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ENVIRONMENT 

No Solvency – multiple alternate causalities 

Rosenzweig 01 
(Michael L. Rosenzweig, Department of Ecology & Evolutionary Biology, University of Arizona, 2001, PNAS, Volume 98, No. 10, May 8, p. 5404)

Human pressure may greatly accelerate the relaxation process by increasing accidental extinction rates. Various human activities suggest this. We increasingly commingle evolutionarily separate provincial biotas, creating the New Pangaea and introducing native species to predatory and competitive threats from exotics (47). We rapidly transport novel diseases and parasites around the world. We simplify biotic temporal regimes (for example by limiting disturbances such as fire). And we are warming the globe. The National Research Council (44) implicates exotic species or lack of adequate disturbance as the root cause in endangering a significant proportion of threatened U.S. species. But global warming may constitute the worst threat of all: by altering the basic abiotic conditions of reserves, it can destroy their ability to do much of their job. When the earth was covered with contiguous tracts of natural habitat, species could track such changes, moving to keep up with the shifts in location of their favored habitats and so avoiding extinction (48-50). But today, with natural habitats restricted to patches of reserves, this is not possible. Meanwhile, we show little sign of abandoning the destruction of habitat that brings deterministic extinction to species. 

No Impact – ecosystems are sufficiently resilient to withstand the loss of one species

Sedjo 2k 
(Roger A Sedjo, Sr. Fellow, Resources for the Future, 2000, Conserving Nature’s Biodiversity: insights from biology, ethics and economics, eds. Van Kooten, Bulte and Sinclair, p. 114

As a critical input into the existence of humans and of life on earth, biodiversity obviously has a very high value (at least to humans).  But, as with other resource questions, including public goods, biodiversity is not an either/or question, but rather a question of “how much.”  Thus, we may argue as to how much biodiversity is desirable or is required for human life (threshold) and how much is desirable (insurance) and at what price, just as societies argue over the appropriate amount and cost of national defense. As discussed by Simpson, the value of water is small even though it is essential to human life, while diamonds are inessential but valuable to humans.  The reason has to do with relative abundance and scarcity, with market value pertaining to the marginal unit.  This water-diamond paradox can be applied to biodiversity. Although biological diversity is essential, a single species has only limited value, since the global system will continue to function without that species.  Similarly, the value of a piece of biodiversity (e.g., 10 ha of tropical forest) is small to negligible since its contribution to the functioning of the global biodiversity is negligible.  The global ecosystem can function with “somewhat more” or “somewhat less” biodiversity, since there have been larger amounts in times past and some losses in recent times.  Therefore, in the absence of evidence to indicate that small habitat losses threaten the functioning of the global life support system, the value of these marginal habitats is negligible. The “value question” is that of how valuable to the life support function are species at the margin.  While this, in principle, is an empirical question, in practice it is probably unknowable. However, thus far, biodiversity losses appear to have had little or no effect on the functioning of the earth’s life support system, presumably due to the resiliency of the system, which  perhaps is due to the redundancy found in the system.  Through most of its existence, earth has had far less biological diversity. Thus, as in the water-diamond paradox, the value of the marginal unit of biodiversity appears to be very small. 

There are multiple alt causes to dugong death – THIS IS FROM THE UN-UNDERLINED PART OF THEIR CARD 

PANKAJ SEKHSARIA 8-3-03 “Okinawa, the dugong's last hope” Pankaj SEKHSARIA works with the Kalpavriksh Environmental Action Group in Pune where his main responsibility is editing, publishing and distributing the Protected Area (PA) Update, a bimonthly newsletter that carries news from wildlife sanctuaries and national parks from India and South Asia. http://www.thehindu.com/thehindu/mag/2003/08/03/stories/2003080300630200.htm.

Little is known about this population, but it is estimated that its number does not exceed 50. It is as endangered an animal population as can be and yet the authorities refuse to recognise the issue.  Till very recently it was not even known if dugongs did live around Okinawa.  Every time there was a report of a dugong killed by a fishing net or stranded on the shore it was thought that the animal would have lost its way from its habitat in the Philippines, drifted towards Okinawa and met its unfortunate end.  It was only in the late 1970s that the Dugong Network Okinawa (DNO) initiated surveys to study the presence of the dugongs and the status of the grass beds on which they feed. The surveys have been intensified in more recent years with the use of helicopters. In 1998, dugongs were spotted on 53 different occasions and in April 1999, the largest number of six animals were seen in a short span of six minutes during one such survey.  In 1998 there were also a couple of cases of newborn dugongs being found entangled and dead in fishing nets, unfortunate, but proof nevertheless, that they do breed in the waters off Okinawa.     Death by being caught in fishing nets here is a very serious problem, with six such cases being reported in the decade of the 1990s alone. There are other threats too. A study conducted in 1998 revealed that the ocean beds were contaminated by organic matter and sulphuric compounds, likely to damage the seagrass beds, the main source of dugong food.

ENVIRONMENT CP

CP: The San Francisco court should rule in favor of the plaintiffs on Civil Action  No. C 03-4350 MHP.
Soble 5/28/2010 [Jonathan, staff writer, Dugong take on defense department, Financial Times.com , http://www.ft.com/cms/s/e443c5fe-6a7c-11df-b282-00144feab49a,dwp_uuid=7f5f6b12-2f66-11da-8b51-00000e2511c8,print=yes.html]

Dugong et al v Robert Gates, a lawsuit that has been playing out in a San Francisco court since 2003, gained fresh importance yesterday after Japan’s government agreed to build a replacement for the Futenma marine air station in Henoko bay, a pristine dugong feeding ground. The lawsuit, brought by a coalition of Japanese and American environmental groups, alleges the Pentagon violated the US National Historic Preservation Act by failing to consider the effect of the Henoko base on the dugong. Yukio Hatoyama, Japan’s left-leaning prime minister, had earlier opposed the relocation plan – agreed by a previous government – and promised to try to find another site off Okinawa. His reversal under US pressure angered environmentalists, who are seeking to revive public concern over the dugong, revered in Okinawan culture. The Save the Dugong Campaign Centre, a pressure group, yesterday submitted a 30,000-signature anti-base petition to the Japanese foreign and environment ministries. “We want to expand this issue from an environmental one to a form of political pressure,” said Yoshiaki Ninagawa, director of the group. As many as 50 of the grey-skinned, sumo-wrestler-sized creatures are thought to frequent the bay. Ironically, some naturalists thought Okinawa’s dugong population extinct until military surveyors examining Henoko’s suitability as a base in the 1990s spotted some.  The base’s most controversial element is a proposal for two 1,800-metre runways. Environmentalists say these would destroy coral reefs and the seagrasses on which dugong feed, and have been unswayed by the idea that they could be made less damaging by building them on pilings, not landfill. The NHPA requires US government agencies to apply the law’s protections of registered cultural assets to projects carried out under their jurisdiction overseas as well as within the US. In Japan, the dugong – closely related to the manatee – are protected as “natural monuments”. So far the dugong have come out ahead in the case. In January 2008, the San Francisco court ruled that the defence department had not met the NHPA’s standard for protecting foreign cultural assets and ordered it “to actively participate and co-ordinate with Japan” in assessing the planned base’s environmental effect. The Pentagon said it had been co-operating in Japan’s own three-year environmental assessment, whose preliminary conclusions have been favourable to the base. But whether that will satisfy its NHPA obligations is a question the US court will likely have to decide, lawyers said. Experts said the case was more likely to delay construction at Henoko than to scuttle it. “The law isn’t intended to stop any project that affects a historic property. Most projects eventually go ahead after some kind of adjustment,” said a US lawyer who has studied the dugong case. 
IMPERIALISM F/L (1)

1. Plan doesn’t solve the impact of the advantages – imperialism is a pervasive problem of US dominance across the globe, the plan only removes bases from Japan, there’s no reason why Japan is the key point of US imperialism. 

2. The U.S. mischaracterized as an empire—reciprocal economic partnerships and democratic agreements are the norm. 

Ikenberry, 04. Professor of Geopolitics. G. John Ikenberry. “Illusions of Empire: Defining the New American Order” Foreign Affairs, March/April 2004. 

Is the United States an empire? If so, Ferguson's liberal empire is a more persuasive portrait than is Johnson's military empire. But ultimately, the notion of empire is misleading -- and misses the distinctive aspects of the global political order that has developed around U.S. power. The United States has pursued imperial policies, especially toward weak countries in the periphery. But U.S. relations with Europe, Japan, China, and Russia cannot be described as imperial, even when "neo" or "liberal" modifies the term. The advanced democracies operate within a "security community" in which the use or threat of force is unthinkable. Their economies are deeply interwoven. Together, they form a political order built on bargains, diffuse reciprocity, and an array of intergovernmental institutions and ad hoc working relationships. This is not empire; it is a U.S.-led democratic political order that has no name or historical antecedent.To be sure, the neoconservatives in Washington have trumpeted their own imperial vision: an era of global rule organized around the bold unilateral exercise of military power, gradual disentanglement from the constraints of multilateralism, and an aggressive effort to spread freedom and democracy. But this vision is founded on illusions of U.S. power. It fails to appreciate the role of cooperation and rules in the exercise and preservation of such power. Its pursuit would strip the United States of its legitimacy as the preeminent global power and severely compromise the authority that flows from such legitimacy. Ultimately, the neoconservatives are silent on the full range of global challenges and opportunities that face the United States. And as Ferguson notes, the American public has no desire to run colonies or manage a global empire. Thus, there are limits on American imperial pretensions even in a unipolar era. Ultimately, the empire debate misses the most important international development of recent years: the long peace among great powers, which some scholars argue marks the end of great-power war. Capitalism, democracy, and nuclear weapons all help explain this peace. But so too does the unique way in which the United States has gone about the business of building an international order. The United States' success stems from the creation and extension of international institutions that have limited and legitimated U.S. power.
3. Hegemony doesn’t equate to empire—other nations can choose to disengage from US security guarantees. 

Ikenberry, 04. Professor of Geopolitics. G. John Ikenberry. “Illusions of Empire: Defining the New American Order” Foreign Affairs, March/April 2004. 

Johnson also offers little beyond passing mention about the societies presumed to be under Washington's thumb. 

Domination and exploitation are, of course, not always self-evident. Military pacts and security partnerships are clearly part of the structure of U.S. global power, and they often reinforce fragile and corrupt governments in order to project U.S. influence. But countries can also use security ties with the United States to their own advantage. Japan may be a subordinate security partner, but the U.S.-Japan alliance also allows Tokyo to forgo a costly buildup of military capacity that would destabilize East Asia. Moreover, countries do have other options: they can, and often do, escape U.S. domination simply by asking the United States to leave. The Philippines did so, and South Korea may be next. The variety and complexity of U.S. security ties with other states makes Johnson's simplistic view of military hegemony misleading.
4. There is no internal link to the impact – the 1AC Johnson evidence simply says that US bases cause environmental harm – this is not the functional equivalent of imperialism. Saying that it is trivializes the actual victims of colonialism and imperialism. 

IMPERIALISM F/L (2)

5. Global pluralism makes empire impossible—the US has influence but not the control described by the negative. 

Zelikow, 03 “Transformation of National Security” Philip Zelikow. Professor of History and Public Affairs, University of Virginia. National Interest, Summer 2003, pg. 18-10 Lexis). 

But these imperial metaphors, of whatever provenance, do not enrich our understanding; they impoverish it. They use a metaphor of how to rule others when the problem is how to persuade and lead them. Real imperial power is sovereign power. Sovereigns rule, and a ruler is not just the most powerful among diverse interest groups. Sovereignty means a direct monopoly control over the organization and use of armed might. It means direct control over the administration of justice and the definition thereof. It means control over what is bought and sold, the terms of trade and the permission to trade, to the limit of the ruler's desires and capacities. In the modern, pluralistic world of the 21st century, the United States does not have anything like such direct authority over other countries, nor does it seek it. Even its informal influence in the political economy of neighboring Mexico, for instance, is far more modest than, say, the influence the British could exert over Argentina a hundred years ago. The purveyors of imperial metaphors suffer from a lack of imagination, and more, from a lack of appreciation for the new conditions under which we now live. It is easier in many respects to communicate images in a cybernetic world, so that a very powerful United States does exert a range of influences that is quite striking. But this does not negate the proliferating pluralism of global society, nor does it suggest a will to imperial power in Washington. The proliferation of loose empire metaphors thus distorts into banal nonsense the only precise meaning of the term imperialism that we have. The United States is central in world politics today, not omnipotent. Nor is the U.S. Federal government organized in such a fashion that would allow it to wield durable imperial power around the world-it has trouble enough fashioning coherent policies within the fifty United States. Rather than exhibiting a confident will to power, we instinctively tend, as David Brooks has put it, to "enter every conflict with the might of a muscleman and the mentality of a wimp." We must speak of American power and of responsible ways to wield it; let us stop talking of American empire, for there is and there will be no such thing.

6. There’s no internal link to biopolitics or the Dillon card – the plan links to biopolitics more than the status quo. Their calculative logic evidence says that using the state itself is bad. The plan does not remove or solve that logic. 

7. Criticizing benevolent action on the grounds of imperialism undermines liberation of oppressed people – imperialism is justified in some instances. 

Shaw, 2 (Martin Shaw, professor of international relations at University of Sussex, Uses and Abuses of Anti-Imperialism in the Global Era, 4-7-2002, http://www.martinshaw.org/empire.htm AFM)

Conclusion: The abuses of anti-imperialism It is worth asking how the politics of anti-imperialism distorts Western leftists' responses to global struggles for justice. John Pilger, for example, consistently seeks to minimise the crimes of Milosevic in Kosovo, and to deny their genocidal character - purely because these crimes formed part of the rationale for Western intervention against Serbia. He never attempted to minimise the crimes of the pro-Western Suharto regime in the same way. The crimes of quasi-imperial regimes are similar in cases like Yugoslavia and Indonesia, but the West's attitudes towards them are undeniably uneven and inconsistent. To take as the criterion of one's politics opposition to Western policy, rather than the demands for justice of the victims of oppression as such, distorts our responses to the victims and our commitment to justice. We need to support the victims regardless of whether Western governments take up their cause or not; we need to judge Western power not according to a general assumption of 'new imperialism' but according to its actual role in relation to the victims. The task for civil society in the West is not, therefore to oppose Western state policies as a matter of course, à la Cold War, but to mobilise solidarity with democratic oppositions and repressed peoples, against authoritarian, quasi-imperial states. It is to demand more effective global political, legal and military institutions that genuinely and consistently defend the interests of the most threatened groups. It is to grasp the contradictions among and within Western elites, conditionally allying themselves with internationalising elements in global institutions and Western governments, against nationalist and reactionary elements. The arrival in power of George Bush II makes this discrimination all the more urgent. In the long run, we need to develop a larger politics of global social democracy and an ethic of global responsibility that address the profound economic, political and cultural inequalities between Western and non-Western worlds. We will not move far in these directions, however, unless we grasp the life-and-death struggles between many oppressed peoples and the new local imperialisms, rather than subsuming all regional contradictions into the false synthesis of a new Western imperialism.

IMPERIALISM F/L (3)

8. Post-structuralist critiques of security are incapable of making material change in the world – they leave the victims of violence helpless and leave power where it is in the world

Booth 2005

(Ken, Professor of International Politics at the University of Wales–Aberystwyth, 

Critical Security Studies and World Politics, p. 270-71, footnote on 277)

Postmodern/poststructural engagement with the subject of security in international relations has been characterized by some of the general problems of the genre, notably obscurantism, relativism, and faux radicalism.26 What has particularly troubled critics of the postmodern sensibility has been the latter's underlying conception of politics.27 Terry Eagleton, for one, has praised the "rich body of work" by postmodern writers in some areas but at the same time has contested the genre's "cultural relativism and moral conventionalism, its scepticism, pragmatism and localism, its distaste for ideas of solidarity and disciplined organization, [and] its lack of any adequate theory of political agency."28 Eagleton made these comments as part of a general critique of the postmodern sensibility, but I would argue that specific writing on security in international relations from postmodern and poststructuralist perspectives has generally done nothing to ease such concerns. Eagleton's fundamental worry was how postmodernism would "shape up" to the test of fascism as a serious political challenge. Other writers, studying particular political contexts, such as postapartheid South Africa, have shown similar worries; they have questioned the lack of concrete or specific resources that such theories can add to the repertoire of reconstruction strategies.29 Richard A. Wilson, an anthropologist interested in human rights, has generalized exactly the same concern, namely, that the postmodernist rejection of metanarratives and universal solidarities does not deliver a helpful politics to people in trouble. As he puts it, "Rights without a metanarrative are like a car without seat-belts; on hitting the first moral bump with ontological implications, the passenger's safety is jeopardised."30 The struggle within South Africa to bring down the institutionalized racism of apartheid benefited greatly from the growing strength of universal human rights values (which delegitimized racism and legitimized equality) and their advocacy by groups in different countries and cultures showing their political solidarity in material and other ways. Anxiety about the politics of postmodernism and poststructuralism is provoked, in part, by the negative conceptualization of security projected by their exponents. The poststructuralist approach seems to assume that security cannot be common or positive-sum but must always be zero-sum, with somebody's security always being at the cost of the insecurity of others. At the same time, security itself is questioned as a desirable goal for societies because of the assumption of poststructuralist writers that the search for security is necessarily conservative and will result in negative consequences for somebody. They tend also to celebrate insecurity, which I regard as a middle-class affront to the truly insecure.31 Cut to footnote on page 277— 31. Examples of the approach are Dillon, The Politics of Security; and Der Derian, “The Value of Security,” in Lipschutz (ed.), On Security. In the shadow of such views, it is not surprising that the postmodern/poststructuralist genre is sometimes seen as having affinities with realism. Political realists and poststructuralists seem to share a fatalistic view that humans are doomed to insecurity; regard the search for emancipation as both futile and dangerous; believe in a notion of the human condition; and relativize norms. Both leave power where it is in the world: deconstruction and deterrence are equally static theories.

9. Not all biopolitics bring about genocide—it trivializes Nazism to say that all enactments of the state of exception are equivalent. 

Rabinow & Rose 03 (Paul, Professor of Anthropology at UC Berkeley, Nikolas, Professor of Sociology @ the London School of Economics, “Thoughts On The Concept of Biopower Today,” December 10, 2003, http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/sociology/ pdf/RabinowandRose-BiopowerToday03.pdf, pg. 8-9)

Agamben takes seriously Adorno’s challenge “how is it possible to think after Auschwitz?” But for that very reason, it is to trivialize Auschwitz to apply Schmitt’s concept of the state of exception and Foucault’s analysis of biopower to every instance where living beings enter the scope of regulation, control and government.  The power to command under threat of death is exercised by States and their surrogates in multiple instances, in micro forms and in geopolitical relations. But this is not to say that this form of power commands backed up by the ultimate threat of death is the guarantee or underpinning principle of all forms of biopower in contemporary liberal societies. Unlike Agamben, we do not think that : the jurist the doctor, the scientist, the expert, the priest depend for their power over life upon an alliance with the State (1998: 122). Nor is it useful to use this single diagram to analyze every contemporary instance of thanato-politics  from Rwanda to  the epidemic of AIDS deaths across Africa.  Surely the essence of critical thought must be its capacity to make distinctions that can facilitate judgment and action.

IMPERIALISM F/L (4)

10. Viewing calculative thought as equivalent to domination ensures total political paralysis.

Bronner, 04 Stephen Eric Bronner, Professor of Political Science at Rutgers University, 2004, Reclaiming the Enlightenment: Toward a Politics of Radical Engagement, p. 3-5

“Instrumental reason” was seen as merging with what Marx termed the “commodity form” underpinning capitalist social relations. Everything thereby became subject to the calculation of costs and benefits. Even art and aesthetic tastes would become defined by a “culture industry”—intent only upon maximizing profits by seeking the lowest common denominator for its products. Instrumental rationality was thus seen as stripping the supposed​ly “autonomous” individual, envisioned by the philosophes, of both the means and the will to resist manipulation by totalitarian movements. En​lightenment now received two connotations: its historical epoch was grounded in an anthropological understanding of civilization that, from the first, projected the opposite of progress. This gave the book its power: Horkheimer and Adorno offered not simply the critique of some prior his​torical moment in time, but of all human development. This made it possi​ble to identify enlightenment not with progress, as the philistine bourgeois might like to believe, but rather—unwittingly—with barbarism, Auschwitz, and what is still often called “the totally administered society.” Such is the picture painted by Dialectic of Enlightenment.. But it should not be forgotten that its authors were concerned with criticizing enlightenment generally, and the historical epoch known as the Enlightenment in particular, from the standpoint of enlightenment itself: thus the title of the work. Their masterpiece was actually “intended to prepare the way for a positive notion of enlightenment, which will release it from entanglement in blind domina​tion.”4 Later, in fact, Horkheimer and Adorno even talked about writing a se​quel that would have carried a title like “Rescuing the Enlightenment” (Ret​tung der Aufklarung).5 This reclamation project was never completed, and much time has been spent speculating about why it wasn’t. The reason, I be​lieve, is that the logic of their argument ultimately left them with little positive to say. Viewing instrumental rationality as equivalent with the rationality of domination, and this rationality with an increasingly seamless bureaucratic order, no room existed any longer for a concrete or effective political form of opposition: Horkheimer would thus ultimately embrace a quasi-religious “yearning for the totally other” while Adorno became interested in a form of aesthetic resistance grounded in “negative dialectics.” Their great work initiated a radical change in critical theory, but its metaphysical subjectivism sur​rendered any systematic concern with social movements and political insti​tutions. Neither of them ever genuinely appreciated the democratic inheritance of the Enlightenment and thus, not only did they render critique independent of its philosophical foundations,6 but also of any practical inter​est it might serve. Horkheimer and Adorno never really grasped that, in contrast to the sys​tem builder, the blinkered empiricist, or the fanatic, the philosophe always evidenced a “greater interest in the things of this world, a greater confidence in man and his works and his reason, the growing appetite of curiosity and the growing restlessness of the unsatisfied mind—all these things form less a doctrine than a spirit.”7 Just as Montesquieu believed it was the spirit of the laws, rather than any system of laws, that manifested the commitment to jus​tice, the spirit of Enlightenment projected the radical quality of that commit​ment and a critique of the historical limitations with which even its best thinkers are always tainted. Empiricists may deny the existence of a “spirit of the times.” Nevertheless, historical epochs can generate an ethos, an existen​tial stance toward reality, or what might even be termed a “project” uniting the diverse participants in a broader intellectual trend or movement. The Enlightenment evidenced such an ethos and a peculiar stance toward reality with respect toward its transformation. Making sense of this, howev​er, is impossible without recognizing what became a general stylistic com​mitment to clarity, communicability, and what rhetoricians term “plain speech.” For their parts, however, Horkheimer and Adorno believed that re​sistance against the incursions of the culture industry justified the extreme​ly difficult, if not often opaque, writing style for which they would become famous—or, better, infamous. Their esoteric and academic style is a far cry from that of Enlightenment intellectuals who debated first principles in pub​lic, who introduced freelance writing, who employed satire and wit to demol​ish puffery and dogma, and who were preoccupied with reaching a general audience of educated readers: Lessing put the matter in the most radical form in what became a popular saying—”Write just as you speak and it will be beautiful”—while, in a letter written to D’Alembert in April of 1766, Voltaire noted that “Twenty folio volumes will never make a revolution: it’s the small, portable books at thirty sous that are dangerous. If the Gospel had cost 1,200 sesterces, the Christian religion would never have been established.”9 Appropriating the Enlightenment for modernity calls for reconnecting with the vernacular. This does not imply some endorsement of anti-intellectualism. Debates in highly specialized fields, especially those of the natural  sciences, obviously demand expertise and insisting that intellectuals must “reach the masses” has always been a questionable strategy. The sub​ject under discussion should define the language in which it is discussed and the terms employed are valid insofar as they illuminate what cannot be said in a simpler way. Horkheimer and Adorno, however, saw the matter differ​ently. They feared being integrated by the culture industry, avoided political engagement, and turned freedom into the metaphysical-aesthetic preserve of the connoisseur. They became increasingly incapable of appreciating the egalitarian impulses generated by the Enlightenment and the ability of its advocates—Ben Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, Thomas Paine, and Rousseau—to argue clearly and with a political purpose.1’ Thus, whether or not their “critical” enterprise was “dialectically” in keeping with the impulses of the past, its assumptions prevented them from articulating anything positive for the present or the future.

DPJ (1)

Status quo solves DPJ advantage - Japanese economy stabilizing now

AFP 3-25-10

(“Japan’s economy on recovery track as exports rise,” http://main.omanobserver.om/node/4043)

TOKYO — Japan’s exports soared at the fastest pace in about three decades last month, helping the world’s number two economy to extend a recovery from the worst recession in decades, data showed yesterday. Worldwide demand for Japanese cars, electronics and other goods is rebounding after collapsing during the global economic crisis which erupted in 2008. Exports in February leapt 45.3 per cent to 5.13 trillion yen ($56 billion), the fastest year-on-year growth since April 1980, according to the finance ministry. While exports are still about one quarter lower than their level two years ago, the picture has brightened significantly compared with February 2009, when shipments roughly halved from a year earlier. “Exports, the driving force of a recovery in Japanese corporate earnings, have maintained their steam,” said Naoki Murakami, chief economist at Monex Securities. “The momentum in the global economic recovery is becoming stronger thanks to a US rebound since late 2009,” which followed upturns in the Chinese and other Asian economies, Murakami wrote in a note. Last month Japan’s trade surplus surged more than nine-fold to 651 billion yen ($7.2 billion) from 70.8 billion a year earlier, topping market expectations. Shipments of automobiles more than doubled despite the safety woes of Toyota Motor, which has recalled more than eight million vehicles worldwide. Auto part exports rose 121.7 per cent while electronics components were up 69.1 per cent. Imports increased 29.5 per cent to 4.48 trillion yen owing to higher prices of oil and nonferrous metals. Credit Suisse economists said the latest data “confirm that both exports and imports have continued to recover.” “While we had been concerned about the negative impact of automobile recall issues, auto exports to the US increased 129.9 per cent year-on-year in February,” they noted. Japan’s surplus with the United States surged 173 per cent to 395.9 billion yen and with the European Union it rose 69.9 percent to 165.9 billion yen. With China, Japan’s biggest trading partner, the trade balance slipped into a deficit of 24.6 billion yen from a year-earlier surplus of 10.6 billion yen. Japan’s exports to China grew 47.7 per cent on robust shipments of cars and parts but imports rose by a brisker 54.3 per cent due to increased purchases of clothing, audio and video devices, computers and other electronic equipment. The Japanese economy is still relatively weak but domestic demand has been somewhat resilient helped by a recent slight upturn in wages, said Takeshi Minami, economist at Norinchukin Research Institute. “As long as China’s economy grows healthily, Japan will keep benefiting,” Minami said. “On the other hand, China’s credit-tightening policy, if excessive, could pose risks to Japanese exports.” Japan’s economy plunged into its most severe post-war recession in 2008, with its heavy dependence on foreign markets making it one of the worst affected by the global economic downturn. It returned to growth in the second quarter of 2009 but the recovery remains fragile with falling consumer prices, high public debt and weak domestic demand all major concerns for policymakers. Japan’s parliament yesterday passed a record trillion-dollar budget for the coming year to March 2011, adding to the country’s bulging public debt burden as Tokyo tries to stimulate the sluggish economy.
Japanese economy is growing now

The Herald 2010 [The Herald is a Scottish newspaper; http://www.heraldscotland.com/mobile/business/markets-economy/japanese-economy-boosted-by-surge-in-exports-1.1029436; May 21, 2010“Japanese Economy Boosted by Surge in Exports”, 7/5/2010, K.C.]

JAPAN, the world s second-largest economy, grew by 1.2% quarter-on-quarter in the opening three months of this year as its exports surged. This solid growth means the country is still, for now, holding its place as the second-largest economy behind the US. Rapid growth in China means Japan could still slip to third in the global size league in coming months. However, many Japanese are at pains to point out that their country has a population which is one-tenth that of China. Japanese growth in the first quarter was below consensus forecasts. And Julian Jessop, chief international economist at consultancy Capital Economics, expressed some disappointment that the initial boost to Japanese consumer spending from government measures appeared to be fading. However, highlighting upward revisions to past Japanese gross domestic product data, Jessop said: Another large rise in GDP in Q1 and some upward revisions keep Japan s economy on course to grow by at least 4.0% this year, which would be well above consensus (forecasts). Jessop believes the Japanese economy, which has now enjoyed four consecutive quarters of expansion, can grow by 4.5% in 2010 as a whole. Japan s performance in recent quarters has been much stronger than that in the UK and other European economies.  
DPJ (2)

Kan’s plans for economic reform are extremely vague and lacks crucial details

Rowley 6-23 
(Anthony, Correspondent for the Business Times, “Kan's new economic plan lacks detail”, 6-23-2010, http://www.businesstimes.com.sg/sub/views/story/0,4574,391690,00.html, 6-23-2010) TC
Like an upscale restaurant menu that carries no prices (because if you need to ask you can't afford to dine there), the Japanese government's 10-year economic 'growth strategy' published last week offers a huge variety of policy 'dishes' - more than 300 in fact - without deigning to put a price on any of them. Changing scene: The emphasis in the final version of Japan's growth strategy is on plans to promote seven 'strategic sectors' in highly uncontroversial areas such as the environment and energy, health and medical care, tourism and local revitalisation, employment creation, human resource development and 'co-prosperity with Asia' This is partly because the Democratic Party of Japan-led government has yet to decide how to finance a huge programme of reforms that are supposed to lift the world's second largest economy out of the doldrums of deflation and stagnation that have condemned it to relative decline in recent decades. It is also probably because the idea of providing policy supports to officially-targeted strategic industries in Japan is likely to prove controversial, especially at a time when Prime Minister Naoto Kan's new government is adopting a hair-shirt image of fiscal austerity. Radical ideas - such as that of Japan emulating its competitors by subsidising the development of strategic industries - that appeared in source material for the growth strategy, are absent from the final plan (at least in the English translation) apparently for fear of stirring controversy abroad. As a result, the growth strategy appears to have metamorphosed from a hard-edged method for making government an active partner of Japanese industry - a new 'Japan Inc' philosophy - into a traditional, rather 'fuzzy' Japanese plan that appears designed neither to please nor offend anyone. The lack of boldness that characterises Japan's new growth strategy may be a political feint on Mr Kan's part. When Japan's Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (Meti) produced its own 'vision' of Japan's industrial future a few weeks ago, much of which was supposed to find its way into the growth strategy, there was talk of restoring Japan's position as a leading manufacturing nation. Areas such as space and aerospace development, robotics, advanced electronics and information technology were supposed to become central to Japan's future industrial strategy, to offset its dangerous over-dependence on a few consumer manufactures such as motor vehicles and consumer electronics. Meti lamented the loss of Japan's position as Asia's leading industrial nation and its dramatic decline in competitiveness and its plunge in per capita GDP status. It called for Japan to emulate the 'proactive' industrial policies of nations such as the US, South Korea and France by providing subsidies and other supports for the development of key industries. All this appears to have been downplayed, if not actually dropped, from the final version of the growth strategy which Mr Kan will use as a basis for the manifesto that his party will present to voters in the upper house parliamentary election due next month. Instead, the emphasis is on plans to promote seven 'strategic sectors' in highly uncontroversial areas such as the environment and energy, health and medical care, tourism and local revitalisation, employment creation, human resource development and 'co-prosperity with Asia'. Only the idea of turning Japan into a more 'science and technology-oriented nation' and the inclusion (as a kind of after-thought) of financial sector development hint at a more hard-nosed attempt to push Japan back into the forefront of industrial innovation and regional leadership. Through promotion of these activities, Japan is supposed to raise its average annual real growth rate from around one per cent over the past couple of decades (with much of that due to the boosting effect that deflation has on 'real' GDP) to 3 per cent in nominal terms and 2 per cent in real terms over the next 10 years. This obviously implies the end of deflation and the restoration of steadily rising prices - a target which the government says it is determined to achieve within the short space of one year from now, without explaining exactly how it hopes to do so. Some 120 trillion yen (S$1.8 trillion) of additional demand (equivalent to around 20 per cent of current GDP) is supposed to be injected into Japan's economy over the next 10 years by virtue of focusing on the seven 'strategic sectors', and some five million new jobs created. Such is the very general (and uncontroversial) nature of the growth strategy that few Japanese voters are likely to challenge it or demand more specific answers from the DPJ about how growth can be stimulated and at what cost to taxpayers. Mr Kan would probably prefer not to answer such questions at present. Getting government back into business could be very costly, especially if this includes subsidising development of certain industries, and he is anxious to cultivate an austere image at present. Mr Kan's insistence on giving priority to restoring fiscal soundness appears to go against the DPJ's original mission to promote economic growth by means of subsidising personal consumption through generous child allowances, a commitment that has now been scaled back. Without radical new approaches such as the DPJ appeared to offer on both supply and demand side, some economists fear Japan could continue to stagnate, slipping soon behind China as the world's second largest economy and progressively behind other Asian nations too in terms of competitiveness. The lack of boldness that characterises the new growth strategy - including the absence of earlier-suggestions to use funds from Japan's state-owned postal savings and insurance fund and from state pension schemes to fund industrial development - may be a political feint on Mr Kan's part. He may be trying to shore up relations  between his party, which has strong backing from trades unions, and Japanese business lobbies - especially the federation of economic organisations (Keidanren) which argues that the private sector must take the lead in Japan's economic revival, even though it has failed to do so up to now. Any strong emphasis on more dirigiste or interventionist government policies at this stage could cost the DPJ votes. Likewise, Mr Kan's decision to delay controversial legislation to scale back the privatisation of Japan's postal empire - a cash cow that could be milked to help finance the government growth strategy - may be another political feint. If the DPJ can use such stratagems to reassure voters that it is not leading the country toward fiscal ruin and thereby capture enough seats in the July 11 upper house election to give it absolute control over both houses of Parliament, it will be in a position to give teeth to the growth strategy. If not, the menu of offerings is unlikely to satisfy Japan's growth needs.
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Kan’s new plans to raise sales tax in Japan will fail and create a situation even worse than it is in the status quo

Nozawa 6-22 
(Shigeki, reporter from Bloomberg Businessweek, “Japan’s Sales Tax Gain May Widen Deficit, Credit Suisse Says”, 6-22-2010, http://www.businessweek.com/news/2010-06-22/japan-s-sales-tax-gain-may-widen-deficit-credit-suisse-says.html, 6-22-2010) TC 

Raising Japan’s sales tax prematurely would damp economic growth, push the nation deeper into deflation and widen its budget deficit, according to Credit Suisse Group AG. While Japan’s public debt is 180 percent of gross domestic product, it will be able to keep financing its budget deficit with domestic savings, said Hiromichi Shirakawa, chief Japan economist at Credit Suisse in Tokyo. Japan should maintain stimulus measures as there’s no need to rush fiscal reform, according to Shirakawa. Prime Minister Naoto Kan “should prioritize the economic recovery,” Shirakawa said. “He may risk pushing Japan deeper into deflation if he rushes to raise the sales tax.” Japan needs to create at least 1.1 million to 1.9 million jobs over the short term to ease the deflationary shock likely to be caused by the tax increase, according to Shirakawa. Kan said last week he will consider the opposition Liberal Democratic Party’s proposal to double the tax to 10 percent. Yesterday he said it will probably take “at least two to three years” to raise the levy.

Turn: Kan’s economic reforms will be a complete disaster for general public because of fewer corporate taxes, more pointless military spending, and an increased consumption tax rate that directly harms the poor and middle-class

People's World 6/22 
(Reposted from Japan Press Service, 6/22/10, " Japan's new prime minister vows strong economy - but for whom? ", http://peoplesworld.org/japan-s-new-prime-minister-vows-strong-economy-but-for-whom/) TM
TOKYO - Prime Minister Kan Naoto in his first policy speech on June 13 stated that his new Cabinet will "bring about a ‘strong economy,' ‘robust public finances' and a ‘strong social security system' in an integrated manner." We now see both Japan's economy and national finances in a weak condition, and the general public has the earnest desire to have the government strengthen them. In the economy, public finances and social security, the LDP (Liberal Democratic Party)-Komei governments kept giving out wrong "prescriptions," which made conditions increasingly worse. What the new government should do now is, therefore, to provide new prescriptions and get rid of the cause of the disease that seriously damaged our country in these areas. ‘A third way' In the policy speech, Kan emphasized he will pursue a "third way" that he said is different from the political direction of previous governments. However, when he talks about a "strong economy," "robust public finances" and a "strong social security," it is only a higher consumption tax rate and lower corporate taxes that the Prime Minister is attempting to achieve. This clearly indicates that the new DPJ (Democratic Party of Japan)-led government will keep the same course as that the previous DPJ-led government and the former LDP-Komei governments took. In fact, while describing their "growth strategy" at a press conference on June 9, Naoshima Masayuki, minister of economy, trade and industry, said, "The corporate tax rate needs to be lowered about 15 percent. To begin with, we will reduce it by five percent in the next fiscal year." Hosono Goshi, acting secretary general of the DPJ, on June 11 also announced the party will include "cutting corporate taxes" as one of its campaign promises for the upcoming House of Councilors election. In addition, Finance Minister Noda Yoshihiko on June 8 explained that the Prime Minister's pledge for a "drastic reform of the country's tax system" "will obviously be applied to the consumption tax." According to the policy speech, the government will pursue a growth strategy by curbing wasteful expenditures and stabilizing social services through a sound national finance resulting from tax system reform with the result of promising relief to those in need. This scenario, however, seems to be a "pie in the sky." On the Futenma base issue for the U.S. forces, the government will increase the huge enormous military budget to construct a large military base at Henoko in Nago City at the U.S. request instead of reducing the military budget. Far from correcting excessive tax breaks for large corporations and the very rich, the government is planning a further tax cut for large corporations. The government is going to increase wasteful spending, and no sound finance and elimination of wastes are possible unless the military budget and tax cuts for large corporations and the rich are redressed. The substance of the DPJ "growth strategy" looks just like that of the Liberal Democratic-Komei government: increasing the gap between the extremely rich and the rest of society. The pension system that the DPJ is proposing as part of social services reform is thinly disguised a mechanism to shift the cost of pension premiums borne by large corporations to the general public by increasing the consumption tax rate. The government is going to maintain the discriminatory medical service system for elderly people aged 75 and over for another three years, thus breaking the DPJ public promise to abolish the discriminatory system. What is worse, the government is going to lower the age of applicability to 65, thus expanding the scope of the system. It is the quickest way to increase social unrest, not relief. On June 8, soon after the new DPJ leadership was established, Secretary General Edano Yukio and acting Secretary General Hosono Goshi paid a courtesy visit to the Japan Business Federation (Nippon Keidanren). Hosono stated that the DPJ is preparing a growth strategy in accordance with the demands of Nippon Keidanren. Party that can speak for people against business circles If "strong economy, national finance, and social services" mean a strong and reliable government representing the interests of business circles and large corporations, nothing good can be expected for the general public. The DPJ government, just as the LDP-Komei government, gives priority to the interests of business circles and large corporations over the concerns of people's living conditions. The key to defend people's livelihoods and gain a sound economic recovery is installing a government that can stand up to the self-centered interests of the United States and the Japanese business circles. 
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Empirically, Kan’s tax-centric reforms are likely to crumple the economy. 
Asia Times Online 6/22 
(Christopher Johnson, author of Siamese Dreams,6/22/10, " Kan confronts taxing challenge ", http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF23Dh01.html) TM
TOKYO - If you're shopping in Tokyo for a new television to watch the football World  Cup, would you still buy it if the sales tax was doubled to 10%, as many politicians want? Or how about 20%, as some Finance Ministry officials suggest, or 22%, as the  advised last month, in order to pay down the swelling government debt? Amid growing calls for tax hikes, many citizens and economists in Japan are worrying that the introduction of new taxes, which has snuffed out economic recoveries in the past, could scare away consumers and erode the popularity of new Prime Minister Naoto Kan. "It seems to me to be unwise to be raising taxes when there is still so much excess capacity in the economy, interest rates are already at zero, and the exchange rate is strong," Richard Jerram, an economist at Macquarie Capital Securities in Tokyo, told Asia Times Online. "Japan does not face the same constraints as Greece, which suffers from being locked into the euro." A Kyodo news survey over the weekend found that a third of about 400 candidates running for the July 11 Upper House elections favor doubling the consumption tax to 10%, and the former long-time ruling party, the Liberal Democratic Party, vows to make it its policy. But only a third of the current rulers, the Democratic Party of Japan, said they supported the tax hike, while another third didn't respond to the survey. While this suggests that party members are divided over tax hikes, Kan, who became premier on June 8, devoted most of his first speech in the Diet (parliament) to worrying about the country's debt, which is more than twice annual gross domestic product, the highest-rated among industrialized nations. "We cannot sustain public  that overly relies on issuing bonds," Kan told the Diet. "As we can see in the euro zone confusion that started from Greece, there is a risk of default if the growing public debt is neglected and if trust is lost in the bond market." Kan proposed setting up a panel to discuss fiscal reform "beyond the boundaries of ruling and opposition parties", and some of his party members reportedly want their election manifesto to include pledges to raise the tax. On Monday, however, Kan indicated the government would not raise the sales tax "for at least two to three years". Bloomberg news quoted government  Toshiki Tomita as saying that Kan may have to raise taxes by as much as 7 trillion yen (US$76 billion) to fulfill pledges to cap bond sales and limit public spending. Yet many politicians will recall that the T-word has cursed leaders and the economy in the past. Noboru Takeshita had to resign as prime minister not long after introducing the shohizei 3% consumption tax in 1989, which some say burst Japan's  bubble. In 1994, prime minister Morihiro Hosokawa announced at a midnight press conference that he was going to hike the tax to 7% - but he dropped the plan the next day amid a backlash and was ousted a few months later. In 1997, premier Ryutaro Hashimoto finally pushed the sales tax to 5% , but many critics blamed it for snuffing out a recovery. Since then, a distrustful public has balked at any government attempt to take more money from them, in light of corruption scandals and the mishandling of millions of pension records. During the 2005 election campaign, then-prime minister Junichiro Koizumi told an interviewer that the election was an "inappropriate time" to talk about tax hikes, which he reportedly favored as part of his efforts to stream the fat off Japan's bloated public and corporate sectors. Koizumi resigned soon after winning the election, and proposals for tax hikes have been dead in the water, at least until resurfacing in the past few months.
Japan’s economic state is on the brink of collapse and a tax increase may be unsuccessful and unpopular
Ghosh 6-11
(Palash R. Ghosh, writer for International Business Times, Japan's Own Growing Debt Crisis, 6/11/10, http://www.ibtimes.com/articles/28207/20100611/debt.htm, 6-21-10, DS)

Over the last 30 years, Japan’s real GDP has hovered around 2% per year. “This growth rate is not high enough for them to grow their way out of their spending – the spending accumulates debt and the debt becomes a greater and greater percentage of their overall output,” said Timothy Courtney, chief investment officer at Burns Advisory Group in Oklahoma City. “Currently, Japan ranks second in estimated debt/GDP ratio at roughly 190% [the largest such figure among wealthy, industrialized nations], behind only Zimbabwe. Eventually there will be one of three outcomes: growth must accelerate to pay for spending, spending must be reduced, or debt must be defaulted on.” Gerald Buetow, Jr. chief investment officer of Innealta Capital in Charlottesville, Va. opined that “what Mr. Kan said is basically true, but it's nothing new. Japan has been playing an irresponsible fiscal game for at least the past 15 years. The amount of public debt has been absurdly high for too long.” Buetow explains that Japan was able to sustain its enormous debt because there was high domestic demand for these instruments. “The Japanese investor is a big saver and highly disciplined,” he said. “But now as those investors age and become retirees, they're likely to become net-spenders. Plus, there is little new demand from foreign investors for Japanese debt because of the low yields they provide. Where is the new demand coming from?” Indeed, Japan’s relatively high savings rate has allowed their debt to be purchased by domestic savers who have accepted relatively low interest rates. “This has kept their debt from exploding like it did in Greece, but the risk is still there,” Courtney noted. “Rates are low because economic growth is anemic. If growth continues to be anemic, how can the country service its debt? It likely can’t without raising taxes, which will further stunt future growth.” Thus, The Japanese face the urgency of restructuring their debt and finding new ways to generate revenue – one politically unpopular way, raising the sales tax, has already been hinted at by Mr. Kan. Japan's problems are indeed daunting – but are their finances really as bad as Greece's (prior to the IMF/EU bailout)? Probably not. For one thing, Japan enjoys a large trade surplus and it is a creditor nation. The distressing sovereign debt crisis in Europe has apparently made governments around the world take a long, hard look at their own financial conditions, leading, perhaps, to some over-the-top doomsday comments from senior officials. Still, Japan needs to reduce spending and impose some kind of austerity program, whether they are welcomed by the populace or not. Otherwise, given their demographic issues, the nation may find itself in a kind of death spiral.
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