD capabilities; the likelihood of their actual use would increase accordingly. If this happened, the security of every nation in the world, including the United States, would be harmed.
US presence on Futenma is key to deterrence and Japanese defense

Associated Press, 5/29/10

(“MCAS Futenma to remain on Okinawa,” Marine Corps Times, pg online @ http://www.marinecorpstimes.com/news/2010/05/ap_marine_futenma_accord_052710/ //ag)

U.S. military officials and security experts argued it is essential that Futenma remain on Okinawa because its helicopters and air assets support Marine infantry units based on the island. Moving the facility off the island could slow the Marines’ coordination and response in times of emergency.  The countries said an environmental impact assessment and construction of the replacement facility should proceed “without significant delay.”  The U.S. and Japan “recognized that a robust forward presence of U.S. military forces in Japan, including in Okinawa, provides the deterrence and capabilities necessary for the defense of Japan and for the maintenance of regional stability,” said the statement, which was issued by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada and Japanese Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa.

Prolif Impact – Collapse NPT
Japan nuclearization turns the politics advantage—collapses NPT

Hughes, ’07 – PhD Candidate in Poli Sci @ MIT (Spring 2007, Llewellyn, International Security, Vol. 31, No. 4 (Spring 2007), pp. 67–96, “Why Japan Will Not Go Nuclear (Yet) Llewelyn Hughes International and Domestic Constraints on the Nuclearization of Japan”, http://www.mitpressjournals.org.proxy.lib.umich.edu/doi/abs/10.1162/isec.2007.31.4.67)
Second, a decision by Japan to pursue an independent nuclear deterrent would undermine the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT) regime, which is already viewed by some as “teetering on the brink of irrelevancy.”4 Such a decision would also worsen regional security relations, possibly leading China to bolster its nuclear weapons force and South Korea to reconsider its nuclear weapons policy.

AT: Prolif Unlikely
Prolif chain reaction because of Japan nuclearization is more probable than that of rogue states
Gavin, ’10 – Prof International Affairs @ UT Austin (Winter 2010, Francis J., International Security, Vol. 34, No. 3 (Winter 2009/10), pp. 7–37, “Same as it ever was”, JSTOR)

In his analysis of more than sixty years of failed efforts to accurately predict nuclear proliferation, analyst Moeed Yusuf concludes that “the pace of proliferation has been much slower than anticipated by most.” The majority of countries suspected of trying to obtain a nuclear weapons capability “never even came close to crossing the threshold. In fact, most did not even initiate a weapons program.” If all the countries that were considered prime suspects over the past sixty years had developed nuclear weapons, “the world would have at least 19 nuclear powers today.”44 As Potter and Mukhatzhanova argue, government and academic experts frequently “exaggerated the scope and pace of nuclear weapons proliferation.”45 Nor is there compelling evidence that a nuclear proliferation chain reaction will ever occur. Rather, the pool of potential proliferators has been shrinking. Proliferation pressures were far greater during the Cold War. In the 1960s, at least twenty-one countries either had or were considering nuclear weapons research programs. Today only nine countries are known to have nuclear weapons. Belarus, Brazil, Kazakhstan, Libya, South Africa, Sweden, and Ukraine have dismantled their weapons programs. Even rogue states that are/were a great concern to U.S. policymakers—Iran, Iraq, Libya, and North Korea— began their nuclear weapons programs before the Cold War had ended.46 As far as is known, no nation has started a new nuclear weapons program since the demise of the Soviet Union in 1991.47 Ironically, by focusing on the threat of rogue states, policymakers may have underestimated the potentially far more destabilizing effect of proliferation in “respectable” states such as Germany, Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan.
AT: Reloaction/Withdrawal Now

Kan won’t relocate Futenma: civil disobedience and American arrogance

Bandow, 6/18 - – senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan (6/18/10, Doug, The National Interest, “Get Out of Japan”, http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=23592 )

Said Hatoyama as he left office: “Someday, the time will come when Japan’s peace will have to be ensured by the Japanese people themselves.” Washington’s victory appeared to be complete. The Japanese government succumbed to U.S. demands. A new, more pliant prime minister took over. The Japanese nation again acknowledged its humiliating dependency on America. Yet the win may prove hollow. Although Hatoyama’s replacement, Prime Minister Naoto Kan, gives lip service to the plan to relocate the Marine Corps Air Station at Futenma within Okinawa, the move may never occur. There’s a reason Tokyo has essentially kicked the can down the road since 1996. Some 90,000 people, roughly one-tenth of Okinawa’s population, turned out for a protest rally in April. With no way to satisfy both Okinawans and Americans, the Kan government may decide to follow its predecessors and kick the can for a few more years. Moreover, there is talk of activists mounting a campaign of civil disobedience. Public frustration is high: in mid-May, a human chain of 17,000 surrounded Futenma. Local government officials oppose the relocation plan and would hesitate to use force against protestors. Naoto Kan could find himself following his predecessor into retirement if he forcibly intervened. Even a small number of demonstrators would embarrass U.S. and Japanese officials alike. Moreover, Washington’s high-handedness may eventually convince the Japanese people that their nation must stop being an American protectorate. It may be convenient to be defended by the world’s superpower, but self-respect matters too. Tokyo has essentially given up control over its own territory to satisfy dictates from Washington. That is a high price to pay for U.S. protection. Kenneth B. Pyle, a professor at the University of Washington, writes: “the degree of U.S. domination in the relationship has been so extreme that a recalibration of the alliance was bound to happen, but also because autonomy and self-mastery have always been fundamental goals of modern Japan.” 

AT: Japanese Balancing

Japan can’t balance against the U.S

Ness, 4 (December 2004, Peter van, “Hegemony, not anarchy: Why China and Japan are not balancing US unipolar power”
For years, realists have been predicting that Japan, especially on the basis of its immense economic power, would emerge to challenge the United States, but it hasn’t. In 1993, Waltz wrote: For a country to choose not to become a great power is a structural anomaly. For that reason, the choice is a difficult one to sustain. Sooner or later, usually sooner, the international status of countries has risen in step with their material resources. Countries with great-power economies have become great powers, whether or not reluctantly.... How long can Japan and Germany live along- side other nuclear states while denying themselves similar capabilities?  Instead, 56 years after the end of World War II, the conservative Liberal Democratic Party regime in Japan continues to opt for dependence on the United States.25 Why? Why would Japan, a country enjoying the second largest economy in the world and having built the most modern conventional military in East Asia after the US, continue to shelter under US hegemony? Part of the answer is history. Japan attempted in the past to balance US power by, first, allying with fascist Germany and Italy in the early years of World War II (in the Tripartite Pact of September 1940) and, later, confronting the United States directly by attacking Pearl Harbor in December 1941. But Japan suffered terribly as a result: more than three million Japanese dead, the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and the loss of an empire that once had stretched from the Russian border with China in the north to include most of China’s major cities, all of Southeast Asia, and much of the western Pacific. Japan’s exceptionalist, ‘pacifist nation’ self-image today, as the only country ever to be attacked with nuclear weapons, and the continuing citizen resistance to amending Article 9 in the Constitution obviously derive from that history. From a different perspective, Japan’s World War II history also plays a role in constraining the evolution of any expanded strategic influence in the region for Japan. Especially in China and Korea, memories of Japan’s wartime atrocities (for example, Unit 731 which carried out experiments on human subjects, the ‘comfort women’, and the rape of Nanjing) are kept fresh by those Asian leaders who are anxious to avoid having to deal with a remilitarised Japan. Moreover, Japan has no natural allies in the region, countries that might be willing to follow Tokyo’s lead in providing a strategic alternative to the United States. On the contrary, Japan’s immediate neighbours are among the most opposed to a greater military role for Japan. The strategy that Japanese leaders adopted to rebuild their country economically after the devastation of World War II was made possible by security guarantees from the United States, and over time, a symbiotic relationship has evolved between the patterns of economic inter- dependence initiated by Japan in the region and US strategic hegemony. For example, in 1991, when I interviewed former Japanese foreign minister Okita Saburo in Tokyo, I asked him about the feasibility of multilateral security institutions, like the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (now Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe) for the region. ‘Would something like the CSCE be a good idea for East Asia’, I asked. ‘No’, he replied, ‘but it already exists. It is economic’.  What Okita was referring to was the structure of foreign trade, aid, investment and technology transfer between Japan and the rest of East Asia that has been carefully constructed in the post-World War II period by the Japanese. Some wag once labelled it ‘Greater East Asian Co- Prosperity Sphere II’, suggesting a comparison with Japan’s World War II policies. Many of the objectives are indeed the same: gaining access to vital natural resources and markets for Japan’s industrialisation. But obviously the means are quite different. This time Japan’s relations with Asia would be built on voluntary cooperation rather than enforced compliance, and the result would have substantial benefits for all parties, not just Japan. Building relationships of economic interdependence based on mutual benefit has been a foundation stone of Japan’s Asian policy now for decades. Unlike the zero-sum logic of realist thinking, which focuses on the relative gains for the different countries, the absolute gains for all parties derived from economic interdependence help to provide a solid foundation for strategic stability and long-term cooperation among states in the region. Paradoxically, although the United States and Japan are obviously economic competitors in markets throughout the world, Japanese economic policy in East Asia, when understood in Okita Saburo’s sense as security policy, serves to sustain and support the US hegemonic role.  Finally, Japan’s decisions about its strategic relationship with the United States should be understood in the context of similar deliberations by the other five members of the original G-7 group of rich, capitalist countries (Canada, France, Germany, Italy and the United Kingdom) all of whom are also members of NATO. Among them, certainly France, Germany and the UK all have the material capabilities to stand apart from US hegemony, but none has chosen to do so. In addition to enjoying the largest economies in the world, France and the UK are also nuclear- weapons powers and permanent members of the United Nations Security Council. Yet, since the collapse of the Soviet Union ten years ago, none has acted to provide an alternative to US power.27 In this regard, then, Japan is not an exception.  More than 55 years after the end of World War II, Japan’s Occupation- imposed Constitution remains intact, importantly including the famous Article 9 in which ‘the Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force as means of This is particularly apparent in crisis situations (for example, Kosovo, the 1998 North Korean missile launch over Japan, and East Timor) when, in each situation, the other powers have deferred to the United States to manage the crisis, either by leading a direct intervention itself or by brokering a response as in the case of East Timor. settling international disputes’. Japan remains enmeshed in the US hegemonic system. Despite growing domestic sentiment to amend the Constitution,28 the nuclear option for Japan is extremely unlikely unless the security commitments made under the US–Japan treaty were some- how to lose credibility. Both Japan’s exceptionalist self-image as pacifist nation and pressure from the United States combine to keep Japan within the nonproliferation regime. The stakes are the highest. All are aware that if Japan were to choose to build and to deploy nuclear weapons, it would very likely signal an end to the global nuclear nonproliferation regime.

***JAPAN-US RELATIONS

Withdrawal Kills Relations

Reducing Military Presence Sh0ws Lack of Commitment

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

It is clear, however, that the presence of U.S. military forces is welcomed by nearly all nations in the Asia-Pacific and sends a signal of American commitment to the region.  From a historical standpoint, the post-war American presence in the Asia-Pacific has been one of the key enablers of growth and development in that maritime realm.  And today, for all its dynamism, the Asia-Pacific remains peppered with territorial disputes and long-standing grievances, with few effective multilateral mechanisms such as exist in Europe for solving interstate conflicts.  Our friends and allies in the area are keenly attuned to our continued forward-based posture, and any indications that the United States was reducing its presence might be interpreted by both friends and competitors as a weakening of our long-standing commitment to maintain stability in the Pacific. The shape of Asian regional politics will continue to evolve, and while I am skeptical of what can realistically be achieved by proposed U.S.-Japan-China trilateral talks, it seems evident that we must approach our alliance with Japan from a more regionally oriented perspective, taking into account how our alliance affects the plans and perceptions of other nations in the region. 

Withdrawal and the movement of 8,600 troops to Guam would endanger relations

Talmadge 6/22- staff writer for Associated Press (Eric, 6/22/10, “ US-Japan security pact turns 50, faces new strains”, http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20100622/ap_on_re_as/as_japan_us_military) 
But while the alliance is one of the strongest Washington has anywhere in the world, it has come under intense pressure lately over a plan to make sweeping reforms that would pull back roughly 8,600 Marines from Okinawa to the U.S. Pacific territory of Guam.  The move was conceived in response to opposition on Okinawa to the large U.S. military presence there — more than half of the U.S. troops in Japan are on Okinawa, which was one of the bloodiest battlefields of World War II.

Relations High Now

US Japan relations already high despite Okinawa base controversy

Associated Press, 6/1/10

(“Ambassador: US-Japan ties strong despite base flap,” pg online @ http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5islkPj_84APsquFWNdqr2kuTwDQwD9G2D5O00 //ag)

Ambassador John Roos welcomed last week's U.S.-Japan accord to move a key Marine base to a less crowded part of Okinawa, but said there was still plenty of work to do to carry out the plan — which is vigorously opposed by island residents. Roos said relations between the two allies remains strong despite a months-long dispute over where to move Marine Air Station Futenma, located in the middle of a city in Okinawa, which hosts more than half the 47,000 U.S. troops in Japan under a security pact.

US Japan relations already high despite Okinawa base controversy

Associated Press, 6/1/10 (“Ambassador: US-Japan ties strong despite base flap,” pg online @ http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5islkPj_84APsquFWNdqr2kuTwDQwD9G2D5O00 //ag)
Ambassador John Roos welcomed last week's U.S.-Japan accord to move a key Marine base to a less crowded part of Okinawa, but said there was still plenty of work to do to carry out the plan — which is vigorously opposed by island residents. Roos said relations between the two allies remains strong despite a months-long dispute over where to move Marine Air Station Futenma, located in the middle of a city in Okinawa, which hosts more than half the 47,000 U.S. troops in Japan under a security pact.

Relations Alt Cause

Ongoing discussions between US and Japan are the only way to secure relations and maintain Japanese security

The Daily Yomiuri, 6/20/10

(Japan's largest English-language newspaper, “Talks needed to boost Japan-U.S. alliance,” pg online @ lexis //ag)

Making ties even stronger  Japan and the United States should continually hold strategic dialogues.  How can the two nations realize stability on the Korean Peninsula and persuade China to act responsibly as a major power politically and economically? How should Japan and the United States cooperate with each other and other nations to tackle such issues as global warming, the war on terrorism and disarmament?  By deepening discussions on such issues and by Japan playing more active roles in the international community, the nation could build an even stronger alliance with the United States.  Security is the core of the bilateral alliance. North Korea has been developing nuclear missiles and sank a South Korean patrol vessel in March. China has rapidly been building up and modernizing its military. The Chinese Navy is expanding its operations to wider areas, causing friction with neighboring nations. Japan cannot be so optimistic about its security environment.  Fully preparing for emergencies through close cooperation between the Self-Defense Forces and U.S. forces in peacetime will ultimately serve as a deterrence against such emergencies.  The alliance sometimes is compared to riding a bicycle: The inertia of a bicycle will carry it forward, but unless we pedal, the bike will eventually slow down and fall.  To maintain the alliance, it is vital for the two nations to set common goals and work hard together to achieve them. It is also indispensable to make ceaseless efforts to settle pending issues one by one.  It is not enough to merely chant, "The Japan-U.S. alliance is the foundation of Japan's diplomacy."

US-Japan Relations Bad - Economy

The US-Japan Alliance has had astronomical costs for the American economy

Johnson ’01 [Chalmers, Ph. D Political Science UC Berkley, Professor of Emeritus University of San Diego, Former CIA Consultant, “Time to Bring the Troops Home”, 5/14, http://www.thenation.com/article/time-bring-troops-home]

Oddly enough, this policy is still in effect some fifty-four years after it was first implemented. In return for hosting 40,000 US troops and an equal number of dependents in ninety-one US-controlled bases, Japan still has privileged access to the US economy and still maintains protectionist barriers against US sales and investment in the Japanese market. The overall results of this policy became apparent in the 1970s and led to acute problems for the US economy in the 1980s--namely, huge excess manufacturing capacity in Japan and the hollowing out of US manufacturing industries. The costs for the United States have been astronomical. During the year 2000 alone, it recorded its largest trade deficit ever, of which $81 billion was with Japan. During the mid-1980s, Japan became the world's largest creditor nation and the United States became the world's largest debtor nation, thereby turning upside down the original assumptions on which US economic policies toward Japan were based. But neither the United States nor Japan made any changes in its old trade-for-bases deal, despite occasional and futile protests by US business interests.

AT: Troop Withdraw Key

(___) Okinawa issue not a major  challenge

Daniel ‘10 Department of Defense [Lisa, March 5/18,American Forces Press Service, http://www.defense.gov/news/newsarticle.aspx?id=58392}, 

The strength of U.S.-Japan security relations can be seen in the totality of its 50-year relationship and progress moving forward, Michael Schiffer, deputy assistant defense secretary for East Asia, told the House Foreign Affairs Committee. Japan’s desire to relocate U.S. Marines on Okinawa, the government’s recent halt of refueling operations in the Indian Ocean and other disagreements do not match deeper challenges the alliance faced in years past and have not prevented the two countries from moving forward, Schiffer said in prepared testimony to the committee. Public support for the alliance is high in both countries, and bilateral relations are strong on nuclear nonproliferation and missile defense, reconstruction in Afghanistan and stability in Pakistan, counter-piracy efforts and preserving open sea lines of communication, Schiffer said.
Troop presence not key to US-Japan relations

Bandow, 6/18 - – senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan (6/18/10, Doug, The National Interest, “Get Out of Japan”, http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=23592 )
None of this means that the Japanese and American peoples should not be linked economically and culturally, or that the two governments should not cooperate on security issues. But there no longer is any reason for America to guarantee Japan’s security or permanently station forces on Japanese soil. The Obama administration’s foreign policy looks an awful lot like the Bush administration’s foreign policy. The U.S. insists on dominating the globe and imposing its will on its allies. This approach is likely to prove self-defeating in the long-term. U.S. arrogance will only advance the point when increasingly wealthy and influential friends insist on taking policy into their own hands. Before that, however, Washington’s insistence on defending prosperous and populous allies risks bankrupting America. Washington must begin scaling back foreign commitments and deployments. Japan would be a good place to start. 

***REGIME CREDIBILITY

No Relocation Now

The thesis of the advantage is wrong—Kan is more pragmatic than Hatoyama and won’t make a promise about Futenma that he can’t keep 

Muraoka, 6/18 (6/18/10, Akitoshi, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Kan must abide by an 'ethic of responsibility”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604043513&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604043519&cisb=22_T9604043518&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=12)
In his lecture "Politics as a Vocation," Max Weber, the noted German sociologist and political economist, discussed an "ethic of responsibility" and an "ethic of ultimate ends" as qualities required of professional politicians. According to a dictionary of contemporary politics, an ethic of responsibility is defined as acting in consideration of all foreseeable results and with the determination to tolerate any consequences. An ethic of ultimate ends, on the other hand, is defined as trying to find the purpose of one's deeds by feeling responsible only for seeing to it that the flame of pure intentions is not quenched, as opposed to seeing the results of one's actions--in other words, feeling responsible for deeds per se rather than the consequences of actions. Weber argues that as long as good ends cannot justify dangerous means and evil results, an ethic of ultimate ends alone is insufficient for politics. Thus those who select politics as a vocation should act by constantly taking into consideration both the ethics of responsibility and ultimate ends. Former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama was undoubtedly a politician equipped only with an ethic of ultimate ends. This was typically exemplified in the way he tackled the issue of relocating the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Okinawa Prefecture. In a campaign speech he made in the prefecture in July for a Democratic Party of Japan candidate in the House of Representatives election the following month, Hatoyama swore that "if the residents here are united to call for relocating the Futenma base outside the prefecture, we have to take action at least toward achieving that goal." His imprudent speech and behavior, as it turned out, ignited local opposition against his administration's relocation plan, becoming a drag on his management of the government. Hatoyama, for his part, may want to say "the motive to lessen the burden on Okinawa was right and in fact I had a strong desire to do that." This is because an ethic of ultimate ends is nothing but "a political act based on an ideal or a subjective deed." But it is extremely annoying to hear a politician talk about ideals with no clear prospects in sight. The disastrous failure caused by Hatoyama's indiscreet speech and behavior made a solution to the Futenma issue near impossible. Inaugurated under the banner of promoting a "Heisei Restoration," the Hatoyama administration collapsed after 266 days in power. The Japanese people paid a high price for a change of government but at the same time learned a bitter lesson: a politician "equipped only with an ethic of ultimate ends" does not deserve to be prime minister. Politicians are tested for the accountability of their results more than anything else. Does Prime Minister Naoto Kan possess an "ethic of responsibility"? Examination of Kan's first policy speech at the Diet following the formation of his Cabinet may help answer this question. Kan omitted frivolous and emotional phrases often used by Hatoyama, such as "yuai" (fraternity) and "inochi o mamoru" (the protection of life). What was telling in his speech was his reference to the establishment of a suprapartisan panel to study measures for putting state finances on a sound footing. Kan did not mention a consumption tax increase outright but declared that his government would drastically reform the tax system. This represents a definite policy shift from the previous administration that adhered to dole-out measures such as the provision of child-rearing allowances. It remains to be seen, however, how Kan's government will prioritize policy targets and achieve them. The next factor that can be used to gauge the capabilities of the Kan administration is the DPJ's policy platform for the House of Councillors election scheduled for next month. In the platform, the DPJ clearly mentions a plan to radically overhaul the tax system, including the consumption tax. Taking into account what Kan mentioned in his policy speech, the DPJ pledges to achieve economic growth, fiscal reconstruction and a sustainable social security system. Faced with a serious shortage of fiscal resources, the DPJ has given up on its plan to hand out the full amount of child allowances--totaling 26,000 yen a month per head--in fiscal 2011 and onward. This represents a major policy shift from the party's manifesto for the lower house election in August. The manifesto in question was defective in many aspects as it failed to ensure fiscal resources, contained inconsistent policies and lacked a clear state vision and growth strategy. Aware of this, Kan has denied the manifesto's paramountcy and instead switched to real politics. Kan is quite right in this respect. He is more pragmatic than Hatoyama. It seems that Kan has an ethic of responsibility. It must be noted, however, that the Kan administration is in its infancy. His personal traits are yet to become publicly known. Kan has been described by the people around him as "realist" or "pragmatist." He has been nicknamed "ira-Kan," a reference to his short temper. His character is extremely businesslike no matter whom he is dealing with. He leads an intraparty group but none of its members offer allegiance to him. Kan considers it better to form a team depending on the need at the time. Conversely speaking, his power base within the party is weak. In his lecture on "Politics as a Vocation," Weber said: "It is immensely moving when a mature man--no matter whether old or young in years--is aware of a responsibility for the consequences of his conduct and really feels such responsibility for the consequences of his conduct and really feels such responsibility with heart and soul. He then acts by following an ethic of responsibility and somewhere he reaches the point where he says: 'Here I stand; I can do no other.'" Whether Kan can dispel the public's distrust in politics hinges on whether he can deliver on his party's campaign pledges for the forthcoming upper house election. Everything starts with that.

Futenma Doesn’t Matter

Okinawa isn’t a national issue, no impact on regime credibility

Stars and Stripes, ’10 (6/18/10, Stars and Stripes, “Futenma fight could linger despite Japan’s new prime minister,” http://www.stripes.com/news/pacific/okinawa/futenma-fight-could-linger-despite-japan-s-new-prime-minister-1.107689)

Activists like Toyama hope a series of Okinawa elections, including the prefecture’s gubernatorial seat, will serve as referendums on the Futenma issue as the year wears on. A new governor could attempt to block construction that involves the public waterways; the plan, so far, proposes to build a new runway into the waters off Camp Schwab. Other trouble about the landfill runway looms: the Pentagon is appealing a 2008 federal court decision that says the military failed to study the environmental impacts of building the air strip out in the waters of Oura Bay. Most expect the debate about Futenma to remain primarily an Okinawa issue, for now. “It is highly unlikely that Futenma will come back to a national political scene, at least for a time being,” said Haruo Tohmatsu, a professor at the National Defense Academy in Japan. 

Removal Now

Kan promised to relieve Okinawans of ALL dangers of US presence

The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), 6/24 (6/24/10, “Kan Apologizes to Okinawa; Vows to ease prefecture's burden of hosting U.S. bases”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9613413179&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9613413190&cisb=22_T9613413189&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=1)
NAHA--Prime Minister Naoto Kan apologized and conveyed his gratitude to the people of Okinawa Prefecture for hosting extensive U.S. military facilities Wednesday on his first visit to the prefecture since taking office this month. Speaking at a memorial service marking the 65th anniversary of the end of the Battle of Okinawa, Kan said: "Representing the people of this country, I convey to you my apology. At the same time, I express my sincere gratitude for the fact that your burdens have helped maintain peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region." Kan also expressed his resolve to reduce the burdens shouldered by local governments and people. "I pledge here to make increased, sincere efforts to reduce your burdens and eliminate the dangers [posed by the U.S. bases]," he said. The ceremony was held at Peace Memorial Park on Mabuni no Oka hill in Itoman--the site of the last major land battle in World War II. After the service, Kan told reporters that work to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station within the prefecture would not start anytime soon. "[The replacement facility's] construction won't start immediately after experts have completed reviewing [the facility's] construction method and other issues in August," Kan said. "I'd like to fully respect [the will of] local governments." In a peace declaration at the memorial ceremony, Okinawa Gov. Hirokazu Nakaima reiterated the need to alleviate the burdens on people in his prefecture. "Reducing the burden of hosting the bases and eliminating the danger of Futenma Air Station at an early date are issues people in this country have to tackle equally," he said. Wednesday also marked the 50th anniversary of the enforcement of the current Japan-U.S. Security Treaty. "The Japan-U.S. Security Treaty and the Japan-U.S. Status of Forces Agreement took effect 50 years ago today," Nakaima added. "It is my wish that burdens on the people in the prefecture will be relieved in a visible way in this significant year." The memorial ceremony was attended by about 5,500 people, including House of Representatives Speaker Takahiro Yokomichi, House of Councillors President Satsuki Eda and surviving family members of the war dead. At noon, participants offered a one-minute silent prayer for the war dead. During the ceremony, a high school student living near Futenma Air Station read a poem conveying his desire to live in an environment without the base. This year, 80 names were newly inscribed on the Heiwa no Ishiji monument to those who died in the Battle of Okinawa and in other wars since 1931, raising the total number of names to 240,931.

No Regime Problems

Kan has no regime problems – he’s not from the LDP, and he can battle unpopular rivals for support

Green, ‘10 - senior adviser and Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) and anassociate professor at Georgetown University (6/7/10, Michael J., Center for Strategic and International Studies, “Regime Change in Japan: Take Two,” http://csis.org/files/publication/100607_RegimeChange_JapanPlatform.pdf)

Changing prime ministers every year rattles markets and complicates management of the U.S.-Japan alliance. Kan quickly won a bump for the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ)in the polls just by not being Hatoyama. He may gain further in the polls if he continues providing an anti–Ichiro Ozawa flavor in his cabinet appointments and coalition politics. Some Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) politicians think Kan will take a page out of former prime minister Junichiro Koizumi’s book by battling the anti reformers within his own party while relying on their numbers to stay in power. That strategy worked brilliantly for Koizumi as the media focused on the drama for reform within the ruling LDP and ignored the hapless DPJ. Kan will also be helped by the Japanese public’s continued distrust of the LDP and by the fact that he is the first prime minister since Tomiichi Murayama (1994–1995) who did not actually come from the LDP.

Credibility not in jeopardy – coalitions now focused on security and US cooperation

Green, ‘10 - senior adviser and Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) and anassociate professor at Georgetown University (6/7/10, Michael J., Center for Strategic and International Studies, “Regime Change in Japan: Take Two,” http://csis.org/files/publication/100607_RegimeChange_JapanPlatform.pdf)

First, post-Hatoyama coalitions are now likely to be more supportive of the U.S.-Japan security relationship overall, inspite of Kan’s own roots on the left. The Social Democratic Party (SDP) is out of the picture, and in the emerging DPJbalance of power, the biggest winner has been Seiji Maehara and his fellow national security realists. Look for theAugust report of the National Defense Policy Advisory Panel to signal a defense strategy generally in line with theearlier panel report prepared by the last LDP government. This will also provide a better connection for strategicdialogue and planning with Washington.

Regime credibility high; Kan slammed the no-confidence vote

SaudiGazette, ’10 (6/17/10, Saudi Gazette, “Japanese PM wins trust vote,” . http://www.saudigazette.com.sa/index.cfm?method=home.regcon&contentID=2010061775601)

Japan’s new center-left Prime Minister Naoto Kan easily survived a no-confidence motion Wednesday and dismissed opposition calls for snap elections for the powerful lower house of parliament. The conservative opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) submitted the motion after Kan took over as leader of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) last week, arguing that he had no popular mandate. But Kan, who has been riding high in opinion polls, brushed aside opposition calls for the holding of lower house elections in tandem with a scheduled vote for the upper house on July 11. “I have no such ideas in mind at all,” Kan told reporters. – AFP 
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Japan’s new center-left Prime Minister Naoto Kan easily survived a no-confidence motion Wednesday and dismissed opposition calls for snap elections for the powerful lower house of parliament. The conservative opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) submitted the motion after Kan took over as leader of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) last week, arguing that he had no popular mandate. But Kan, who has been riding high in opinion polls, brushed aside opposition calls for the holding of lower house elections in tandem with a scheduled vote for the upper house on July 11. “I have no such ideas in mind at all,” Kan told reporters. – AFP 

Alt Causes to Regime Credibility

The political situation is unstable, and Kan’s credibility will not last – unpopular allies, pragmatism, and not enough initiative

Green, ‘10 - senior adviser and Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) and anassociate professor at Georgetown University (6/7/10, Michael J., Center for Strategic and International Studies, “Regime Change in Japan: Take Two,” http://csis.org/files/publication/100607_RegimeChange_JapanPlatform.pdf)

That said, Kan has real challenges. He may try Koizumi’s strategy of dramatically fighting for reform within his ownparty, but he comes with none of the core principles and ideological consistency that gave Koizumi so much credibilitywith the voters. Kan is a man of the left (some say the far left, given his activist roots), but his signature political traitnow is pragmatism and flexibility. That means he will avoid the dreamy policy prescriptions and gratuitous frictionwith business and the United States that plagued his predecessor, but it may not be enough to forge a mandate withinthe party or with the public. The other problem that will plague Kan is Ichiro Ozawa. For now Ozawa has retreated tohis cave like a wounded bear, but he still has 150 supporters and a famous appetite for vengeance. Kan will do better inthe July 11 Upper House election if he distances himself from Ozawa, but that will also make Ozawa more dangerouswhen Kan has to run for party president again in September. Kan is leaning toward an anti-Ozawa line but is clearlytrying to keep both options open. We will see if that works.Lower House members are rendering an early verdict on Kan’s chances by making frequent visits to their districts tobrace for a possible dissolution and election as early as this fall. Is that likely? Maybe not, but as one politician told me,“The political situation is just not stable…we are all hedging.”

Regime stability is already in jeopardy – transparency, not Futenma, is key

Green, ‘10 - senior adviser and Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) and anassociate professor at Georgetown University (6/7/10, Michael J., Center for Strategic and International Studies, “Regime Change in Japan: Take Two,” http://csis.org/files/publication/100607_RegimeChange_JapanPlatform.pdf)

Second, Kan appears set to improve DPJ governance. Under Hatoyama, the DPJ tried to forge “politician-led”policymaking. What happened instead was chaos. The cabinet ministers tried to make too many decisions themselvesand ended up deluged in red tape and minor paper work, while senior bureaucrats sat back and said “I told you so.”Meanwhile, the interministerial-coordination process broke down as ministers and junior ministers went public withtheir policy debates. Finally, Ozawa ran a nontransparent dual government out of the DPJ, which he used to reversecabinet decisions that did not fit his electoral strategy. Kan is well aware of the result and has taken early steps tocorrect the problem: reestablishing a more transparent policy deliberation organ (seichokai) within the DPJ; appointinga disciplinarian as his chief cabinet secretary to keep ministers in line; and relying on skilled bureaucrats for advicerather than the collection of TV pundits and playwrights who surrounded Hatoyama. Polls show that half the Japanesepublic had lost faith in the DPJ’s ability to govern effectively, and Kan aims to fix that.

Biggest issue in July elections will be the tax hike

Kin, 6/22 (6/22/10, Kwan Weng, “Kan’s Ratings Drop After Tax Rise Hint”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604917578&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604917587&cisb=22_T9604917586&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=144965&docNo=4)
TOKYO: Public support for Prime Minister Naoto Kan has fallen in new polls published yesterday, largely over his reference to a possible hike in the sales tax as part of tax reforms. Pundits say the tax issue could emerge as a key factor in the Upper House polls next month. Currently, Japanese consumers pay an extra 5 per cent in tax on all purchases. Mr Kan, who was elected leader of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) and Prime Minister earlier this month, has spoken of the need to raise the sales tax to 10 per cent in future. But he said the tax rate on daily necessities should be lowered or tax rebates offered on such purchases to ease the burden on consumers. Mr Kan said yesterday that he wants to start debate with other parties after the July 11 Upper House elections about raising the sales tax to strengthen Japan's strained finances. A decision on a consumption tax hike would likely not come for at least two to three years, he told a news conference. The sharpest fall in Mr Kan's popularity was recorded in a survey over the weekend by the influential Asahi Shimbun daily, which found his public rating dipping to 50 per cent from 59 per cent a week earlier. A few other surveys, including one by the largest-circulating daily Yomiuri Shimbun, put Mr Kan's new rating at about 54 per cent. Noting that the ratings were still fairly high despite the decline, Chief Cabinet Secretary Yoshito Sengoku said: 'They reflect both the expectations and the repulsion of voters.' In the past, Japanese leaders had suggested that the sales tax must be raised to cope with the rising cost of medical care and social security. But Mr Kan has put the tax hike issue in a broader and more urgent perspective. He said yesterday: 'The national debt already exceeds 180 per cent of the gross domestic product. Can we really increase our debt any further?' Citing the recent example of Greece, he warned: 'If the country's fiscal situation breaks down, the people's lives will also be in trouble.' Interestingly, the Asahi survey showed that 46 per cent of voters supported Mr Kan on raising the sales tax versus 45 per cent who did not. And among those who do back him on the tax issue, support for Mr Kan's administration was as high as 63 per cent. A victory for the DPJ in next month's elections is likely to depend on whether Mr Kan and his party colleagues are able to convince voters that a national debate on raising taxes can no longer be put off. DPJ secretary-general Yukio Edano told reporters at the weekend the tax issue was not something that could be resolved quickly. 'If we don't start preparations soon, we will not be able to ask the electorate's verdict on this at the next general election,' said Mr Edano. The next general election for the Lower House is due in 2013.

Ongoing discussions between US and Japan are the only way to secure relations and maintain Japanese security

The Daily Yomiuri, 6/20/10

(Japan's largest English-language newspaper, “Talks needed to boost Japan-U.S. alliance,” pg online @ lexis //ag)

Making ties even stronger  Japan and the United States should continually hold strategic dialogues.  How can the two nations realize stability on the Korean Peninsula and persuade China to act responsibly as a major power politically and economically? How should Japan and the United States cooperate with each other and other nations to tackle such issues as global warming, the war on terrorism and disarmament?  By deepening discussions on such issues and by Japan playing more active roles in the international community, the nation could build an even stronger alliance with the United States.  Security is the core of the bilateral alliance. North Korea has been developing nuclear missiles and sank a South Korean patrol vessel in March. China has rapidly been building up and modernizing its military. The Chinese Navy is expanding its operations to wider areas, causing friction with neighboring nations. Japan cannot be so optimistic about its security environment.  Fully preparing for emergencies through close cooperation between the Self-Defense Forces and U.S. forces in peacetime will ultimately serve as a deterrence against such emergencies.  The alliance sometimes is compared to riding a bicycle: The inertia of a bicycle will carry it forward, but unless we pedal, the bike will eventually slow down and fall.  To maintain the alliance, it is vital for the two nations to set common goals and work hard together to achieve them. It is also indispensable to make ceaseless efforts to settle pending issues one by one.  It is not enough to merely chant, "The Japan-U.S. alliance is the foundation of Japan's diplomacy."

Futenma not key to regime stability – the economy is the biggest internal link

White, ’10 - he summer Globalization Initiative Intern at NDN and a Summer Academy Fellow with the Roosevelt Institute (6/23/10, Laura, NDN, “The Relationship Between Perception of Economy and Political Instability Abroad,” http://ndn.org/blog/2010/06/relationship-between-perception-economy-and-political-instability-abroad)

NDN has long argued that the state of the economy is the most important driver of instability in the American electorate. Unsurprisingly, the same tends to be the case globally. The Pew Global Attitudes Project released a survey June 17th that included information on public perception of the economy in different countries (see graph). Interestingly, no countries in the survey where 50% or less of the population felt that the economy was in trouble were experiencing significant political instability. Conversely, only 5 out of 17 countries surveyed where 55% or more of the population felt that the economy was in trouble were experiencing relative political stability. The other twelve countries exhibited signs of political instability, such as governing party changes and declining approval ratings for elected officials. Below are some comparisons between the economy and the political climate in each country: Japan: In Japan 88% of the public feels that the economy is doing poorly. This has been reflected strongly in Japanese politics: Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama stepped down June 2nd in part due to his inability to fulfill economic improvement promises made during his campaign. The Finance Minister from his cabinet, Naoto Kan, was voted to replace Hatoyama 291 to 129. 

Japan Debt Is most Pressing Issue Not Okinawa  

CS Monitor 6/8  Christian Science Monitor [Japan's Naoto Kan promises fresh start with new cabinet  By Justin McCurry, Correspondent / June 8, 2010 http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0608/Japan-s-Naoto-Kan-promises-fresh-start-with-new-cabinet; WBTR]

Kan said Japan’s public debt, about 200 percent of gross domestic product, according to the International Monetary Fund, was his most pressing issue. “We need a bipartisan debate now on what really needs to be done to restore finances, in terms of the extent and time,” he told reporters. His options include a potentially unpopular rise in the consumption [sales] tax, although the DPJ has ruled that out until after the next general election, which isn’t due until 2013. Unlike his predecessor, who took office last September on a wave of popular support, Kan will not have the luxury of a honeymoon period. Instead, he will have to work quickly to convince voters and investors that he has the wherewithal to fight deflation, rein in public debt, and raise the revenues needed to fund manifesto promises on public spending. Kan, the former finance minister, chose as his successor his former deputy Yoshihiko Noda, a fiscal conservative who is expected to announce the government's new strategy on fiscal reform by the end of the month. Kan’s enthusiasm for a weaker yen and a freer lending regime has already found favor among Japan’s battered exporters.
DPJ Win Bad

LDP is key to investor confidence

Forbes, ’09 (8/27/09, Forbes, “Regime Change in Japan Perturbs Investors,” http://www.forbes.com/2009/08/27/japan-elections-preview-business-rebuilding-global-markets-landslide.html)

Apart from a ten-month hiatus in 1993, the ruling Liberal Democratic Party has governed Japan for half a century. Though it leans toward bureaucracy and regulation, has a propensity to waste money on boondoggle projects and suffers from reform inertia, investors at least know what they were getting. With the untested opposition Democratic Party of Japan, a group coalesced from disparate opposition parties and LDP refugees, they are concerned is they'll get something less palatable. "It seems to me that the market is priced for the worst, which is a landslide victory by DPJ and consequent policy failures by a DPJ-led government. Voters may be excited about the election, but investors are not," says Taizo Ishida, a fund manager for Matthews International Capital Management in California who manages $320 million of Japanese and Asian stocks.

DPJ control makes spending run rampant – hurts investor confidence

Forbes, ’09 (8/27/09, Forbes, “Regime Change in Japan Perturbs Investors,” http://www.forbes.com/2009/08/27/japan-elections-preview-business-rebuilding-global-markets-landslide.html)

That spending spree worries investors, says Yuuki Sakurai, the CEO of Fukuoka Capital Management in Tokyo, because beyond the woolly talk of cutting wasteful spending the DPJ "hasn't been clear about where exactly the money will come from." Raising taxes to pay for policies would be unpopular, which makes investors suspect that the new government will resort to borrowing to underpin spending. With public debt approaching 200% of GDP, Japan is already heavily in hock. Sakurai also notes a gap between skeptical domestic fund managers and more sanguine foreign investors. The latter will welcome a long-awaited change in government in Japan after more than 50 years of de-facto one-party rule. Uncertainty amongst both groups, however, remains. ``The Democrat victory is not fully discounted in the markets because no one knows how aggressively they will implement their plans," says John Vail, chief global strategist at Nikko Asset Management in Tokyo. "If they implement too quickly, in too socialistic or nationalistic a manner, or if the decision-making process is altered too quickly and becomes unstable, this could upset the markets," he explains.
DPJ win in the upper house bad – tanks South Korean economy

Hankyoreh, '09 (8/31/09, The Hankyoreh Media Company, "Regime change in Japan may bring an opportunity as well as threat to S. Korean economy," http://www.hani.co.kr/arti/english_edition/e_international/374023.html)

The institute predicts that the change in administration will present South Korea with both threats and opportunities. The opportunities could include greater chances for signing of the Korea-Japan FTA and an improved political situation on the Korean Peninsula, but these could be accompanied by threats such as Japan’s weakening economic recovery abilities and strengthening competitiveness in green industries. In response to this, the institute advised the government to “establish a South Korea-North Korea-Japan development strategy combining Japanese capital, South Korean development experience and North Korean resources, and promote South Korean-Japanese economic cooperation in areas such as green industries.”

India Nuclear Export Bad

Kan will export nuclear power plants to India—destroys credibility of the NPT

The Asahi Shimbun, 6/23 (6/23/10, “Editorial: Kan’s Nuclear Policy”, http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201006230339.html)

The export of nuclear power plants is part of the economic growth strategy of the administration of Prime Minister Naoto Kan. The administration is now considering extending nuclear cooperation to India. A single nuclear power plant contract is worth hundreds of billions of yen. Not only is this a hugely attractive proposition for related businesses, but the government is also looking at it as a means for creating jobs and bolstering the economy. But this is not an issue to be decided solely from a business angle. Given Japan's firm commitment to its anti-nuclear diplomacy, it is hardly appropriate for Japan to eagerly export a nuclear power plant, its components or related technology to India, a nation that has armed itself with nuclear weapons and has not signed the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT). One of the basic principles of the NPT is that any nation that honors this treaty to the letter will be assisted in its peaceful development of nuclear energy. The implications are too obvious, should Japan--a staunch proponent of nuclear disarmament and nonproliferation as the only nation ever attacked by nuclear weapons--cooperate with India, which continues to ignore the NPT. This would further erode the treaty's credibility, which has already been challenged by the problems created by North Korea and Iran. 
***HEGEMONY

Okinawa KT Heg

Okinawa base is key to intelligence and strategic positioning

Japan Close-Up 2/10- monthly English-language magazine about Japan (February 2010, “ If US Forces Withdraw from Japan”, http://www.export-japan.com/jcu/sample/index.php?page=if-us-forces-withdraw-from-japan)
 For the United States of America, Japan is of great value in terms of national security and military strategy. The first value is its geographical position. It is located across the Pacific Ocean from America’s mainland. It takes about 10 hours by air and two weeks by ship at an average 15 knots. By locating forces in Japan, the US can save that transportation time. The headquarters of the US 7th Fleet is located in Yokosuka Naval Base. It is the home port of USS George Washington (CVN 73), Nimitz class of nuclear-powered supercarrier. US Navy can save time by deploying from the Western Pacific to the Indian Ocean. III Marine Expeditionary Force is stationed in Okinawa. Being there means the US can deploy to any location from Sakhalin and the Maritime Province of Siberia to South China Sea and the Indochinese Peninsula. It takes 12 days from Okinawa to the central area of the Indian Ocean. It takes 14 days from Okinawa to Diego Garcia, a strategically important island, which the US leases from the UK. It takes 16 days to reach the Strait of Hormuz. The second value of Japan for the US Forces is its intelligence gathering position. Japan faces Russia, the Korean Peninsula and China. Their activities are not easily forecast. The US has placed radio and electronic intelligence gathering bases in Japan. Intelligence gathering and reconnaissance planes take off from bases in Japan. It takes too much time to practice surveillance from the Aleutian Islands, Hawaii or Guam, and it would not be easy to practice continuous intelligence activities. By 1989, two supersonic reconnaissance planes were stationed at the Kadena Air Base in Okinawa. In Shiretoko, Hokkaido is Shiretoko Communication. 

The perception of U.S. investment in East Asia sustains hegemony, not juts raw power and resources.

Cheng and Hsu, No Date  (T.J. and S. Philip “Between Power Balancing and Bandwagoning:  Rethinking the Post-Cold War East Asia” T. J. Cheng and S. Philip Hsu 

The U.S. domination in East Asia hinges critically not only on its possession of resources of hard and soft power, but also on the regional nations" perceptions of the actual U.S. commitment to the region, as well as their willingness to take all the downside risks emanating from sustained alignment with the U.S.  Right after the ending of the Cold War, the U.S. intention to scale down its presence in Asia was a grave concern for its allies and quasi-allies.  And the U.S. abilities to conduct military operation were also in serious doubt, due to the controversies around the use of Okinawa bases and the bases in the Philippines.22  The fear was assuaged in 1995 upon Clinton"s endorsement of the Nye report,23 the willingness of Singapore, Malaysia and Thailand to offer logistic support to the U.S. navy in the region,24 and the updating of the U.S.-Japan security pact guidelines in 1996.25  However, as soon as the U.S. insurance card was secured, the premium for this insurance began to bother the insured, seen vividly from the domestic political oppositions within the insured nation.  Chief among the concerns provoking such oppositions has been the issue of whether or not their nations will be involuntarily dragged into U.S. operation.  That is to say, the pendulum of fear immediately swung from the abandonment end to the entanglement end

Okinawan KT East Asian Presence

Okinawa is key to our East Asian Presence

Kapoor 6/10 - Associate Fellow at the Centre for Land Warfare Studies, New Delhi (Rajesh, 6/10/10, “The Strategic Relevance of Okinawa”, http://www.idsa.in/taxonomy/term/1093)

The debate over the necessity of US troops and bases in Okinawa Prefecture has created several political ripples within Japan. However the Japanese government has always given preference to the US-Japan Security Alliance over domestic politics citing national security requirements. The relocation of US bases and troops outside Okinawa could have dampened the future of the US-Japan Security Alliance, which remains indispensable for both the US and Japan. Notwithstanding popular sentiments, the Japanese government has agreed to a “mutually viable solution” – relocation of Futenma air base within Okinawa probably off the coast of Henoko, Nago City in Okinawa Prefecture. Why is Okinawa so important for the US? Why do Japanese governments place so much importance on the US-Japan security alliance, while the people-centric issues are put on the back burner? In the post-Occupation period, US troops and military bases in Japan have been instrumental in ensuring peace and stability within Japan as well as in East Asia. The geo-strategic location of Okinawa makes it the preferred site for hosting US military bases both in terms of securing Japan as well as for US force projection in the Far East. Okinawa’s distance from the rest of Japan and from other countries of East Asia makes it an ideal location to host military bases and thus extend US military outreach considerably. In the case of an eventuality, it is easier for the US marines, who act as first responders to exigencies, to take appropriate action well before the rest of Japan is affected. In addition, Japan cannot ignore the potential threat it faces from its nuclear neighbours including China, North Korea and Russia. The Russian and Chinese threats, as of now, can be ruled out. However, the North Korean threat is very much real and Japan has been building up its Ballistic Missile Defence system in collaboration with the US to cater for it. Okinawa Prefecture includes a chain of hundreds of small islands. The midpoint of this chain is almost equidistance from Taiwan and Japan’s Kyushu Island. During the Vietnam War, the USFJ military bases particularly in Okinawa were among the most important strategic and logistic bases. In addition, strategists in Japan note that despite the country’s three non-nuclear principles, some bases in Okinawa were used for stockpiling nuclear weapons during the Cold War. Even today, US nuclear-armed submarines and destroyers operate in the vicinity of Japan, facilitated by a secret deal between the governments of the US and Japan. Moreover, having military bases in Japan also helps the US to have easy access to the strategically important five seas –the Bering Sea, the Sea of Okhotsk, the Japan Sea, the East China Sea and the South China Sea.1 The USFJ are stationed in Japan under the terms of the US-Japan Security Alliance of 1960. In May 1972, the US returned Okinawa to Japan. But in the same year, under the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA), US forces gained facilities in Okinawa. USFJ facilities and areas located within Okinawa Prefecture include airfields, manoeuvre areas and logistics support facilities. Currently, Okinawa, which makes up 0.6 per cent of Japan’s land area, accommodates 74 per cent of US bases in Japan including the Marine Air Station in Futenma which hosts Marine Air Group 36 of the US Marine Corps.2 The United States Forces Japan (USFJ) consists of US Army, US Marine Corps, US Navy, and US Air Force elements. There are approximately 36,000 military personnel, 43,000 dependents, 5,000 Department of Defence civilian employees, and 25,000 Japanese workers working in different parts of Japan.3 
AT: Air and Naval Forces Balance

Okinawa base is key to strategy in the region- air and sea power isn’t enough

Reuters 2/19 (2/19/10. “ Top U.S. Pacific Marine says base must be in Okinawa”, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE61I12U20100219)
The relocation of the Futenma Marine base on Okinawa is at the center of a feud between Washington and Tokyo that is eroding support for Japan's governing Democratic Party and setting its coalition partners at odds ahead of an election expected in July. "Okinawa is in the perfect place in the region," said Lieutenant General Keith Stalder, when asked about suggestions that the base be moved to Guam or the tiny island of Tinian. "It's literally a day away from almost anything that can occur in the region," he said during a visit to Tokyo. Stalder underscored the U.S. view that a 2006 agreement between the two governments to shift the Futenma base to a more remote area of Okinawa as part of a realignment that involves moving 8,000 Marines to Guam was the most desirable option. But he said shifting all Japan-based Marines elsewhere would not be feasible. "The notion that you can have an alliance and deter and respond with only sea and air forces is a misperception that I want to dispel," he said. "You've got to have ground forces." Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama said before toppling a long-ruling conservative party in a general election last year that the base should be moved out of the region, sparking a row that threatened to undermine ties with the United States. The Democratic Party needs to win a majority in the upper house poll to end its reliance on an awkward coalition with two smaller parties. A poor result could even result in policy gridlock. Media polls show concern about Hatoyama's handling of Japan's relationship with its most important ally is damaging government support. Japanese media said on Friday the government had sounded out U.S. officials about a proposal to put a new helipad inside an existing base, but one of the Democrats' tiny allies, the Social Democratic Party, said it would be unacceptable to local people.

Heg Decline Not Inevitable

Heg won’t decline- other countries see US heg as better than alternatives

Boot 5/31  Jeane J. Kirkpatrick senior fellow for national security studies at the Council on Foreign Relations (Max, 5/31/10, “ America is still the best guarantor of freedom and prosperity”, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/31/opinion/la-oe-boot-20100531/3)

 This isn't to deny the prevalence of anti-Americanism even in the Age of Obama. Nor is it to wish away the real threats to American power — from external challenges ( Iran, China, Islamist terrorists) to, more worrying, internal weaknesses (rising debt levels, decreasing military spending as a percentage of the federal budget, a shrinking Navy). But if my cross-global jaunt taught me anything, it is that those countries that dismiss the prospects for continuing American leadership do so at their peril. The U.S. still possesses unprecedented power projection capabilities, and, just as important, it is armed with the goodwill of countless countries that know the U.S. offers protection from local bullies. They may resent us, but they fear their neighbors, and that's the ultimate buttress of our status as the world's sole superpower. 

Specifically countries bordering Iran and China rely on the US for security

Boot 5/31  Jeane J. Kirkpatrick senior fellow for national security studies at the Council on Foreign Relations (Max, 5/31/10, “ America is still the best guarantor of freedom and prosperity”, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/31/opinion/la-oe-boot-20100531/3)

 Much nonsense has been written in recent years about the prospects of American decline and the inevitable rise of China. But it was not a declining power that I saw in recent weeks as I jetted from the Middle East to the Far East through two of America's pivotal geographic commands — Central Command and Pacific Command. The very fact that the entire world is divided up into American military commands is significant. There is no French, Indian or Brazilian equivalent — not yet even a Chinese counterpart. It is simply assumed without much comment that American soldiers will be central players in the affairs of the entire world. It is also taken for granted that a vast network of American bases will stretch from Germany to Japan — more than 700 in all, depending on how you count. They constitute a virtual American empire of Wal-Mart-style PXs, fast-food restaurants, golf courses and gyms. There is an especially large American presence in the Middle East, one of the world's most crisis-prone regions. For all the anti-Americanism in the Arab world, almost all the states bordering what they call the Arabian Gulf support substantial American bases. These governments are worried about the looming Iranian threat and know that only the United States can offer them protection. They are happy to deal with China, but it would never occur to a single sultan or sheik that the People's Liberation Army will protect them from Iranian intimidation. In the Far East, a similar dynamic prevails. All of China's neighbors happily trade with it, but all are wary of the Middle Kingdom's pretensions to regional hegemony. Even Vietnam, a country that handed America its worst military defeat ever, is eager to establish close ties with Washington as a counter to Beijing. 

Heg now, not declining – China’s not a threat, American military command is superior, and bases, troops, and protection is key

Boot, ’10 - Jeane J. Kirkpatrick Senior Fellow for National Security Studies (5/31/10, Max, Council on Foreign Relations, “America is Still the Best Guarantor of Freedom and Prosperity,” http://www.cfr.org/publication/22247/america_is_still_the_best_guarantor_of_freedom_and_prosperity.html)

Much nonsense has been written in recent years about the prospects of American decline and the inevitable rise of China. But it was not a declining power that I saw in recent weeks as I jetted from the Middle East to the Far East through two of America's pivotal geographic commands — Central Command and Pacific Command. The very fact that the entire world is divided up into American military commands is significant. There is no French, Indian or Brazilian equivalent — not yet even a Chinese counterpart. It is simply assumed without much comment that American soldiers will be central players in the affairs of the entire world. It is also taken for granted that a vast network of American bases will stretch from Germany to Japan — more than 700 in all, depending on how you count. They constitute a virtual American empire of Wal-Mart-style PXs, fast-food restaurants, golf courses and gyms. There is an especially large American presence in the Middle East, one of the world's most crisis-prone regions. For all the anti-Americanism in the Arab world, almost all the states bordering what they call the Arabian Gulf support substantial American bases. These governments are worried about the looming Iranian threat and know that only the United States can offer them protection. They are happy to deal with China, but it would never occur to a single sultan or sheik that the People's Liberation Army will protect them from Iranian intimidation. 

Heg Solves North Korean Nuclearization

Empirics prove heg is the best guarantor of freedom and prosperity, deters North Korean nuclearization

Boot, ’10 - Jeane J. Kirkpatrick Senior Fellow for National Security Studies (5/31/10, Max, Council on Foreign Relations, “America is Still the Best Guarantor of Freedom and Prosperity,” http://www.cfr.org/publication/22247/america_is_still_the_best_guarantor_of_freedom_and_prosperity.html)

South Korea knows that only the U.S. offers the deterrence needed to keep a nuclear-armed North Korea in check. That is why the South Koreans, who have one of the world's largest militaries (655,000 activity-duty personnel), are eager to host 28,000 American troops in perpetuity and even to hand over their military forces in wartime to the command of an American four-star general. Under an agreement negotiated during the Bush administration, operational control is due to revert to the South Koreans in 2012, but senior members of the government and military told us they want to push that date back by a number of years. South Korea's eagerness to continue subordinating its armed forces to American control is the ultimate vote of confidence in American leadership. What other country would the South Koreans possibly entrust with the very core of their national existence? Not China, that's for sure. And yet South Korea is not so unusual in this regard. The Persian Gulf emirates also entrust their continued existence to America's benign power. The Kurds, whom we visited in Irbil, are eager to host an American base, because they know that all of the gains they have made since 1991 have been made possible by American protection. Even Arab Iraqi politicians, who traffic in nationalist slogans while running for office, are quietly talking about renegotiating the accord that would bring the U.S. troop presence in Iraq down to zero by the end of 2011. They know what Kosovars, Kuwaitis and countless others have learned over many decades: American power is the world's best guarantor of freedom and prosperity. 

AT: China Rise

China won’t rise- no desire.  Even if they do rise it’s a long way off

Nayyar 6/9- research Scholar in Political Economy of India, Trinity College, Cambridge ( Dhiraj, 6/9/10, “ Will not seek to be a hegemon: China’s Binggou”, http://www.financialexpress.com/news/Will-not-seek-to-be-a-hegemon--China-s-Binggou/631198/) 

 China made a strong pitch for greater democracy in international relations at the third summit meeting of the Conference on Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia (CICA). Speaking at the summit, state councillor Dai Bingguo, who is also responsible for border talks with India, said, “Where we live today, is a world witnessing growing trends towards pluralism, diversity and multipolarity, a world adapting to globalised allocation of resources and movement of capital, goods and people. Such a world can no longer tolerate hegemony of any form or a single value system.” Dai Binggou also sought to allay fears about the rise of China, particularly its role as a potential hegemon. “China will never seek to be a superpower and will never seek hegemony in the world. This is not our tradition, not our desire, and still less, our policy,” he said. The state councillor also pointed out that China is still a developing country—in the process of seeking revitalisation—and that it still has a long and challenging journey ahead. He said even when China becomes a developed country, it will remain committed to peace and development in Asia.

Their cards don’t assume changing opinions that will block a Chinese hegemon

Inboden 6/16  Ph.D., M.Phil., and M.A. degrees in history from Yale University, and his A.B. from Stanford University (Will, 6/16/10, Foreign Policy, “ The reality of the 'China Fantasy”, http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/06/16/the_reality_of_the_china_fantasy) 
     Is the "China Fantasy" starting to get deflated by reality? Three years ago, Jim Mann's provocative book of that title identified the "China Fantasy" as the dogmatic belief of many Western political and commercial elites that China's economic liberalization and growth would lead inevitably to democracy at home and responsible conduct abroad. The operative word was "inevitably" -- the assumption being that China's remarkable economic success would automatically produce a middle class that demanded greater political rights, and that China's growing integration with the global economy would produce benign and responsible international behavior. Based on this assumption, the corollary policy prescription for the West was to pursue a policy of engagement and encouragement towards China's rise. This paradigm seems to be shifting. I recently participated in a conference in Europe on China, attended by a cross-section of policy, academic, and commercial leaders from Europe, the United States, and China, and came away struck by palpable attitude changes in at least three dimensions. Taken together, these are signposts that the previous conventional wisdom on China is coming under question: * European attitudes. Many of the Europeans present voiced a pronounced skepticism towards China, both for the Chinese Communist Party's ongoing refusal to liberalize the political system as well as for what they perceive as China's irresponsible international posture. Various reasons were suggested for this change in European attitudes from even two years ago, but the most salient one seems to be European ire over China's obstreperous conduct at last year's Copenhagen climate change conference. If Europe has a litmus test for international good citizenship, it is climate change. But China's behavior on that front seems to be prompting increased European frustration with China on other issues as well, including human rights, Iran's nuclear program, and China's military build-up. * Business attitudes. American and European business leaders with extensive China experience also expressed significant disillusionment. As one noted, whereas 5 or 10 years ago the business community was virtually unanimous in its enthusiasm for the China market and in support of closer political ties between China and the West, now the consensus is fractured. Causes for this disenchantment include widespread corruption, intellectual property rights violations, the protectionism of the new "indigenous innovation" policy, and the general restraints on private sector flourishing imposed by China's state capitalism model. To be sure, many multinational companies remain profitably invested in what is still the world's largest emerging market, and many more are eager to get in. But Google's recent exit from China may not be the only one, and some multinationals looking at China are weighing a new set of cost-benefit analyses. * Chinese attitudes. If assessments in the West are changing, so are elite Chinese attitudes. Most of the Chinese participants were from universities or think-tanks (i.e. not People's Liberation Army hard-liners), but even they displayed a nationalistic confidence and rather defiant posture towards the West, especially the United States. At its most benign, this is an understandable attitude of a proud rising power. But in too many ways it is not benign, especially considering that the Chinese participants took worrisome stances on issues such as human rights, Taiwan, Tibet, mercantilist nationalism, Iran's nuclear program, shielding North Korea, and especially the security "threat" purportedly posed by the United States.     

Leadership KT Econ

U.S. leadership key to global economy. 

Panitchpakdi, 04- director-general of World Trade Organization (2/26/04, Supachai, “American Leadership and the World Trade Organization: What is the Alternative?,” http://www.wto.org/english/news_e/spsp_e/spsp22_e.htm )

I can sum up my message today in three sentences: The United States, more than any single country, created the world trading system. The US has never had more riding on the strength of that system. And US leadership — especially in the current Doha trade talks — is indispensable to the system's success. It is true that as the WTO's importance to the world economy increases, so too does the challenge of making it work: there are more countries, more issues, trade is in the spot light as never before. But the fiction that there is an alternative to the WTO — or to US leadership — is both naïve and dangerous. Naïve because it fails to recognize that multilateralism has become more — not less — important to advancing US interests. Dangerous because it risks undermining the very objectives the US seeks — freer trade, stronger rules, a more open and secure world economy. The Doha Round is a crucial test. The core issues — services, agriculture, and industrial tariffs — are obviously directly relevant to the US. America is highly competitive in services — the fastest growing sector of the world economy, and where the scope for liberalization is greatest. In agriculture too the US is competitive across many commodities — but sky-high global barriers and subsidies impede and distort agricultural trade. Industrial tariffs also offer scope for further liberalization — especially in certain markets and sectors. But what is at stake in these talks is more than the economic benefits that would flow from a successful deal. The real issue is the relevance of the multilateral trading system. Its expanded rules, broader membership, and binding dispute mechanism means that the new WTO — created less than ten years ago — is pivotal to international economic relations. But this means that the costs of failure are also higher — with ramifications that can be felt more widely. Advancing the Doha agenda would confirm the WTO as the focal point for global trade negotiations, and as the key forum for international economic cooperation. The credibility of the institution would be greatly enhanced. But if the Doha negotiations stumble, doubts may grow, not just about the WTO's effectiveness, but about the future of multilateralism in trade.

Racism Turn
The affirmatives model of East Asia is based in “Greater East Asia Co-prosperity Sphere” Ideology.  Representations of neighboring Asian nations as preferred to the U.S. enforce regional colonialism as a mask for racism.

Ichiro, 95 (Fall 1995, Tomiyama, “Colonialism and the Sciences of the Tropical Zone: The Academic Analysis of Difference in ‘the Island Peoples’” Positions, 3:2)

As has been pointed out, “Cooperativism” is nothing other than the “Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere” ideology, which attempts to justify Japanese invasion in contrast to “white” colonial rule. As Peter Duus has pointed out, the “Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere” was a response to the dilemma faced by “imperialism without colonies” of how to maintain colonialism when colonialism lost its validity during the war.51 However, the resonance between the discourses of Hirano and Sugiura makes it possible to understand the meaning of the “cooperativism” in Japanese colonialism in a context slightly different from its intellectual his- torical significance. The meaning of the “cooperativism” in the “Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere” lies in the fact that scientific discourse itself, which discerned and represented the Other, appeared as a major player in colonialism in place of outright racism. The classification and treatment of the Other in the tropical sciences dealt with in this essay can be said to have been established precisely under the name of a “cooperativism” which respected unique cultures and asserted the inevitability of “development.” And conversely, the colonialism found in “cooperativism” was simply the denial and affirmation of a prac  tice born in the midst of classifying and reforming the Other, not a naked racism or nationalism. In other words, colonialist practice was not narrated as an opposition of races and cultures; rather, this “cooperativism” reveals the existence of the “Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere” as a discourse connected with such social reforms as medicine, hygiene, and education. The scientific observing subject who reads signs from symptoms in a unidirectional fashion and constructs the Other is secured in the denial and affirmation of this practice. When examining this observing subject, it is important to think once more about the academic genealogy of today’s mul- ticultural narratives which have appeared in the midst of the unsettling of national polities. “Cooperativism” is by no means a problem of the past. The academic discourse constituted by the tropical sciences which classify, discover, and treat sources of infection has survived together with “coopera- tivism” up to the present day. What we need now is to find a site of resistance within “cooperativism” and multiculturalism where we can create ways of being that confuse categories or that are unclassifiable. This would also be a task of searching for the possibility of new articulations.

Identity Turn

Some stuff about identity. 

Ichiro, 95 (Fall 1995, Tomiyama, “Colonialism and the Sciences of the Tropical Zone: The Academic Analysis of Difference in ‘the Island Peoples’” Positions, 3:2)

"The Southern Islands" and the Sciences of the Tropical Zone

The Sciences of the Tropical Zone and the Memory of Empire

Fifty to sixty percent of the “Japanese” in the South Sea Islands were from Okinawa. Okinawa was the first of the territories to be subsumed in the expansion of the modern Japanese empire. The Ryiikyiian kingdom, which had already been invaded by the Satsuma domain at the beginning of the Edo period, was annexed to Japan by the Meiji government’s military invasion, from 1872to 1879,an invasion that came to be known as the Ryiikyuan Measures (Ryiikyii shobun). With regard to the movement of people from Okinawa to the South Sea Islands, Okinawan history could be recalled in two forms. One is that the destiny of the “Japanese” southern advance, in which the classification of “islanders” played a role, was told as a tale of Okinawan tradition. Another is that a unique history constituted an otherness in the self-identity known as the “Japanese.” A representative of the former narrative is Asato Nobu’s History of the Development of Japan2 South (Sanseido, 1941).This book, which had earlier been published as The History of Okinawan Seafaring Development, deals with the history of the Rflkyuan kingdom’s trade with Southeast Asia as a tradition of “Japanese” southern development. Okinawan tradition is produced as the tradition of Japan’ssouthern development.  For the latter narrative related to otherness, we must look to the derisive term for people of Okinawan birth living in the South Sea Islands: “Japan Kanaka.”47For example, Yanaihara Tadao reacted to the appellation of people of Okinawan birth as “Japan Kanaka” as follows: Okinawans do not win the respect of the islanders because their life style is so shabby. Consequently, the reform of Okinawan education and life styles is an urgent matter for the reform of Japanese colonial society in the south. I realized from my observations in the South Sea Islands positions how “the problem of Japanese overseas emigration is the problem of Okinawa.”  For Yanaihara, the problem of the character of “Japanese”in the South Sea Islands was a problem of “Okinawans” as “Japan Kanaka.” The otherness of the “islanders”that had invaded the interior of “Japanese”- the source of an infection that should be treated-was
here divided and removed from “Japanese”once again as “Japan Kanaka Okinawans,” and reclassified as the Other. T h e derisive “Japan Kanaka” reveals the struggle to reclassify and redivide an otherness that required therapy intruding upon the interior of “Japanese”as an epistemological Other. Furthermore, this struggle over the Other is precisely the process of the “differend” (Lyotard) in the self-identity of “Japanese.”

***PATRIARCHY

AT: Multilateralism

The Affirmative’s representations of U.S. forces in Okinawa are false and based out of economic incentive.  This attempt to politicize rape for economic gain reproduces their harms.

Angst, 1 – Asst. Professor of Anthropology at Lewis and Clarke, Ph.D Yale University (Linda Isako, “THE SACRIFICE OF A SCHOOLGIRL, The 1995 Rape Case, Discourses of Power, and Women’s Lives in Okinawa” Linda Isako Angst, Critical Asian Studies, , 33: 2, 243 — 266, Informaworld)

This presents the problem of gender in postwar Japanese politics, which per- sists on a range of fronts, including contemporary Okinawan politics surrounding the rape. The relationship between military aggression (including occupa- tion) and sexual abuse of local women is not accidental; rather, they are intimately linked, as Cynthia Enloe and Carol Delaney both argue. Enloe exam- ines the profane dimension of the relationship between women, nationalism, and war — including how base economies embed and exploit women’s work32 — while Delaney focuses on the ways in which the relationship between woman and nation is elevated to the status of sacred symbol in nationalist discourses.33 In either case, they argue, woman is made an object in body or sentiment, com- promising her (political) human rights. This raises a critical problem with Okinawan identity discourse, which is pre- cisely the problem suggested by Liu about Bhabha’s analysis: it fails to acknowl- edge the individuality of the groups comprising that identity politics. That is, Bhabha, in Liu’s estimation, makes the mistake of conflating distinct modes of oppression and lumping marginal groups into one category, thereby “level[ing it] down to homogeneous totality.”34 Okinawan political leaders, who insist on a unified Okinawan voice, effectively silence the voices of other groups including Okinawan women activists on measures promoting women’s rights. Five years after the rape, women’s issues are still sidelined, this time by new prefectural leaders as islanders protest the heliport. The gender problem begs the identity of the hegemon: for feminist activists, it is not just the Japanese state or the U.S. military, or even both. While Okinawan feminists participate in the broader politics of Okinawan rights, which situates itself against the hegemon of Japanese politics and culture, they are engaged simultaneously in a universal protest movement for women’s rights, in which the hegemon is male dominance and patriarchal institutions, including within Okinawa. Yet some feminists are frustrated by the expectation that they defer their own agendas “for now,”36 in the interest of showing Okinawan solidarity. In linking local social ills and the presence of U.S. bases, the prefectural government’s po- sition invariably results in advocating the development of valuable base-leased lands into profitable (generally tourist) businesses for Okinawans. In effect, the rape becomes an opportunity for business and political leaders to emphasize (and conflate) the volatile issue of U.S. occupation in ongoing discussions about the economy.

***CONDITION CPS

Shell

The United States federal government should ____________ if Japan agrees to ________________.

***INSERT SOLVENCY***

ME Support Condition Solvency

Japan would offer military aid in Afghanistan and Iraq if the US resolves Futenma

Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

In the short term, the objective of the DPJ now is not to remake Japanese security policy, but rather, to not allow security politics to disrupt domestic reforms that are a much more important aspect of its legitimacy. Though the DPJ will eventually seek to create a more independent Japan, a close reading of their campaign literature suggests that this will occur not through increases in defense budgets, but rather, through an alleviation of the security dilemma through institution building. This, in all likelihood, should take time. Thus, in the meantime, PM Kan and the DPJ will need the US to help continue Japan's policy of maintaining US extended deterrence as cheaply as possible so as to allow for a more robust social welfare agenda. For this reason, the US represents a key stakeholder that will need in some way to be appeased. On the other hand, PM Kan and the DPJ will also need to continue to appease key allies and partners in the diet. The current policy of delay, evaluation, and muddle through has done little but reinforce the image amongst the Japanese public of the DPJ as an indecisive party. In all likelihood, which party eventually 'wins' the Futenma debate will depend greatly on which party offers the most severe forms of punishment. Will it be the US with threats of strong public rebukes of the administration? Or, will it be the SDP with threats of withdrawal from the coalition? Because the cooperation of all parties will be necessary for the DPJ to make progress on its domestic agenda, a successful DPJ strategy would be to offer the prospective loser of any contests an adequate compensation for their acquiescence on the issue. In the case of the US, such a reward might come in the form of increased development assistance to either Afghanistan or Iraq (including the possibility of a more robust 'human' commitment), a promise to abandon a 'comprehensive' evaluation of HSN and SOFA, or increased monetary support for a different relocation plan.

FTA Conditioning Solvency

Quid Pro Quo – Japan gives us free trade for less troops

Packard, ’10 (George R., President of the United States-Japan Foundation, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2010, “The United States-Japan Security Treaty at 50,” C^2)

In return for the removal of some U.S. troops and bases from its territory, the Japanese government should make far larger contributions to mutual security and global peace. It should explicitly state that it has the right to engage in operations of collective self-defense. Tokyo would be foolish to establish a community of East Asian nations without U.S. participation. It needs to work with Washington in the six-party talks on how to denuclearize the Korean Peninsula. The Japanese government should also stop protecting its uncompetitive agricultural sector and join in a free-trade agreement with the United States, an idea that has been kicking around for two decades and that the DPJ endorsed in its election manifesto.

FTA KT Economy

US-Japan FTA generates billions for both countries; prevents Japanese economic collapse

Reuters, ’07 (11/7/07, Reuters, “Big gains seen from U.S.-Japan free trade pact,” http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSN2753912620071128)

An agreement that phased out tariffs and other trade barriers between the world's two largest national economies would generate about $130 billion in economic gains for Japan and about $150 billion for the United States, according to Scott Bradford, a visiting scholar at the Peterson Institute for International Economics. Those estimates assume 10 percent of service sectors such as finance and banking, distribution, insurance, construction, health care, telecommunications and delivery would be opened to more bilateral trade, Bradford said in a study. An agreement that liberalized 30 percent of services would generate about $350 billion in gains for each country -- equal to 7 percent of gross domestic product for Japan and 2.6 percent for the United States, Bradford said. The United States and Japan have began examining each other's trade deals to help lay the groundwork for possible negotiations, Cutler said at the Peterson Institute, although such talks were still premature at this point. "The stakes would be very high -- meaning if and when we were to embark on this path, we would need to be highly confident we would be successful," she said. Japan would have to make major agricultural policy reforms and remove many of its regulatory barriers, Cutler said.

FTA KT Relations

Only the CP solves for relations; free trade is the biggest strain on relations, and would help smooth over any other bumps – including Futenma

Bergsten, ’04 (5/12/2004, C. Fred, “ The Resurgent Japanese Economy and a Japan–United States Free Trade Agreement,” http://www.iie.com/publications/papers/paper.cfm?ResearchID=208)

Now that both the US and Japanese economies are growing robustly, and the exchange rate between their currencies is nearing equilibrium, it is time for the two countries to return to a positive agenda to strengthen their economic (and indeed their overall) relationship. Moreover, their present positions enable them to exercise the joint leadership of the global economy befitting the world’s two largest national economies. In light of the major risks facing the world trading system, the most fruitful area for them to do so is trade policy—by launching negotiations for a free trade area between them. Both Japan and the United States have dramatically reversed their trade policies in recent years. Both have traditionally been strong advocates of the multilateral trading system, rejecting preferential pacts and criticizing those adopted by the European Community and others. Both, however, have now begun aggressive programs of regional and bilateral liberalization. The United States started with Canada in 1988 and NAFTA in 1994. It has recently completed agreements with 10 more countries (including five in Central America) and is now negotiating actively with about 10 more. It is also seeking a Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA) with 34 nations in the Western Hemisphere. Japan has completed only one bilateral agreement, with Singapore, but is actively pursuing several others (Korea, Mexico, Thailand, Malaysia, and the Philippines) as well as a regional initiative with ASEAN. It is also involved in officially sanctioned studies of a comprehensive East Asia Free Trade Area (the “10 + 3” initiative), or EAFTA, with ASEAN, China, and Korea. These American and Japanese initiatives will have important effects on trade flows, and trade relations, between them. NAFTA already discriminates significantly against Japan and was a major motivation for Japan to launch its FTA effort with Mexico. US pursuit of FTAs elsewhere in Asia, already with Thailand but potentially (as advocated by several key Senators and Congressmen) with Korea and even Taiwan, would have much greater impact on Japan and virtually force Japan to seek its own FTA with the United States. Likewise, any Japanese FTAs with major Asian countries would have sizable repercussions on the United States and induce it to seek equal treatment. A comprehensive EAFTA would immediately cost the United States about $25 billion annually in lost exports with much more to follow as investment was diverted to the region. Even a Japanese bilateral deal with Korea, a major trading partner of the United States, would probably be significant enough to induce the United States to seek equal treatment. Hence there is a strong case for Japan and the United States, as they pursue their numerous bilateral FTAs with other countries, to anticipate these developments and to avoid the increasingly serious frictions that will otherwise affect their relationship, by launching a bilateral FTA negotiation themselves. Such an initiative, which could be labeled a “barrier-free economic relationship” like the one that the Trans-Atlantic Business Dialogue is seeking for the Europe–United States economic relationship, would also have numerous positive effects. 

Equal treatment on economic issues is the lynchpin in US-Japan alliance/relations, which are key to China negotiations

Reuters, ’10 (1/18/10, Reuters, “Feud casts pall over Japan-US alliance anniversary,” http://www.alertnet.org/thenews/newsdesk/TOE60F00X.htm)

Despite the anger on both sides over Futenma, the dispute looks unlikely to spill over into economic ties between the world's biggest and second-largest economies. "It's extremely rare for two economic giants to get along so well for so long," said Yuji Suzuki, an expert in Pacific affairs at Hosei University in Tokyo. "It would not have been difficult to imagine far worse disputes, since there are many mutual misunderstandings, the systems are different and they are former enemies. They have stayed together so long because they both see the economic benefits." Futenma, which Hatoyama has vowed to resolve by May, is not the only issue. In a move symbolic of Japan's new diplomacy, its navy ended a refuelling mission in support of US-led military activities in Afghanistan just days ahead of the anniversary. Nevertheless, US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada agreed in Hawaii last week to start new talks on the fundamentals of the alliance. This may be a sign Washington is prepared to bide its time on Futenma, analysts say, although it is unclear how the US would react if no deal emerges in May. But in the longer term, the question remains as to what form a more equal relationship might take. Some on both sides of the Pacific believe Japan, though hobbled by its pacifist constitution, should take a more active role in global security. "We thought a more equal relationship might mean that Japan did a little more heavy lifting in the international arena, maybe spend a little more on defence," Richard Armitage, a former deputy secretary of state, told a forum in Washington last week. A more assertive security posture is highly unlikely while Japan's ruling Democrats depend on a coalition with the pacifist Social-Democratic Party, and Japan's massive public debt would make it difficult for cost reasons even beyond the election. Other forms of cooperation, such as Japan's $5 billion aid contribution to Afghanistan, tend to be taken for granted. Washington's apparent relaxation of pressure over the airbase dispute likely stems from a realisation it needs solid ties with Japan as a basis for dealing with China, analysts say, even as the US rows with Beijing over Google and arms exports to Taiwan. "They're all ultimately connected because ... everybody knows they're ultimately concerned about what direction China may go in," said Phil Deans, a professor at Temple University's Tokyo campus. 

Japan-US relations/alliance revolve around equal footing; until relationships are improved bilaterally, any action on Futenma will decrease credibility

Matsumura, ’09 (12/19/10, Masahiro, Taipei Times, “Japan moves to create equal footing with US,” http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2009/12/19/2003461281)
Three months after the Democratic Party of Japan’s (DPJ) landslide general-election victory, the new administration’s foreign and security policy appears to be increasingly at odds with that of the US. Indeed, there is growing concern on both sides of the Pacific that Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama intends to turn away from the declining US hegemon and reach out to a rising China. Indeed, Hatoyama has announced his rudimentary vision of building an East Asian community that excludes the US. Hatoyama has hastily attempted to fulfill the DPJ’s party manifesto and his own public pledges. This includes terminating replenishment support for the US-led interdiction operation in the Indian Ocean, reducing host-nation support to US forces based in Japan, and revising the bilateral status-of-force agreement. Moreover, Hatoyama is set to expose a secret Cold War nuclear agreement that opened Japanese ports to US naval vessels carrying nuclear weapons, in contravention of Japan’s Three Non-Nuclear Principles, which have guided official policy since the late 1960s. Last but not least, Hatoyama is postponing implementation of a bilateral agreement with the US to relocate a Marine Corps base on Okinawa, from Futenma to Henoko, thereby causing confusion for the US’ plan to relocate part of its forces on Okinawa to Guam. The significance of these moves has, however, been poorly understood. Hatoyama’s assertiveness vis-a-vis the US is in accord with Japan’s position as the world’s largest creditor with the least damaged banking sector. But a decisive foreign-policy shift has not occurred — nor will one occur in the near future. Instead, Hatoyama has simply stressed Japan’s need to be on an equal footing in alliance management with the US. Likewise, his proposed regional community would be open in nature and would welcome strong US involvement, although without formal US membership, on geographic grounds. Thus, the current US- Japanese estrangement is being driven by a spiral of mistrust that does not stem from geo- strategic concerns. Rather, Japan has initiated a series of abrupt policy changes, while the US, only dimly aware of the significance of its relative decline, assumes that Japan’s decades-long docility will continue.

NPT KT Disarmamanet 

Nuclear Disarmament isn’t just disarming nuclear weapons; nations must feel disarmament – NWC solves

Hamada, ’10 -  a member of the House of Councillors, Chairman of New Komeito Party's Denuclearization Promotion Committee, and a member of the Peace Studies Association of Japan (4/14/10, Masayoshi, InDepth News, “Redefine Japan-U.S. Alliance for Global Denuclearization,” http://www.indepthnews.net/news/news.php?key1=2010-04-14%2000:13:20&key2=1)

Nuclear disarmament cannot be achieved by merely wiping away all existing nuclear weapons, because the human race has already acquired the knowledge to produce them. In order to achieve "irreversible" nuclear disarmament, it is essential to establish an international code of morality on the inhumane nature of nuclear weapons, substantiated by the notion that they are an absolute evil. Is it possible to establish an international sense of morality that would even convince fundamentalist terrorism organizations to stay away from developing nuclear arms? The only possible answer would be to make people "feel with their heart", rather than "understand in their head", the harrowing truth about nuclear weapons. Achieving this is our nation's moral responsibility as the sole sufferer of atomic bombings. Such a campaign can be carried out through the process of advocating and expanding the signatories to the Nuclear Weapons Convention. Some diplomats may question the effectiveness of having countries that have no nuclear weapons, rather than nuclear powers, sign the Nuclear Weapons Convention. Yet the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention (revised version), submitted to the United Nations by Costa Rica in 2007, defines not only state responsibilities, but those of individual persons, regardless of nationality. It should be noted that the signatories to the Convention on Cluster Munitions (Oslo Process), which the New Komeito Party lobbied the Japanese government to sign, may have just 10 of all cluster munitions around the world, but that the Convention has effectively denied some countries the possibility of acquiring cluster munitions in the future. 

Security Condition Solvency

Solvency for security condition

Tanaka, ’10 – Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange (2/10, Hitoshi, “The US-Japan Alliance: Beyond Futenma,” http://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&q=cache:BrLWAbFxrrEJ:www.jcie.org/researchpdfs/EAI/5-1.pdf+japan+equal+negotiations+us&hl=en&gl=us&pid=bl&srcid=ADGEESheENPuqbIG-8RbfWchijC7WxbtZKTDrU0wN8bzSwk_YulPh9htyz3amNMQWtMuAlJAkehw8leYo2IQZf7qMesvk_G-kemr_jkwP3XutsFN6dpV8YCmiR2i4Ns6zfseGSYONfkC&sig=AHIEtbQHXZpJVcMaBydKC8HT0kgaT2qngA)

With the changes unfolding in Japan and the world around it, Japan also needs to think seriously about how it can better contribute to international security. Japan needs to be taking on a greater share of the burden of ensuring international security, for example by supporting peacekeeping operations, but it has serious limitations under the current legal framework. The cabinet needs to consider if it is still right to stick to the existing interpretation of constitutional prohibitions on the use of force, and the issue of collective self-defense must be reviewed in full detail. The basis for this examination should be the broader legitimacy of potential actions in the regional and global context. Going a step further, Japan needs to be more proactive in creating a better security environment in East Asia. Prime Minister Hatoyama rightly talks about the need for an equal US-Japan partnership and the importance of East Asia community. But when those in Asia talk about East Asia community, they cannot separate this from discussions of the role of the United States, which has been the region’s security guarantor. To go this route, Japan has to begin seriously discussing how to create a better security architecture in the region in partnership with the United States. One can envision a regional security architecture that bridges the need for a robust US-Japan alliance and the importance of constructing an East Asia community. This can be best described using the analogy of a building with four floors. The first floor should be bilateral alliances such as the US-Japan, US-Korea, and US-Australia alliances. All other floors rest upon this one. Moving up, the second floor is trilateral arrangements and forums, including US-Japan-Korea cooperation, a China-Japan-Korea relationship that builds trust even while focusing mainly on economic issues, and, hopefully, some sort of official China- Japan-US trilateral forum. The third floor would consist of sub regional arrangements, most prominently ASEAN in Southeast Asia and an eventual successor to the Six Party Talks in Northeast Asia. And the fourth floor would involve regional arrangements, preferably an action-oriented institution with broad participation from the East Asia Summit countries and the United States that would be designed to respond to a host of nontraditional security issues such as disaster relief, terrorism, and the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (One option is this author’s proposal for an East Asia Security Forum. See ‘East Asia Community Building: Toward an East Asia Security Forum’). These types of multi-layered institutional arrangements can provide the proper direction for the evolution of the US-Japan alliance as the basis for the regional security architecture. 
Alliance Commission Condition Solvency

Solvency for alliance commission condition

Tanaka, ’10 – Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange (2/10, Hitoshi, “The US-Japan Alliance: Beyond Futenma,” http://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&q=cache:BrLWAbFxrrEJ:www.jcie.org/researchpdfs/EAI/5-1.pdf+japan+equal+negotiations+us&hl=en&gl=us&pid=bl&srcid=ADGEESheENPuqbIG-8RbfWchijC7WxbtZKTDrU0wN8bzSwk_YulPh9htyz3amNMQWtMuAlJAkehw8leYo2IQZf7qMesvk_G-kemr_jkwP3XutsFN6dpV8YCmiR2i4Ns6zfseGSYONfkC&sig=AHIEtbQHXZpJVcMaBydKC8HT0kgaT2qngA)

For this purpose, the Japanese and American governments should consider launching a high-profile joint commission to examine the US-Japan alliance and chart a way forward for it. Japan has long been accustomed to dealing with security affairs in a closed room, but it has become clear that there is now a need for greater transparency and active public involvement in the national security debate. This can be aided greatly by a bilateral commission that involves not just government bureaucrats but also politicians, public intellectuals, and representatives of civil society. While the immediate rationale for this review is linked to the changes in governments in both countries and the desire to make the 50th anniversary of the alliance more forward looking—rather than a mere celebration of the past—fundamentally it is needed because the security situation in Asia is changing dramatically with the rise of powers such as China and India and the emergence of new non traditional challenges. Therefore, the commission should have a broad mandate, covering issues running the gamut from basing facilities and the nuclear umbrella to the regional role of the US-Japan alliance and the future of the regional security architecture. Ideally, its deliberations would start in the spring and could help set the general parameters for a November 2010 US-Japan statement on the alliance. Naturally, such a commission could help soothe tensions that will inevitably arise in the aftermath of a final decision on the Futenma relocation plan. But its major contribution would be to encourage Japan to come up with a much clearer and more coherent national security policy. Japan has long avoided in-depth discussions of national security, in a sense closing its eyes and waiting for the United States to save the day. Japan and the world have changed, though, and this is no longer possible, so the time has come for a broader public discussion of Japan’s role in ensuring its own security and in contributing to international security. Defense issues should not be further politicized in Japan, but without defense policy being placed on the domestic political agenda, it will be difficult for Japan to escape the current pattern in which issues are taken up in an overly narrow manner—such as the Futenma relocation plan being examined merely from the perspective of the local burden—so this can instead be discussed in a healthier, broader context. 

***REVISE SOFA CP

Shell

Text: The United States federal government should revise the Japan-US Status of Forces Agreement by:

-Mandating that all suspects of crime against Japanese civilians be transferred to Japanese custody before indictment if so requested by Japan

AND

-Mandating that the US be responsible for cleaning up polluted soil and that it set up environmental standards similar to those on bases in US soil

Funding for the counterplan will be diverted from the host-nation budgetary allocation to U.S. bases.

We reserve the right to clarify.

Counterplan solves the rape and environment advantages

Katsumata, ’09 (9/19/09, Hidemichi, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Japan-U.S. SOFA at crossroads; 
Preindictment transfers, environmental protection in govt's sights”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621849772&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621849776&cisb=22_T9621849775&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=6)
During their negotiations on forming a coalition government, the Democratic Party of Japan, the Social Democratic Party and People's New Party agreed to propose revising the Japan-U.S. Status of Forces Agreement. A revision draft worked out by the three parties in the spring of last year consists of two main points. One is to revise criminal jurisdiction so that all suspects can be transferred to Japanese custody before indictment if so requested by the Japanese side. Currently, preindictment transfer is limited to suspects in murders and other very serious crimes. The other point is an "environmental clause" that would allow the central and local governments to conduct on-the-spot inspections when environmental pollution is suspected at U.S. military bases and exercise ranges and make it mandatory for the U.S. military to restore the damaged areas to their original condition. In the aftermath of the 1995 rape of a 12-year-old girl by three U.S. servicemen in Kincho, Okinawa Prefecture, the U.S. side agreed to consider preindictment custody transfers of suspects in very serious cases. In murder incidents that have happened since, the U.S. military in general has indeed cooperated in transferring custody of suspects to Japanese authorities. But in a series of arson incidents and the case of attempted rape of a woman, the U.S. military refused to transfer suspects. Because of this, Tokyo and Washington held consultations in 2003 to define what constitutes a serious felony and appropriate criminal procedures. During the consultative talks, the U.S. side asserted that the interrogation of suspects by the Japanese authorities should be conducted in the presence of an attorney, in line with Miranda rights, which is a legal procedure established by the U.S. Supreme Court based on the U.S. Constitution. A Japanese government official ruled out the possibility of the U.S. side changing its position on this point. Miranda rights are not established in this country. In Japan, audio and video recording of some interrogations have just recently begun in line with the start of the lay judge system in which civilians participate with professional judges in trying criminal cases. Japan's judicial system should be reexamined drastically to make possible the preindictment transfer of the custody of suspects in all criminal cases. Environmental provisions, meanwhile, have been discussed since the 1990s in Germany, South Korea and other countries where U.S. troops are stationed. Since exercise grounds on Honshu and Hokkaido are used jointly by the Self-Defense Forces and the U.S. military, there have been no major problems. But in Okinawa Prefecture, where shooting ranges are used exclusively by U.S. forces, there have been several problems. Among them have been the outflow of red soil into rivers and the sea that happened after the U.S. military built training facilities and the detection of pollutants at the site of a former U.S. military base when custody was transferred to Japan. Under the current SOFA, the central and local governments are not allowed to enter U.S. bases or training fields for investigation purposes if their requests to do so are rejected by U.S. military authorities. The U.S. military also has no obligation to clean up polluted soil. But back on its home soil, the United States sets environmental standards for military facilities out of consideration for the health and safety of service members and residents around bases. Given this, Berlin revised its SOFA with Washington to make it possible to apply its domestic environmental laws to U.S. military facilities and adjacent areas. South Korea exchanged a memorandum of understanding in 2001 with the United States in which Washington pledged to respect Seoul's environmental laws. In view of these developments in Germany and South Korea, it is inevitable that Japan and the United States will eventually discuss the inclusion of an environmental provision in their SOFA. A senior Defense Ministry official said there is no telling "what will come out" of the site of the Futenma Air Station in Okinawa after it is returned to Japan. The official pointed out the possibility of the soil under the runway being contaminated. Both the Japanese and U.S. sides must do everything they can to tackle environmental issues related to U.S. bases in Japan. One option is to divert part of the "host-nation budgetary allocation to U.S. bases," which has been criticized as being bloated, to spending for environmental protection and elimination of pollution in and around U.S. bases here.

Indian Prolif Net Benefit

Japan is key to prevent Indian prolif – only the CP solves

Asia Times, ’10, (6/19/10, Peter J., “Japan weighs role in India’s nuclear boom,” http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF19Dh01.html)

Once India had received exemption from the NSG, after the US deal, it moved quickly and signed agreements involving the sale of uranium fuel and/or nuclear equipment with France, Russia, Kazakhstan, and soon if no last-minute snags occur, Canada. By joining this list, which includes a few other nations, Japan will in effect relinquish much of its moral high ground with respect to opposing the continuing spread of nuclear weapons. "Most experts do not appreciate how important Japan's role is, so in one sense the damage to the non-proliferation regime was done by granting India an exemption from NSG strictures," said Lewis. "If Japan sticks to its guns on a no-testing pledge, the India-Japan agreement might modestly reduce the harm from the NSG exemption." Confidence was high, and Hatoyama's popularity seemed to be on solid ground at the time he had these discussions with Manmohan. Following Hatoyama's abrupt exit from his leadership post this month, Kan finds himself perhaps in a defensive position, which means he might be prone to going the extra mile in terms of garnering popular support. Shedding some of Hatoyama's baggage and making life easier inside Japan's Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MOFA) after the bruising and often heated Futenma-related exchanges with the US, might serve this purpose well. "The Kan government may want to promote nuclear disarmament to maintain its 'liberal' image," said Akiyama.

***CONSULT JAPAN CP

Shell

The United States federal government should engage in genuine consultation with Japan on _________________.

Consultation key – US can’t act autonomously, and Japan won’t just come up with a plan; and, lie perm doesn’t work – genuine consultation key

Tanaka, ’10 – Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange (2/10, Hitoshi, “The US-Japan Alliance: Beyond Futenma,” http://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&q=cache:BrLWAbFxrrEJ:www.jcie.org/researchpdfs/EAI/5-1.pdf+japan+equal+negotiations+us&hl=en&gl=us&pid=bl&srcid=ADGEESheENPuqbIG-8RbfWchijC7WxbtZKTDrU0wN8bzSwk_YulPh9htyz3amNMQWtMuAlJAkehw8leYo2IQZf7qMesvk_G-kemr_jkwP3XutsFN6dpV8YCmiR2i4Ns6zfseGSYONfkC&sig=AHIEtbQHXZpJVcMaBydKC8HT0kgaT2qngA)
The US-Japan alliance is too important to be put at risk over politics, particularly over the fate of a single base. Instead, we need to handle issues such as the Futenma relocation in a way that does not damage the alliance. To do this, we should operate with a broader perspective and take a number of joint steps that are explicitly linked to one another. Immediately Begin Joint Consultations on Futenma Relocation Plan Fundamentally, both the US and Japanese governments understand that it is necessary to reduce the burden of bases on the local populations. Therefore, it is important for them to engage in an ongoing effort to reduce the size and footprint of the proposed new facility, which requires a thorough analysis of the operational requirements it fulfills. Even if it turns out that there is no other viable alternative to the current agreement, more thought needs to be given to reducing the facility’s scope and consolidating functions elsewhere. For example, it may be best to consider dropping the idea of a runway for fixed-wing aircraft in the planned new facilities, instead using existing runways elsewhere, while keeping a much smaller heliport in the plans. Having said this, one thing we cannot forget is that any solution to the Futenma problem has to be the product of joint work between two allies, not the product of confrontational negotiations. The US approach seems to be to wait for Japan to come up with a plan, as Prime Minister Hatoyama has promised to do, and then to respond to it. However, this may not be the right way to go. Once any country’s political parties publicly commit to a plan that is so high profile in nature, it is extraordinarily difficult to convince them to back down from their position. The creation of a plan cannot just be a case of Japan deciding what it wishes to do, then going back and forth with the US government. Instead, it needs to be the product of joint work. If we are to have a successful outcome that accommodates the interests of both countries, it is crucial for the United States to enter into deep consultations with Japanese leaders as soon as possible, before Japanese political leaders’ positions become entrenched. 

Japan-US relations/alliance revolve around equal footing; until relationships are improved bilaterally, any action on Futenma will decrease credibility, turning case

Matsumura, ’09 (12/19/10, Masahiro, Taipei Times, “Japan moves to create equal footing with US,” http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2009/12/19/2003461281)

Three months after the Democratic Party of Japan’s (DPJ) landslide general-election victory, the new administration’s foreign and security policy appears to be increasingly at odds with that of the US. Indeed, there is growing concern on both sides of the Pacific that Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama intends to turn away from the declining US hegemon and reach out to a rising China. Indeed, Hatoyama has announced his rudimentary vision of building an East Asian community that excludes the US. Hatoyama has hastily attempted to fulfill the DPJ’s party manifesto and his own public pledges. This includes terminating replenishment support for the US-led interdiction operation in the Indian Ocean, reducing host-nation support to US forces based in Japan, and revising the bilateral status-of-force agreement. Moreover, Hatoyama is set to expose a secret Cold War nuclear agreement that opened Japanese ports to US naval vessels carrying nuclear weapons, in contravention of Japan’s Three Non-Nuclear Principles, which have guided official policy since the late 1960s. Last but not least, Hatoyama is postponing implementation of a bilateral agreement with the US to relocate a Marine Corps base on Okinawa, from Futenma to Henoko, thereby causing confusion for the US’ plan to relocate part of its forces on Okinawa to Guam. The significance of these moves has, however, been poorly understood. Hatoyama’s assertiveness vis-a-vis the US is in accord with Japan’s position as the world’s largest creditor with the least damaged banking sector. But a decisive foreign-policy shift has not occurred — nor will one occur in the near future. Instead, Hatoyama has simply stressed Japan’s need to be on an equal footing in alliance management with the US. Likewise, his proposed regional community would be open in nature and would welcome strong US involvement, although without formal US membership, on geographic grounds. Thus, the current US- Japanese estrangement is being driven by a spiral of mistrust that does not stem from geo- strategic concerns. Rather, Japan has initiated a series of abrupt policy changes, while the US, only dimly aware of the significance of its relative decline, assumes that Japan’s decades-long docility will continue. intensely worried about North Korea's nuclear weapons, China's growing influence in Asia, and the United States' preoccupation with the Middle East. The alliance between Washington and Tokyo remains the centerpiece of Japanese foreign and security policy, but as Pyle notes, Japan is no longer sheltered from the Sturm und Drang in Asia or passive about deciding its own course. As a result, there is much less room for error when it comes to maintaining the credibility of the U.S. commitment to this most successful of alliances.
Genuine Consultation Key

Consultation key – US can’t act autonomously, and Japan won’t just come up with a plan; and, lie perm doesn’t work – genuine consultation key

Tanaka, ’10 – Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange (2/10, Hitoshi, “The US-Japan Alliance: Beyond Futenma,” http://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&q=cache:BrLWAbFxrrEJ:www.jcie.org/researchpdfs/EAI/5-1.pdf+japan+equal+negotiations+us&hl=en&gl=us&pid=bl&srcid=ADGEESheENPuqbIG-8RbfWchijC7WxbtZKTDrU0wN8bzSwk_YulPh9htyz3amNMQWtMuAlJAkehw8leYo2IQZf7qMesvk_G-kemr_jkwP3XutsFN6dpV8YCmiR2i4Ns6zfseGSYONfkC&sig=AHIEtbQHXZpJVcMaBydKC8HT0kgaT2qngA)
The US-Japan alliance is too important to be put at risk over politics, particularly over the fate of a single base. Instead, we need to handle issues such as the Futenma relocation in a way that does not damage the alliance. To do this, we should operate with a broader perspective and take a number of joint steps that are explicitly linked to one another. Immediately Begin Joint Consultations on Futenma Relocation Plan Fundamentally, both the US and Japanese governments understand that it is necessary to reduce the burden of bases on the local populations. Therefore, it is important for them to engage in an ongoing effort to reduce the size and footprint of the proposed new facility, which requires a thorough analysis of the operational requirements it fulfills. Even if it turns out that there is no other viable alternative to the current agreement, more thought needs to be given to reducing the facility’s scope and consolidating functions elsewhere. For example, it may be best to consider dropping the idea of a runway for fixed-wing aircraft in the planned new facilities, instead using existing runways elsewhere, while keeping a much smaller heliport in the plans. Having said this, one thing we cannot forget is that any solution to the Futenma problem has to be the product of joint work between two allies, not the product of confrontational negotiations. The US approach seems to be to wait for Japan to come up with a plan, as Prime Minister Hatoyama has promised to do, and then to respond to it. However, this may not be the right way to go. Once any country’s political parties publicly commit to a plan that is so high profile in nature, it is extraordinarily difficult to convince them to back down from their position. The creation of a plan cannot just be a case of Japan deciding what it wishes to do, then going back and forth with the US government. Instead, it needs to be the product of joint work. If we are to have a successful outcome that accommodates the interests of both countries, it is crucial for the United States to enter into deep consultations with Japanese leaders as soon as possible, before Japanese political leaders’ positions become entrenched. 

Consulting Japan is key.

Green, 07 - Associate Professor of International Relations, Japan Chair and a Senior Adviser at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (Michael J. “Japan Is Back: Why Tokyo’s New Assertiveness Is Good for Washington.” Foreign Affairs. March/April 2007. http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/62460/michael-j-green/japan-is-back-why-tokyo-s-new-assertiveness-is-good-for-washingto) Red
 

Pyle's book is replete with examples of U.S. policymakers who have failed to understand Japanese strategic thinking. Former Secretaries of State Cordell Hull and Henry Kissinger are singled out, and Pyle takes particularly strong exception to the October 2000 bipartisan report on Japan's strategy chaired by Richard Armitage and Joseph Nye (which this reviewer helped to author). The Armitage-Nye report served as the blueprint for the Bush administration's Japan policy and probably would have for an Al Gore administration had the Democratic members of the group entered office in 2001. Pyle dismisses the report as a patronizing attempt to foist the U.S.-British alliance model on an unwilling Japan. In fact, the central theme of the Armitage-Nye report was that the era of "gaiatsu" (foreign pressure) on Japan is over. Rather than advocating imposing strategies and then expecting Japan to foot the bill, the report called for the U.S. government to consult with Tokyo, account for Japan's strategic interests, and let Japan define a proactive role for itself in resolving international challenges -- as Washington did with London. Its premise was the same as Pyle's: it is incumbent on the United States to adjust to a Japan that is entering a new era of resurgence. But Pyle missed that point as he strayed from a superbly chronicled history of Japanese strategic thinking into a more facile critique of U.S. "unilateralism" under the Bush administration. The record shows that the Armitage-Nye strategy was embraced by Tokyo and formed the basis for the strongest relationship between a U.S. president and a Japanese prime minister in history. Ultimately, Japan is not all that inscrutable, nor is management of U.S.-Japanese relations all that complicated. Japan's political elite will always harbor some ambivalence about its junior-partner status with the United States, but the current generation of political leaders clearly wants the U.S.-Japanese alliance to work better for both nations. They are no longer reticent about doing more -- or asking for more in return. The important thing is that Washington continue to listen. Japan's public is intensely worried about North Korea's nuclear weapons, China's growing influence in Asia, and the United States' preoccupation with the Middle East. The alliance between Washington and Tokyo remains the centerpiece of Japanese foreign and security policy, but as Pyle notes, Japan is no longer sheltered from the Sturm und Drang in Asia or passive about deciding its own course. As a result, there is much less room for error when it comes to maintaining the credibility of the U.S. commitment to this most successful of alliances.
End
“This is just one jar of honey, but we’ve got a kitchen full of ‘em…”

