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Contention One: The US military presence in Okinawa is a form of military colonialism. The existence of military bases both serve to directly control Japan while reshaping the local population

Joseph Gerson, 9 director of programs of the American Friends Service Committee in New England, Bases of Empire, p. 49

Military colonialism, hard and soft, persists in Okinawa and elsewhere in other nearly invisible ways. A century ago European powers consolidated their colonial power over and continued privileged presence in East Asian nations through “unequal treaties,” such as those dictated to Japan, Korea, China, and Indochina. With Japan’s brutal invasions of these colonies and with the destruction of colonialism’s remaining foundations in the course of World War II and the Chinese revolution, these unequal treaties were consigned to the dustbin of history. But, in the immediate aftermath of the war, the unequal treaties returned in a new guise: military alliances and Status of Forces Agreements imposed by the United States on Japan and on many of these formerly colonized nations which have provided the “legal” foundations for the continued presence of U.S. “standing armies” for the past six decades. The “soft” side of military colonialism expresses itself in food, cultural tastes, and markets. Inexpensive and plentiful food on and around U.S. bases in Okinawa – especially during the 25-year formal military occupation (1945–72) – permeated Okinawan culture, changing tastes and creating markets for companies like McDonalds, Burger King, and Mattel Toys. Until recently Okinawans, who “host” three-quarters of U.S. troops based in Japan on 0.6 percent of the nation’s territory, enjoyed the longest life expectancies of any Japanese, with the primary cause being Okinawans’ unique diet. Today in Naha, Okinawa’s capital, people spend 46 percent more on hamburgers than people do in other Japanese prefectural capitals. They spend 60 percent more on bacon, and 300 percent more on processed meats, while spending 49 percent less on salad and 71 percent less on sushi. Okinawan men are paying the greatest price. While Okinawan women remain the longest lived in Japan, Okinawan men’s longevity has fallen to 26th among Japan’s 47 prefectures (Onishi 2004). Military colonialism brings structural violence.

Despite the plans for changing the location of the base in Okinawa it will not challenge the military complex. The new base tries to hide colonialism

Doug Bandow, 10 Senior Fellow @ The Cato Institute, March 25. http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11617
The rape of a 12-year-old girl by three U.S. personnel in 1995 led to mass protests against both the SOFA (which left the accused in American custody) and the bases. A decade later the U.S. and Japanese governments agreed to move the Marines Corps Air Station at Futenma out of Ginowan to a less heavily populated area on Okinawa, and relocate 8,000 Marines (plus dependents) to Guam. Tokyo pledged to cover about $6 billion of the relocation cost. However, Okinawa residents want to remove, not relocate the base, and Japanese taxpayers aren't thrilled about picking up part of the moving tab. The DPJ government announced plans to revisit the 2006 agreement. The Obama administration responded by demanding that Tokyo live up to its responsibilities. More recently, U.S. officials suggested that Washington would not agree to any change that lacked local approval — which would conveniently leave Futenma unmoved.
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The security politics that maintain the base at Okinawa are directly linked to the gendered violence that occurs there. For the past 60 years this militarist ideology has provided cover for rape and ongoing abuse

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 260-261

Having worked with many victims and survivors of sexual violence, OWAAMV women started to compile the cases which were brought to their attention or those which occurred in their own communities that were never reported to the police, including in the accounts and memoirs both documented cases and those recorded as oral histories. The most current, the seventh revision of the chronology, accounts for around 300 cases of different sorts of assaults against women and girls, including cases of gang rape, attempted rape, abduction, and murder. OWAAMV members’ efforts to collect cases from various sources including oral histories illustrate the realities of military violence against women. Women in Okinawa have been exposed to gender-based military violence for over 60 years. They have come to analyze their daily and historical experiences and have theorized that the violence against women committed by U.S. soldiers in Okinawa is an inevitable result of the state-based military security system. Cases listed in the chronology reveal the interplay between war preparation and the intensity of military violence. This chronology demonstrates that gender-based military violence in Okinawa began when the U.S. military landed on the island in 1945, during the last stage of World War II. Since then, women and children have been exposed to violence and have lived in fear. In the period between World War II and the Korean War, during which people in Okinawa lived on land that had been damaged by fierce battle, struggling for survival, women experienced rampant and indis- criminate military violence that can be characterized as follows: 1. A group of between two and six soldiers would abduct one woman at gun- or knifepoint. 2. After being gang-raped, the victim would often be given to other groups of soldiers for more gang rape. 3. Soldiers did not hesitate to kill or severely injure those who tried to help victims. 4. Assaults might take place anywhere, including in fields, on streets, around wells, by the water, or in front of families. 5. Assaults of ten demonstrated brutality. Women with infants on their backs were raped and killed, and victims’ ages ranged from 9 months to the mid 60s. 6. Victims gave birth as a result of rapes. In the four years following World War II, 450 children were identified as having been fathered by U.S. soldiers. 7. Perpetrators were mostly not apprehended, and were often left unpunished. During the Vietnam War in the 1960s and 1970s, violence was directed towards women working in the sex industry around the bases, often by soldiers returning from the front who brought the fear and anger of the battlefield to Okinawa. Rape cases were rampant. Three or four women were strangled to death each year. A survey conducted in 1969 found that approximately 7,400 women worked in the sex industry. These women earned dollars in the still economically depressed environment, and many were forced to sell sex because of large loans imposed on them in forced managed prostitution. Furthermore, many of these women were nearly strangled to death more than once, an experience that left them suffering from trauma. More recently, troops stationed in Okinawa were deployed to the Persian Gulf in the 1990s. During this period, military violence against women in various forms again increased in its intensity.
Social stigma results in underreporting of gendered violence in Okinawa. Existing reports are only the tip of the iceberg
Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 260

When OWAAMV women spoke out against the rape in 1995, one of the questions most commonly posed to them by the mainland Japanese media regarded the statistics of sexual crimes committed by U.S. soldiers in Okinawa. Although OWAAMV women often presented the official statistics released by the local authority, they also emphasized the difficulty in estimating the actual number. Furthermore, no official statistics were available about the crimes committed by U.S. soldiers during the period of U.S. occupation. Few women victimized by U.S. soldiers revealed their experiences, even after the occupation had ended. This reluctance resulted in part from the stigma imposed on victims by societies ridden with different levels and forms of patriarchy. In addition, in the Japanese legal system, rape victims are required to report the crime in order for the police to start an investigation. Needless to say, numerous women and girls chose to remain silent. The official statistics on sexual crimes by U.S. soldiers, therefore, reflect only the tip of the iceberg.
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This ideology is also complicit in the racist assumption that white nations must fight expansionist wars in order to maintain global peace – our affirmative questions the power politics that creates expansionist wars in the name of avoiding conflict

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 29

The reasons given for stationing U.S. forces overseas, though, cannot simply be called wrong. While the weight of evidence just briefly reviewed suggests that they are, the pursuit of the immense project of circling the globe with soldiers and equipment is fueled as much by mythic structures as by reason and rationality. It then becomes difficult to distinguish one from the other. While such myths may be invalidated by rational argumentation, their explanatory power often remains powerfully intact. Support for foreign military bases hinges first on the idea that war is often necessary and ultimately inevitable. It is widely believed that humans are naturally violent and that war can be a glorious and good venture. Racism adds the notion that the modern and not coincidentally white nations have the respon- sibility, intelligence, religious ethic, and right to control more primitive (and more chaotically violent) others through violence if necessary. These racial ideas made it possible for people in the United States and Europe to support colonial exterminationist wars in the nineteenth century, but to find wars between indus- trialized or civilized states increasingly unthinkable during the late nineteenth century (despite what went on to happen in the twentieth). They also underpin the assumption that Gusterson (1999) has labeled “nuclear orientalism,” which holds that only the United States and European powers can truly be trusted with nuclear weapons. Such beliefs provide important foundation stones for support of the U.S. basing system.16

Gender violence is a direct result of militarism – we need to challenge the existing economy of violence in order to confront the abuse that occurs at Okinawa
Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 258

Only recently has the women’s peace movement gained public attention as a distinctive analysis of the militarized security system. Throughout the world, these movements are calling attention to the rise in military violence against women. Many are also challenging the military system itself, as well as the integral element of misogyny that infects military training. Some are raising crucial questions about the prevailing realist concept of security that rationalizes the present proliferation of U.S. military bases around the globe. Women in Okinawa were among the first and most active in posing the challenge and raising the questions.

In the past decade, women involved in the peace and human rights movements in Okinawa have gained increasing visibility by raising their distinctive voices. These women started another “island-wide” protest against the 1995 rape which coincided with the United Nations Fourth World Conference on Women held in Beijing, China, with 71 Okinawan women participating in an NGO Forum organized in conjunction with the intergovernmental conference. One of the workshops they offered, entitled “Military Structural Violence and Women,” presented their analysis of the consequences of the long-term active foreign military presence in their lives. At this workshop, the group presented the history of sexual and gender violence committed by U.S. military personnel against women and children in Okinawa, and demonstrated that the military is a violence-producing institution to which sexual and gender violence are intrinsic. The workshop argued that because soldiers, especially marines, are prepared to engage in life and death combat, they are trained to maximize their capacity to attack and destroy an “enemy,” a dehumanized other. Sexism that devalues the dignity and humanity of women is a primary process of dehumanizing others, and denigration of women is integral to much military training. Pent-up feelings of frustration, anger, and aggression that soldiers acquire from combat training and experiences are often vented against women in their base locality, a reflection of misogyny and racial discrimination. In demonstrating this analysis of the military, the group posed fundamental questions on the notion of militarized security. Whose security does the military provide? From their experience of living in close proximity to an active foreign military whose presence is intended to assure “security,” people in Okinawa knew that the military has in fact been a source of insecurity to local people, especially women and children.
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The resulting impact of subordination amounts in magnitude to a literal war against those who are subjected to gendered violence
Ray, US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, 2-1997 [Amy, American University Law Review] 

Because, as currently constructed, human rights laws can reach only individual perpetrators during times of war, one alternative is to reconsider our understanding of what constitutes "war" and what constitutes "peace."  <=265> n264 When it is universally true that no matter where in the world a woman lives or with what culture she identifies, she is at grave risk of being beaten, imprisoned, enslaved, raped, prostituted, physically tortured, and murdered simply because she is a woman, the term "peace" does not describe her existence.  <=266> n265 In addition to being persecuted for being a woman, many women also are persecuted on ethnic, racial, religious, sexual orientation, or other grounds. Therefore, it is crucial that our re-conceptualization of [*837] human rights is not limited to violations based on gender.  <=267>  n266 Rather, our definitions of "war" and "peace" in the context of all of the world's persecuted groups should be questioned. Nevertheless, in every culture a common risk factor is being a woman, and to describe the conditions of our lives as "peace" is to deny the effect of sexual terrorism on all women.  <=268>  n267 Because we are socialized to think of times of "war" as limited to groups of men fighting over physical territory or land, we do not immediately consider the possibility of "war" outside this narrow definition except in a metaphorical sense, such as in the expression "the war against poverty." However, the physical violence and sex discrimination perpetrated against women because we are women is hardly metaphorical. Despite the fact that its prevalence makes the violence seem natural or inevitable, it is profoundly political in both its purpose and its effect. Further, its exclusion from international human rights law is no accident, but rather part of a system politically constructed to exclude and silence women.  <=269> n268 The appropriation of women's sexuality and women's bodies as representative of men's ownership over women has been central to this "politically constructed reality."  <=270> n269 Women's bodies have become the objects through which dominance and even ownership are communicated, as well as the objects through which men's honor is attained or taken away in many cultures.  <=271>    n270 Thus, when a man wants to communicate that he is more powerful than a woman, he may beat her. When a man wants to communicate that a woman is  [*838] his to use as he pleases, he may rape her or prostitute her. The objectification of women is so universal that when one country ruled by men (Serbia) wants to communicate to another country ruled by men (Bosnia-Herzegovina or Croatia) that it is superior and more powerful, it rapes, tortures, and prostitutes the "inferior" country's women.  <=272> n271 The use of the possessive is intentional, for communication among men through the abuse of women is effective only to the extent that the group of men to whom the message is sent believes they have some right of possession over the bodies of the women used. Unless they have some claim of right to what is taken, no injury is experienced. Of course, regardless of whether a group of men sexually terrorizing a group of women is trying to communicate a message to another group of men, the universal sexual victimization of women clearly communicates to all women a message of dominance and ownership over women. As Charlotte Bunch explains, "The physical territory of [the] political struggle [over female subordination] is women's bodies."  <=273>  n272 Given the emphasis on invasion of physical territory as the impetus of war between nations or groups of people within one nation, we may be able to reconceive the notion of "war" in order to make human rights laws applicable to women "in the by-ways of daily life."  <=274> n273 We could eradicate the traditional public/private dichotomy and define oppression of women in terms traditionally recognized by human rights laws by arguing that women's bodies are the physical territory at issue in a war perpetrated by men against women. Under this broader definition of "war," any time one group of people systematically uses physical coercion and violence to subordinate another group, that group would be perpetrating a war and could be prosecuted for human rights violations under war crimes statutes. 
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Colonialism is genocidal and results in extinction
Robert Porter, associate professor of law and Director of the Tribal Law and Government Center at the University of Kansas, Chief Justice, Supreme Court of the Sac & Fox Nation of Kansas and Missouri, Member (Heron Clan) and former Attorney General of the Seneca Nation of Indians, Summer 1998, University of Michigan Journal of Law Reform, 31 U. Mich. J.L. Ref. 899, p. 953-4

I do not mean to suggest that Indigenous people would not have changed in the absence of colonization. Inevitably, any society that does not evolve naturally by adapting to change will be unable to sustain itself and will run the risk of extinction. Indigenous societies, of course, are subject to these same fundamental rules, and even had there not been colonization of our lands, there likely would have been some form of change in our way of life. Nonetheless, this otherwise natural process was dramatically altered by colonization. These colonizing efforts were accomplished by force and often with great speed, producing dramatic changes within Indigenous societies and interfering with the natural process of adaptation and change. This disruption has had a genocidal effect; groups of Indigenous peoples that existed 500 years ago no longer exist. There should be no doubt that their extinction was not an accident - it was the product of a concerted effort to subjugate and eliminate the native human population in order to allow for the pursuit of wealth and manifest destiny. As a result, extinction is the most dramatic effect of colonization. Allowed to run its full course, colonization will disrupt and destroy the natural evolutionary process of the people being colonized to the point of extinction.
Unchecked patriarchy causes extinction via nuclear war – the aff is necessary to avoid unending conflict

Betty A. Reardon, Director of the Peace Education Program at Teacher’s College Columbia University, 1993, Women and Peace: Feminist Visions of Global Security, p. 30-2

In an article entitled “Naming the Cultural Forces That Push Us toward War” (1983), Charlene Spretnak focused on some of the fundamental cultural factors that deeply influence ways of thinking about security. She argues that patriarchy encourages militarist tendencies. Since a major war now could easily bring on massive annihilation of almost unthinkable proportions, why are discussions in our national forums addressing the madness of the nuclear arms race limited to matters of hardware and statistics? A more comprehensive analysis is badly needed . . . A clearly visible element in the escalating tensions among militarized nations is the macho posturing and the patriarchal ideal of dominance, not parity, which motivates defense ministers and government leaders to “strut their stuff” as we watch with increasing horror. Most men in our patriarchal culture are still acting out old patterns that are radically inappropriate for the nuclear age. To prove dominance and control, to distance one’s character from that of women, to survive the toughest violent initiation, to shed the sacred blood of the hero, to collaborate with death in order to hold it at bay—all of these patriarchal pressures on men have traditionally reached resolution in ritual fashion on the battlefield. But there is no longer any battlefield. Does anyone seriously believe that if a nuclear power were losing a crucial, large-scale conventional war it would refrain from using its multiple-warhead nuclear missiles because of some diplomatic agreement? The military theater of a nuclear exchange today would extend, instantly or eventually, to all living things, all the air, all the soil, all the water. If we believe that war is a “necessary evil,” that patriarchal assumptions are simply “human nature,” then we are locked into a lie, paralyzed. The ultimate result of unchecked terminal patriarchy will be nuclear holocaust. The causes of recurrent warfare are not biological. Neither are they solely economic. They are also a result of patriarchal ways of thinking, which historically have generated considerable pressure for standing armies to be used. (Spretnak 1983) These cultural tendencies have produced our current crisis of a highly militarized, violent world that in spite of the decline of the cold war and the slowing of the military race between the superpowers is still staring into the abyss of nuclear disaster, as described by a leading feminist in an address to the Community Aid Abroad State Convention, Melbourne, Australia: These then are the outward signs of militarism across the world today: weapons-building and trading in them; spheres of influence derived from their supply; intervention—both overt and covert; torture; training of military personnel, and supply of hardware to, and training of police; the positioning of military bases on foreign soil; the despoilation of the planet; ‘intelligence’ networks; the rise in the number of national security states; more and more countries coming under direct military rule; 13 the militarization of diplomacy, and the interlocking and the international nature of the military order which even defines the major rifts in world politics. (Shelly 1983)
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Male dominance must be effectively challenged to protect human survival.

Steans, Senior Lecturer, International Relations Theory, University of Birmingham, 1998  [Jill, Gender and International Relations: An Introduction, p. 102-103]

In this view, not only is war part of women’s daily existence, but war, violence and women’s oppression all grow from the same root.  Military institutions and states are inseparable from patriarchy.  War is not then, as realists and neo-realists would hold, rooted in the nature of ‘man’ or the anarchy of the international realm.  However, the hegemony of a dominance-orientated masculinity sets the dynamics of the social relations in which all are forced to participate.  Some feminists argue that patriarchal societies have an inherent proclivity towards war because of the supreme value placed on control and the natural male tendency towards displays of physical force.  Though primarily concerned with the discourse of war, politics and citizenship, Harstock argues that the association of power with masculinity and virility has very real consequences.  She argues that ‘it gives rise to a view of community both in theory and in fact obsessed with the revenge and structured by conquest and domination’.  Furthermore, according to Harstock, the opposition of man to woman and perhaps even man to man is not simply a transitory opposition of arbitrary interests, but an opposition resting on a deep-going threat to existence.  She argues that we re-encounter in the context of gender, as in class, the fact that the experience of the ruling group, or gender, cannot simply be dismissed as false.  This raises the question of how we conceptualize and understand not only the ‘patriarchal state’, but also the relationship between the patriarchal nation-state requiring in the context of competitive struggle with other states militarism and internal hierarchy. [IT CONTINUES…] Human survival may depend upon breaking the linkage between masculinity, military capacity and death.  It is for feminists and others committed to peace to provide new thinking about the nature of politics, to redefine ‘political community’ and our ideas of ‘citizenship’ and, in so doing, confront the ‘barracks community’ directly with its ‘fear of the feminine’.  Feminist challenges to dominant conceptions of citizenship, political community and security and feminist ‘revisions’ are the subject of chapter 5. 
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Furthermore, the base in Okinawa is in an ecologically sensitive area – over 500 unique species are located threatened by the base

Yoko Abe, 1 MA from School of Applied Social Science West Virginia University Division of Sociology and Anthropology, MANUFACTURING SECURITY: MASS MEDIA COVERAGE OF DEPLETED URANIUM WEAPON USE IN OKINAWA, JAPAN, http://wvuscholar.wvu.edu:8881//exlibris/dtl/d3_1/apache_media/6062.pdf
Since 1972, the amount of financial assistance to Okinawa from Tokyo for “development” has been tremendous (Arasaki, 1999; Tokuyama, 1999; Ui, 1995). Yet contrary to expectations, the main portion of this capital has fallen into the hands of the large mainland corporations and there has been little growth of sustainable industry in Okinawa (Tokuyama, 1999). The main outcome of dependency has been the overgrowth of construction companies and their sub-contractors throughout Okinawa (McCormack, 1999).

In the northern mountain region, Yanbaru, there are about 500 animal and insect species endemic to the region (Fukuchi, 1996). On Okinawa’s seventy some islands, collectively called the “Galapagos of the Orient,” there are approximately 2000 plant species (Fukuchi, 1996). These areas contain four to five times the diversity of mainland Japan (Fukuchi, 1996). However, the budgets of endless development projects planned by the bureaucracy in Tokyo do not include costs associated with damage to Okinawa’s unique ecosystem (Ui, 1999). Thus, Okinawa’s precious and fragile environment continues to be destroyed and is losing its biological diversity (McCormack, 1999).
The proliferation of the Japanese-style convenient way of life, urbanization, rapacious development by mainland tourist industries, increasing numbers of tourists, degenerative agriculture, and military activities (Okinawa also has bases for the Japanese Self Defense Force) contribute to environmental destruction in Okinawa as well. The Japanese government recognizes the biological significance of the region, but has shown little or no interest in protecting the wildlife habitat in Okinawa. Worse yet, despite the deep-seated protest against the plan among local citizens, the Japanese and U.S. governments are still forcing the plan to relocate Futenma Air Station by constructing a “hybrid base” for the U.S Marine Corps, which will destroy a relatively preserved sea and mountain area, where people have a quiet life and many endangered species exist. The Japanese government is now “dangling before the Nago people a huge $1 billion (110 billion yen) payout over 10 years of ‘Northern Region’ development” (McCormack and Yonetani, 2000). Former President Clinton also blackmailed the OPG by stating that the G8 Summit in the year 2000 would not take place in Okinawa unless the prefecture come up with a solution for the relocation.4
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Extinction results from species loss – the impact is bigger than a nuclear war

Richard Tobin, '90 associate professor of political science at SUNY-Buffalo, 1990, The Expendable Future: U.S. Politics and the Protection of Biological Diversity, p. 13-14

Every time a human contributes to a species’ extinction, a range of choices and opportunities is either eliminated or diminished. The demise of the last pupfish might have appeared inconsequential, but the eradication of other species could mean that an undiscovered cure for some cancers has been carelessly discarded. The extinction of a small bird, an innocent amphibian, or an unappealing plant might disrupt an ecosystem, increased the incidence and areal distribution of a disease, preclude the discovery of new industrial products, prevent the natural recycling of some wastes, or destroy a source of easily grown and readily available food. By way of analogy, the anthropo-genic extinction of a plant or animal can be compared to the senseless destruction of a priceless Renaissance painting or to the burning of an irreplaceable book that has never been opened. In an era when many people believe that limits to development are being tested or even breached, can humans afford to risk an expendable future, to squander the infinite potential that species offer, and to waste nature’s ability and willingness to provide inexpensive solutions to many of humankind’s problems? Many scientists do not believe so, and they are fearful of the consequences of anthropogenic extinctions. These scientists quickly admit their ignorance of the biological consequences of most individual extinctions, but widespread agreement exists that massive anthropogenic extinctions can bring catastrophic results. In fact, when compared to all other environmental problems, human-caused extinctions are likely to be of far greater concern. Extinction is the permanent destruction of unique life forms and the only irreversible ecological change that humans can cause. No matter what the effort or sincerity of intentions, extinct species can never be replaced. “From the standpoint of permanent despoliation of the planet,” Norman Meyers observes, no other form of environmental degradation “is anywhere so significant as the fallout of species.” Harvard biologist Edward O. Wilson is less modest in assessing the relative consequences of human-caused extinctions. To Wilson, the worst thing that will happen to earth is not economic collapse, the depletion of energy supplies, or even nuclear war. As frightful as these events might be, Wilson reasons that they can “be repaired within a few generations. The one process ongoing…that will take millions of years to correct is the loss of genetic and species diversity by destruction of natural habitats.” David Ehrenfeld succinctly summarizes the problem and the need for a solution: “We are masters of extermination, yet creation is beyond our powers… Complacency in the face of this terrible dilemma is inexcusable.” Ehrenfeld wrote these words in the early 1970s. Were he to write today he would likely add a note of dire urgency. If scientists are correct in their assessments of current extinctions and reasonably confident about extinction rates in the near future, then a concerted and effective response to human-caused extinctions is essential. The chapters that follow evaluate that response in the United States.
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Plan: The United States federal government should end its Status of Forces Agreement with Japan. We'll clarify.
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Contention Two Solvency: Removing bases in Okinawa provides the frame for building a global anti-basing movement and challenging global imperialism

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 265-267

In the OWAAMV movement, it is believed that closing the U.S. bases and troop withdrawal need to be implemented in the larger context of demilitarization of the entire security system. As the discussions of the movement’s international networking reveal, closing or decreasing the capacity of one Asian base has often led to the reinforcement of other military bases in the region as a means of minimizing the negative effects of the closure on the U.S. military’s global strategies. For instance, when the bases in the Philippines were closed in 1992, those troops previously assigned there were transferred to bases in Okinawa and Korea. More recently, “lessening the burden of people in Okinawa,” a phrase in the Security Consultative Committee (2006) document, will be achieved by build-up on Guam. From the perspectives of the international community and of the U.S. military, which limits access to such “highly classified” information on security policies to a handful of people, thereby creating a new hierarchy, this may be an obvious tactic. It has been very difficult for grassroots peace activists to make such analyses and predictions due largely to the lack of resources and information. In recent years, however, this type of observation of global strategies has been made possible through international solidarity and the exchange of information among areas. Through these networks, members of grassroots movements in Asia and in other parts of the world are now connected and are better equipped to cope with the dwarfing information giant of the U.S. military. People have to unite with each other. There is an increasing understanding among people in the struggle against the U.S. military empire that security of people can never be achieved without demilitarizing the security system. Feminist international scholars have already argued that a gender perspective effectively reveals an unequal dichotomy between the protector and the protected on which the present security system has been built (Peterson 1992). The OWAAMV movement illustrates from a gender perspective that “the protected,” who are structurally deprived of political power, are in fact not protected by the militarized security policies; rather their livelihoods are made insecure by these very policies. The movement has also illuminated the fact that “gated” bases do not confine military violence to within the bases. Those hundreds-of-miles-long fences around the bases are there only to assure the readiness of the military and military operations by excluding and even oppressing the people living outside the gated bases. The practical aspect of analysis, connection, and solidarity among feminist activists worldwide has not been the only empowering experience for women in the struggle. As has happened so many times in the past, people in communities hosting U.S. bases have been divided over such issues as public economic support for the financially distressed localities, and thus have felt isolated and disempowered, unable to mount or maintain protest actions. OWAAMV women have also, at times, been lone voices against a patriarchy that is, they argue, the source of the militarized security system. Not only people in the local communities but also members of communities across borders share knowledge, analysis, and deep rage against injustice, as well as a vision of a demilitarized world with gender justice. Here, we see possibility and hope for transformation. Those who struggle for the achievement of a demilitarized security system may have a long way to go, but they never lose hope. 
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The base in Okinawa must be resisted via a frame of injustice – this frame provides the possibility of global opposition to militarism while still preserving local identity

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
From a local perspective, the presence of U.S. or other major foreign bases pro- duces both winners and losers. The most obvious benefits are economic, contrib- uting to local business and to the overall economic prosperity of the community. At the same time, military bases generate negative externalities such as noise pol- lution, environmental degradation, crime, safety hazards, and the growth of bars and brothels which exploit women. Grievances run aplenty. School children pause for 10 minutes as jets roar by schoolhouses. Misguided bombs damage pri- vate property. Chemical waste from fuel tank cleaners is dumped into nearby waters. Women are raped. Taxi cab drivers are beaten. Farmers are evicted from fertile lands. The lack of formal channels in addressing grievances related to U.S. or other foreign bases often lead to contentious forms of political action. At the local level, the framing of anti-base grievances remains central to coordinated action (Gamson and Meyer 1996; Oliver and Johnston 2000; Snow and Benford 1988, 1992; Yeo 2006; Zald 1996). The collective action frame will vary depending on the particular grievance caused by the presence of a specific military base. Whether the issues deal with the environment, crime, or dispute over property rights, an underlying commonality in the framing of anti-base contention is the notion of injustice (Gamson 1992, 68). As Snow and Benford (1992) write, ‘‘[col- lective action frames] underscore and embellish the seriousness and injustice of a social condition or redefine as unjust and immoral what was previously seen as unfortunate but perhaps tolerable.’’ Moreover, with local anti-base protests, ‘‘injustice frames’’ are often used to invoke injustices directed at the local commu- nity. For instance, environmental degradation caused by the dumping of toxic waste is framed as an injustice directed at the community surrounding a local base. Sexual crimes, such as rape, are framed as an injustice towards vulnerable individuals which are capable of being repeated within the community as long as U.S. military bases are present.

The military has an aggressive PR campaign to mask the harms of overseas basing – our call for the US to end its militaristic campaign is necessary to challenge this narrative

Cynthia Enloe, 2009. professor of international development and women’s studies at Clark University The Bases of Empire p.x-ix
It is always useful to dig into a lack of curiosity. A great deal of the unequal and often harmful dynamics of international politics depend on ordinary citizens becoming and staying uncurious. What assumptions and attitudes prevalent among ordinary Americans allow the high-level decisions and daily operations of U.S. military-basing politics to persist with virtually no U.S. citizen concern? First of the culprits may be the widespread belief among Americans that any U.S. military base is of material value to the people living within its vicinity. After all, people in most U.S. towns that host a military base exert pressure on their Congressional representatives in order to keep those bases, on the assumption that whatever social or environmental damage the base may cause is outweighed by the good it is doing for the local economy. Of course, it is not clear whether townspeople in Arizona, North Carolina, Massachusetts, and Maine would rally around a base if that base were staffed and controlled by the Japanese or the French military. A second assumption dampening American citizen curiosity about U.S. military global-basing politics may be that any U.S. base created overseas is at the invitation of that country’s own officials. There is virtually no news coverage – no journalists’ or editors’ curiosity – about the pressures or lures at work when the U.S. government seeks to persuade officials of Romania, Aruba, or Ecuador that providing U.S. military-basing access would be good for their countries. Thus this popular assumption derives from faith, not evidence. A third common belief nurturing Americans’ current incuriosity could be that their military is the most advanced, perhaps even the most “civilized,” military in the world, and thus, whatever ripple effects it sends out from one of its overseas bases can only prove beneficial to the fortunate host society. Propping up this belief are the usually unexamined presumptions that U.S. male soldiers are models of responsible masculinity, that the U.S. military as an institution is a model of public disease prevention and of environmental accountability. Persisting in these presumptions requires not listening to the stories of ordinary women and men who have lived around – lived with – U.S. military bases in Okinawa, Diego Garcia, the Philippines, and Spain. 

1AC

SOFA is the root cause of military crimes and civil instability in Okinawa

Chalmers Johnson, 3, Retired professor of Asian Studies at the University of California, San Diego. From 1968 until 1972 he served as a consultant to the Office of National Estimates of the Central Intelligence Agency http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/1112/
The Japanese-American Security Treaty of 1960, which replaced the original pact that was signed along with the peace treaty in 1951, is a short, relatively straight-forward document of ten, normally one-sentence articles. It authorizes the SOFA -- "the status of the United States armed forces in Japan shall be governed by a separate agreement" (art. vi) -- which is a much longer, extremely complex legal document of some twenty-eight quite dense provisions. The text of the Security Treaty is readily available, usually as an appendix to books on Japan's international relations; the text of the SOFA is so hard to come by it is virtually classified. Japanese citizens must search widely to find a decent translation. Its official title is "Agreement Under Article VI of the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security Between the United States of America and Japan, Regarding Facilities and Areas and the Status of U.S. Armed Forces in Japan, January 19, 1960." It has never been modified.8  Among its salient features is article iv: "The United States is not obliged, when it returns facilities and areas to Japan on the expiration of this Agreement or at an earlier date, to restore the facilities and areas to the condition in which they were at the time they became available to the United States armed forces, or to compensate Japan in lieu of such restoration." Too many Japanese and all local government officials this is a deeply resented invitation to the U.S. military to pollute anything it wants to and evade responsibility for cleaning it up. The U. S. military's record on environmental protection is abominable.  Art. ix (2) says, "Members of the United Sates armed forces shall be exempt from Japanese passport and visa laws and regulations," meaning that American servicemen accused of crimes in Japan can be spirited out of the country without facing legal obstacles. Article x (1) is truly hated by most Japanese: "Japan shall accept as valid, without a driving test or fee, the driving permit or license or military driving permit issued by the United States to a member of the United States armed forces, the civilian component, and their dependents." Okinawans pay a high price in crashes and hit-and-run accidents because of this clause, especially after 1972, when driving on the left hand side of the road was restored on the island. Art. xiii (1) aggravates art. x: "The United States armed forces shall not be subject to taxes or similar charges on property held, used or transferred by such forces in Japan." The current (conservative) governor of Okinawa, Keiichi Inamine, contends that U.S. military personnel pay less than one-fifth of what Japanese citizens pay for the public services they receive and that if the tax rate on their vehicles were equal to what ordinary citizens pay, Okinawa's income would increase by ¥780 million.9 It should be noted that none of these clauses exists in any of the SOFAs with NATO countries.  By far the greatest SOFA-related popular outrage in Japan concerns art. xvii, which covers criminal justice. This one article is over two pages long and contains twelve complex subclauses. Opinion in Okinawa is virtually universal that it should be thrown out, whereas the U.S. military clings desperately to its every stipulation and in 2003 even threatened to rescind a slight concession it made after the abduction and rape of a twelve-year-old Okinawan school girl on September 4, 1995, by two Marines and a sailor from Camp Hansen. The offending words are contained in art. xvii (3) (c): "The custody of an accused member of the United States armed forces or the civilian component over whom Japan is to exercise jurisdiction shall, if he is in the hands of the United States, remain with the United States until he is charged." This means that Japanese authorities investigating a crime committed in their country cannot have exclusive access to a suspect held by the U.S. military until Japanese prosecutors have actually indicted him in court. It also means that the Japanese police are hobbled in carrying out an investigation and that prosecutors may thus be reluctant to indict an American serviceman because of insufficient evidence. Press reports following the September 4, 1995 rape that the three military suspects were lolling around the pool at Camp Hansen eating hamburgers while the child victim (her name has been protected by Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence, an organization that came into being after her assault) was in the hospital led to the largest anti-American demonstrations in Japan since the Security Treaty was signed in 1960. All servicemen in Okinawa know that if after committing a rape, a robbery, or an assault, they can make it back to the base before the police catch them, they will be free until indicted even though there is a Japanese arrest warrant out for their capture. Japanese criminal law gives the police twenty-three days during which they can hold and question a suspect before either charging or releasing him. During this period a suspect meets alone with police investigators who attempt to elicit a confession, the king of evidence (shôko no ô) in the minds of all Japanese prosecutors and most citizens. The Japanese believe in a lengthy process of reasoning with a suspect to cause him to see the error of his ways and leading him to try to restore the harmony of the society by acknowledging publicly what he has done. 
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Japanese judges treat guilt established in this way much more leniently than it would be in an American criminal proceeding (except for the American practice of plea-bargaining). On the other hand, a suspect in a Japanese courtroom who refuses to cooperate or who continues to asserts his innocence in the face of material evidence and witnesses is likely to receive a harsh sentence. During the period of interrogation, a criminal suspect is not permitted to consult an attorney, be released on bail, or seek a habeas corpus hearing. In Japan, a criminal suspect who is arrested and charged is much more likely to be found guilty than in the United States, but the Japanese police and courts are much less likely to arrest or convict an innocent suspect.10  The American military contends that these procedures, which are a long-standing part of Japanese culture and apply to all suspects arrested in Japan, not just American servicemen, could lead American soldiers to make false confessions and thus constitute violations of their "human rights." In refusing to turn over suspects to the Japanese police before indictment, the U.S. military relies on another part of the SOFA's art. xvii, namely clause (9): "Whenever a member of the United States armed forces, the civilian component, or a dependent is prosecuted under the jurisdiction of Japan he shall be entitled: (a) to a prompt and speedy trial; (b) to be informed, in advance of the trial, of the specific charge or charges made against him; [and] (c) to be confronted with the witnesses against him." These requirements do not apply to an investigation prior to an indictment, but the U.S. military contends all the same that Japan does not live up to this clause and that Japanese criminal justice as a whole does not meet American standards. The Americans seem to have resurrected the old defense of extrality in China: no "white man"-or American soldier-should be subjected to the laws of an alien society where respect for human rights allegedly differs from ours. 

The status of forces agreement represents inequality in Japan, and emphasizes US imperialism

Johnson 2004 (Mr. Johnson's newest book is The Sorrows of Empire: Militarism, Secrecy, and the End of the Republic [Metropolitan Books]) “America's Abominable Record in Okinawa” http://hnn.us/articles/2867.-html

Okinawa, Japan's most southerly prefecture and its poorest, has been the scene since 2001 of a particularly fierce confrontation between Washington, Tokyo, and Naha over the Japanese-American SOFA and its use by American authorities to shield military felons from the application of Japanese law. To many Japanese and virtually all Okinawans, the SOFA represents a rebirth of the "unequal treaties" that Western imperialists imposed on Japan after Commodore Perry's armed incursion in 1853.

Resisting the realist logic behind foreign occupation is the only way to prevent rampant conflict and war

Joseph Gerson, 9 director of programs of the American Friends Service Committee in New England, Bases of Empire, p. 54

Etched in my memory is the face of an Okinawan woman who described how, when she was a child, her entire generation of girls – now middle-aged women – was terrorized by the brutal GI rape and killing of a young girl. Other faces are there too: the agony of a young Korean describing life within and around the Maehyang-ri bombing range and how people living there continued to suffer frequent live-fire practice bombings in what was for them the never-ending Korean War. There is the memory of another intense young Korean who insisted that I look at a CD his organization had made about Shin Hyo-soon and Shim Mi-sun, two young schoolgirls who were killed by a U.S. tank as they walked to a party – a military crime, like so many others, for which no one in the U.S. military was ever held legally accountable. There are also more hopeful life-affirming memories, such as the image of older Okinawan farmers – each wearing a headband declaring that “Life is Sacred” – conducting a sit-in outside the courthouse in Naha, demanding the return of their land. Bases bring insecurity: the loss of self-determination, human rights, and sovereignty. They degrade the culture, values, health, and environment of host nations – and of the United States. And, they make catastrophic wars possible. 


Colonialism – Bases Link

These bases westernize the areas they occupy
Richard Stubbs & Geoffrey Underhill, 2004 (Oxford University Press), “The United States and Globalization: Struggles with Hegemony” Page 1 http://www.lehigh.edu/~bm05/research/US&globalization7.pdf

For their occupants, these are not unpleasant places to live and work. Military service

today, which is voluntary, bears almost no relation to the duties of a soldier during World War II

or the Korean or Vietnamese wars. Most chores like laundry, KP (“kitchen police”), mail call, and

cleaning latrines have been subcontracted to private military companies like Kellogg Brown &

Root, DynCorp, and the Vinnell Corporation. Fully one-third of the funds recently appropriated

for the war in Iraq (about $30 billion), for instance, are going into private American hands for

exactly such services. Where everything possible is done to make daily existence seem like a

Hollywood version of life at home. According to the Washington Post, in Fallujah, just west of

Baghdad, waiters in white shirts, black pants, and black bow ties serve dinner to the officers of the

82nd Airborne Division in their heavily guarded compound, and the first Burger King has already

gone up inside the enormous military base we’ve established at Baghdad International Airport.

Some of these bases are so gigantic they require as many as nine internal bus routes for

soldiers and civilian contractors to get around inside the earthen berms and concertina wire.

That’s the case at Camp Anaconda, headquarters of the 3rd Brigade, 4th Infantry Division, whose

job is to police some 1,500 square miles of Iraq north of Baghdad, from Samarra to Taji. Anaconda

occupies 25 square kilometers and will ultimately house as many as 20,000 troops. Despite

extensive security precautions, the base has frequently come under mortar attack, notably on the

Fourth of July, 2003, just as Arnold Schwarzenegger was chatting up our wounded at the local

field hospital.... Our armed missionaries live in a closed-off, self-contained world serviced by its own

airline — the Air Mobility Command, with its fleet of long-range C-17 Globemasters, C-5 Galaxies,

C-141 Starlifters, KC-135 Stratotankers, KC-10 Extenders, and C-9 Nightingales that link our farflung

outposts from Greenland to Australia. For generals and admirals, the military provides 71

Learjets, 13 Gulfstream IIIs, and 17 Cessna Citation luxury jets to fly them to such spots as the

armed forces’ ski and vacation center at Garmisch in the Bavarian Alps or to any of the 234

military golf courses the Pentagon operates worldwide. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld flies

around in his own personal Boeing 757, called a C-32A in the Air Force.

Colonialism – SOFA Link

SOFA costs the Japanese a ton of money – we’re currently  violating SOFA by making them fund bases

Johnson 2004 (Mr. Johnson's newest book is The Sorrows of Empire: Militarism, Secrecy, and the End of the Republic [Metropolitan Books]) “America's Abominable Record in Okinawa” http://hnn.us/articles/2867.-html

There is nothing particularly unusual about this manifestation of American military imperialism in Okinawa except for its concentration. It offers scenes that are easily reproduced in Germany, Italy, Kosovo, Kuwait, Qatar, Diego Garcia, and elsewhere, including more recently Afghanistan, Central Asia, and Iraq. However, one distinguishing feature of the Okinawan bases is how much money the Japanese government pays to support them-some $4.25 billion a year out of a total annual cost of approximately $7.6 billion It does so in part to keep American soldiers well out of sight of mainland Japanese -- much as the Tokugawa Bakufu quarantined Dutch merchants on the island of Deshima -- because fully enfranchised Japanese citizens would not tolerate them. It also hopes to keep them happy living in the Japanese equivalent of Puerto Rico, a culturally heterogeneous part of the country that Japan forcibly annexed in 1879 and that has long been subject to official and popular discrimination by mainland people and authorities. The Japanese press refers to these base-support payments as the omoiyari yosan (sympathy budget), meaning sympathy for the poor Americans who cannot afford their expansive foreign policy. The SOFA covering American forces in Japan says that the United States will cover all costs of the deployments (art. xxiv) but since 1978, when the omoiyari yosan came into being, the Japanese government has in fact paid more than half. No other nation offers such lavish "host nation support" to the United States.

Colonialism – Local Opposition

The local population does not want the base to stay in Okinawa

OWAAMV 2007, (This article is based on reports to the East Asia-US Women’s Network Against Militarism prepared by Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence) “Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence” March 2007 Accessed from http://www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf on June 30, 2010.

There is a strong anti-militarist tradition among Okinawan people that goes back many generations. The Ryukyu kingdom (as Okinawa was called) was involved in trade from the 13th century. There was a spirit of openness to outsiders, and a rejection of military attitudes as antithetical to making connection with others. This long-standing anti-militarist perspective was reinforced by the devastation experienced by Okinawans during the Battle of Okinawa in 1945. The continued presence of the U.S. bases is challenged by anti-war landlords, organized labor, religious groups, women’s organizations, and political organizations, with increasing demands for self-determination over the past few years. The abduction and a rape of the 12-year-old girl, mentioned above, revitalized popular opposition to the U.S. bases. In October 1996, a year after this incident, a majority of voters opposed U.S. bases in a Prefecture-wide referendum. Under the Special Action Committee on Okinawa (SACO) there is a US.-Japan proposal to return 20% of the land used for U.S. bases to local control, including the Futenma Marine Corps Air Station. However, both governments proposed its replacement by a “floating heliport” off the coast of Henoko, Nago. The heliport construction would destroy an area of coral reef and sea grass that is the habitat of the Okinawan manatee (dugong), a rare variety of seacow. They are an endangered species, particularly susceptible to sound. Despite strong pressure from Tokyo, local people voted against the heliport proposal in a (non-binding) referendum in Nago, December 1997. Governor Ota also opposed it, and earned great disfavor with Tokyo officials who cut off promised funding for development as a result. Governor Inamine accepted the idea of a joint commercial-military airfield in the north of Okinawa, considered a compromise proposal. Since he was elected, over 35 anti-bases and environmental groups joined together in an anti-heliport association called the Anti-Relocation Association. The heliport proposal met with strong protests by Okinawans as well as mainland Japanese supporters for nearly a decade. The protest became especially difficult when the government started to build towers in the ocean for test drilling. People took to the ocean in small boats and kayaks to obstruct construction. Others maintained a daily vigil on the beach for over a year. Protestors succeeded in defeating the heliport plan, but Tokyo then proposed constructing a new runway by the coast on land that is part of Camp Schwab. Japanese officials claim that this will create less environmental damage than the original offshore plan, but that is doubtful as it means building into the ocean well beyond the current coastline. Besides, this proposal will still cause noise pollution. Local residents, especially from Ginoza village next to Henoko, will be directly affected by over-flying and they have been at the center of strong protest in addition to the protest already going on in Henoko area. Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence noted that SACO announces no downsizing of military forces.􀌍􀌓 Rather, they argue that because facilities will be moved to other locations, the SACO proposals represent a modernization and build-up of U.S. military facilities in Okinawa and mainland Japan.


Colonialism Adv – Presence

Presence is directly liked to the suffering of people in Okanawa

Yoko Abe, 1 MA from School of Applied Social Science West Virginia University Division of Sociology and Anthropology, MANUFACTURING SECURITY: MASS MEDIA COVERAGE OF DEPLETED URANIUM WEAPON USE IN OKINAWA, JAPAN, http://wvuscholar.wvu.edu:8881//exlibris/dtl/d3_1/apache_media/6062.pdf
Despite the reversion of Okinawa to Japan in 1972, thirty-eight U.S. military bases still remain in the prefecture.
While the local residents’ entreaties to end their suffering from the consequences of the U.S. military presence remain strong, the U.S. and Japanese governments have adopted measures to maintain the U.S. military foothold. This study examined the viewpoints of six claimsmakers to illustrate an overlooked political process in the perpetuation of the U.S. military presence. The research applied a content analysis of newspaper articles appearing in the Okinawa Times following the disclosure of the U.S. Marine Corps’ use of depleted uranium weapons.
The study analyzed the degree to which the Okinawa Times connected the Okinawans’ experiences to those of other people around the world who are also suffering from the presence of U.S. military forces, and to the role of the strengthened bilateral military alliance in manufacturing the security required by corporate Japan.

The Okinawa bases erodes the local community

Joseph Gerson, 9 director of programs of the American Friends Service Committee in New England, Bases of Empire, p. 52

I was shaken by Okinawan and other Japanese descriptions of what it means to live in communities routinely terrorized by low altitude and night landing exercises, by crimes committed by GIs that regularly go unpunished, and about how people’s land had been seized to make way for U.S. bases and how these bases block economic and social development. I was upset by reports of the pervasiveness of prostitution and of seemingly endless sexual harassment and violence near U.S. bases. People shared their agonizing memories of military accidents: planes falling into schools, drunken military drivers who caused deadly accidents, and the destruction of people’s homes and property during military exercises. People also spoke of their shame at being complicit in U.S. wars and aggressions, especially the savaging of Vietnam. U.S. bombers and warships were launched from their communities, and much of Okinawa still serves as a jungle warfare training base. As people scarred by war and massive aerial bombardments, they could identify with the pain, suffering, and losses of other innocent Asians terrorized by the tsunami of U.S. bombs and military might. 

Removing the base would reconfigure US-Japanese relations and empower Japan to construct its own identity

Miyume Tanji, 7 "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" November 2007. http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
After the Cold War, alternative international relations perspectives expanded theoretical horizons. It became possible to open national security issues up to questions of national history, identity and culture. Constructivism is useful in addressing the oversights of realist and neo-realist, as well as liberal institutionalist theory. Within these expanded horizons Okinawa becomes an opportunity for Japan to begin reconstructing its identity in the international realm as well as vis-à-vis the US as an ally. The absolute closure of Futenma (i.e. without relocation within Okinawa) is also a demand consistent with the international norms such as human security, repudiation of militarism and gender violence, as well as arms reduction. Adhering to such norms would enable Japan to transform its image among nations in northeast Asia and the Asia-Pacific. Taking a more assertive position would also create breathing space in its currently exclusive relations with the US. Japan would become a sovereign rather than a ‘client state’. This would certainly contribute positively towards the building of a multilateral security regime in the region that is not controlled by the dominant US interests.


Militarism – Now Key Time

People are starting to realize militarism dominates every aspect of our life but won’t act in the status quo

Christine Ahn and Gwyn Kirk, 2009 (Washington, DC: Foreign Policy In Focus), "Fashioning Resistance to Militarism" 
In the silver lining to the devastating economic crisis, critiques of excessive military spending are now beginning to echo around Capitol Hill and throughout mainstream media. Federal budget priorities — and the billions of dollars tied up in the military budget — are coming under much wider scrutiny. For years, the National Priorities Project, WAND (Women's Action for New Directions), and War Resisters League have calculated the tradeoffs for military spending with readable pie charts, diagrams, and interactive websites to educate and empower ordinary people to take part in this policy debate. Yet what all the facts and figures cannot quite crack is the deeply entrenched military mindset that so dominates American society and culture. That's why in May 2005 we worked with the Women of Color Resource Center in Oakland, California to stage a popular education project, "Fashion Resistance to Militarism." Professional designers and home dressmakers created eye-catching outfits to deconstruct military policies. We wrote scripts for each runway that were read by a narrator as the models strutted their stuff. An enthusiastic crowd of 450 people convinced us that this unlikely genre is a highly effective way to discuss the militarization of culture in accessible terms and to get the audience thinking about heavy topics like the military budget or sexualized military violence. For all the talk of change, militarism hasn't gone away in the new administration. Despite campaign promises to sit down and talk with U.S. "enemies" and his recent announcement to withdraw U.S. combat troops from Iraq by 2011, President Barack Obama is deploying 30,000 more U.S. troops to Afghanistan and has announced increases in military spending as well as increases in the overall number of U.S. soldiers and Marines.

Militarism – Impact (War)

Militarism creates a self-justifying culture of death and destruction through imperializing the media

Boggs 05 (Carl Boggs is Professor of Social Sciences at National University in Los Angeles, Adjunct Professor at Antioch University in Los Angeles) “The Hollywood War Machine” Pg 4-5

THE PENTAGON has been increasingly sensitive about how the U.S. military presence around the world is depicted to mass publics. The film industry has a long partnership with the armed forces: military public relations offices typically review movie scripts in exchange for access to bases, equipment, stock footage, and expert consultation, all needed for "authenticity." The deep patriotic and militaristic content of most combat pictures, however, is rarely determined by stringent Pentagon controls over how producers, writers, and directors do their work, but flows from the larger political and media culture that is the repository of imperialist ideology. So attached are many Hollywood filmmakers to the combat spectacle with its enduring assumptions of superpower benevolence that they rarely wander far from the "bipartisan" foreign-policy consensus. Of course, the Pentagon would prefer to transform Hollywood movies into simple infomercials for the military, but no filmmakers nowadays would be ready to follow such a dictat. Phil Strub, longtime chief of the Pentagon's liaison office, has said that "any film that portrays the military as negative is not realistic to us," adding that combat-themed movies ought to satisfy three criteria: depict military life as "realistically" as possible, inform the public about U.S. military prowess, and assist in recruitment.4 Historically, this agenda has met with considerable success. As David Robb writes in Operation Hollywood: "Allowing the world's most powerful military to place propaganda into the world's most powerful medium -- unchecked and unregulated -- for over 50 years has certainly helped the Pentagon get more recruits for the armed forces and ever-increasing appropriations from Congress . . . "5 While there is a legacy of frequent, sometimes intense conflict over armed-forces guidelines, in fact Strub has been uniformly admired in Hollywood and few pictures have deviated much from the ideological consensus he fostered -- patriotism, a virtuous U.S. military, glorification of battlefield exploits, masculine heroism.6 Although the Pentagon has refused assistance to works like Memphis Belle, Courage Under Fire, A Few Good Men, and Oliver Stone's Vietnam trilogy -- all savaged for their "negative" images of the military -- the overall historical record is one of intimate collaboration serving both partners. From its earliest days, Hollywood promoted a culture of militarism, with mass audiences offered a regular diet of combat and action movies replete with graphic scenes of death and destruction. At first this contribution was muted owing to the relatively small scale of U.S. military power. But the studios quickly became fascinated with the combat genre (the dominant form if combat Westerns are included) since it guaranteed huge box-office returns given the nonstop action, graphic violence, appealing heroes, exotic settings, the contrived glamour of military life, and happy endings. The armed-forces brass naturally relished this kind of cinema too and worked diligently with filmmakers to glorify battlefield action and everything that surrounded it. During and immediately after World War II, combat movies dwelled on noble American military triumphs over evil monsters in the form of Hitler and Mussolini -- propaganda for the ultimate Good War, no reservations or apologies. The famous Why We Fight series, organized by Howard Hawks and other studio luminaries including John Ford and Frank Capra, exemplified this close alignment of Hollywood and the War Department. With great war dramas fresh in mind, the public was drawn to battlefield stories made more authentic owing by extensive use of stock footage and technical advances over earlier renditions of combat. Films released over the next two decades fit this pattern, assisted by swollen Pentagon public relations apparatus. To win such assistance, studios had to follow strict guidelines: no "negative images" of military officers, no excessive foul language, no "sexual improprieties" like adultery, only moderate drinking, and so forth.

Militarism – Impact (Environment)

Militarism leads to Environmental Contamination

OWAAMV 2007, (This article is based on reports to the East Asia-US Women’s Network Against Militarism prepared by Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence) “Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence” March 2007 Accessed from http://www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf on June 30, 2010.
Highly carcinogenic materials (fuels, oils, solvents and heavy metals) are regularly released during military operations, affecting the land, water, air, and ocean, as well as people’s health. Okinawan people suffer deafening noise from low-flying military aircraft. In other parts of Japan, U.S. planes cannot leave or land after 7pm. At Kadena Air Force Base in Okinawa, they can leave or land any time, and generate severe noise. Students in schools near the bases often have classes disrupted due to noise, and suffer from poor concentrations. Speaking to students and faculty at American University in October 1998, Mie Kunimasa said, I come from Ginowan City. My house is located 80 feet from the fence of the military base. Everyday is very noisy—day and night—without a break…Futenma Air Base is located in the middle of a very congested residential area. Sometime when I’m driving, I see very dark things flying in the sky. I fear that a jet might crash at any moment. She then played a tape of aircraft noise recorded in her house near Futenma, and amplified it through the microphone. The noise was so loud that no one could hear her next words, but she went on speaking to show how everyday conversations and school classes are continually disrupted. On August 23, 2004, a U.S. Marine CH-53D Sea Stallion (a heavy assault transport helicopter) went out of control and crashed into the administration building at Okinawa International University. Immediately after the crash, U.S. Marines occupied a large section of the campus and the public road running alongside the damaged building, allowing no one—not even the police or university officials to enter the site. Some debris flew into surrounding homes as far as 300 meters (984 feet) from the site. Just 100 meters (328 feet) away was a gas station, and 150 meters away an elementary school and day-care center. Miraculously no was killed or injured. The U.S. Naval hospital initially reported that the pilot was in critical condition but the U.S. military did not release further information concerning the pilot or two other service members who were supposedly involved in the accident. Regular training exercises using live ammunition have caused forest fires, soil erosion, earth tremors, and accidents. In 1996, U.S. Marines fired depleted uranium shells into the ocean. The U.S. military defines this as a conventional weapon, but, officially, they are not allowed to fire depleted uranium in Japan. White Beach, a docking area in Okinawa for U.S. nuclear submarines, is an area where regional health statistics show comparatively high rates of leukemia in children and cancers in adults. In 1998, for example, two women from the White Beach area who had been in the habit of gathering shellfish and seaweed there died of liver cancer. Also local people are affected, sometimes killed, in traffic accidents caused by U.S. troops. In October 1998, for example, a U.S. Marine killed a young woman in a hit-and-run accident. Under the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA, Article 4), the U.S. is not responsible for environmental clean-up of land or water. As in Korea and the Philippines, host communities do not have adequate information on the extent of military contamination. The Japanese government does not release information about it. After the incident with the depleted uranium shells mentioned above, the U.S. government must inform local officials about military operations, but Okinawan people doubt that this is really working. After years of complaints from host communities about live-firing drills, the Japanese government arranged for them to be transferred from Okinawa to four sites in mainland Japan, at Yausubetsu (Hokkaido), Kita-Fuji and Higashi-Fuji (near Mt. Fuji), and Yufuin (Oita Prefecture, Kyushu). Besides damage to the land, and fires caused by these drills, another environmental hazard is the unexploded ammunition left at the sites. The Okinawa prefecture has had to pay for this to be cleaned up in the past. Now the military are seeding the bare hillsides from helicopters. The hills look green but local people are concerned about safety. Once the old firing ranges have been seeded it will be impossible to see the unexploded ordnance.

Militarism – Impact (Environment)

Militaries are notorious polluters and destroy environment.

Simon Doolittle 2003.  (graduate student at Columbia University’s Graduate School of Journalism)  “Ten Reasons Why Militarism is Bad for the Environment” March 2003 Accessed from  http://www.peri.umass.edu/fileadmin/pdf/s_doolittle_paper.pdf on July 1 2010
According to geographer Joni Seager, “anywhere in the world, a military presence is virtually the single most reliable predictor of environmental damage.” Since the end of

the Cold War, many plans to convert military bases to civilian use have been cancelled because the sites are contaminated beyond any hope of restoration. And military pollution isn’t limited to bases, it does significant damage to the environment at large. In the US – the world's most oil-thirsty country – the largest single consumer of oil is the Pentagon. Together, the world’s militaries consume as much petroleum as Japan – the world's second largest economy – and produce an estimated 6-10% of global air  pollution. As Seager concludes: “Militaries…that have little else in common share a distinctive environmental sensibility – namely, one of disregard.”

Militaries are exempt from environmental regulation.

Simon Doolittle 2003.  (graduate student at Columbia University’s Graduate School of Journalism)  “Ten Reasons Why Militarism is Bad for the Environment” March 2003 Accessed from  http://www.peri.umass.edu/fileadmin/pdf/s_doolittle_paper.pdf on July 1 2010
Militaries are routinely exempted from environmental regulations in the name of “national security”. In the US, many major environmental laws give the military dramatic regulatory loopholes, including the Clean Water Act, Clean Air Act, Occupational Safety and Health Act, all laws governing nuclear activity and waste, and many more. As the Military Toxics Project and the Environmental Health Coaltion observe, “These exemptions have serious consequences when … the Department of Defense and Energy are the nation’s leading polluters.” Internationally, a treaty banning plastic dumping at sea explicitly exempts militaries – despite the fact that the US Navy alone dumps over 5 tons of plastic overboard daily – and agreements governing foreign military bases almost never include provisions for environmental protection. Although the Pentagon tries to put a green spin on its activities with initiatives such as “green bullets,” which pollute soil less than conventional lead bullets, it fiercely resists regulation and aggressively covers up information about its pollution. One person fired from a military facility for voicing concerns over environmental health likened the intimidation directed at him to the work of the KGB and the Gestapo, calling it a “police state”. An EPA official once described the Department of Energy’s attitude about regulation of their nuclear activities as: “Look, Buster, don’t bug me with your crap about permits. I’m building atomic weapons.”


Feminism – Rape

Thousands of rights violations take place at Okinawa

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 252-3

During the 60-year post-war period, little has changed in Okinawa. The continued control of the island’s local economy by Japan and the United States still prevents its sound growth, and has jeopardized any Okinawan attempt to become economically independent from the U.S. base-related industries (Maedomari 1996).

In addition, crimes and accidents involving U.S. soldiers and dependants have caused fatalities in Okinawa. There were 4,790 criminal charges brought against U.S. military personnel between 1972 and 1995. Among them are 12 cases of murder, 355 of robbery, and 111 of rape (Arasaki 2000). It needs to be noted that there were many more unreported cases, and there are no official statistics available before the reversion. During the period of U.S. occupation, local authority did not have the right to arrest or investigate. After the reversion, the U.S. military was given jurisdiction in cases where crimes were committed by U.S. military personnel; thus many who have committed crimes have not been brought to justice under the Japanese judicial system.

Feminism – Rape

Militarism leads to Military Prostitution and Violence Against Women and Children

OWAAMV 2007, (This article is based on reports to the East Asia-US Women’s Network Against Militarism prepared by Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence) “Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence” March 2007 Accessed from http://www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf on June 30, 2010.
In the past, as many as one in thirty Okinawan women were employed as prostituted women for the U.S. military in “A sign” bars.􀌑 Entertainment districts were built close to military bases immediately after the war. In some cases U.S. military authorities returned land taken for bases to Okinawan planners for purposes of building entertainment areas.􀌒 In 1969, at the height of the U.S. War against Vietnam, the Okinawan police estimated that 7,362 Okinawan women were working in prostitution though others estimated this number to be 10,000 or more. Before reversion in1972, the discussion of an anti-prostitution law was brought up in the Okinawan government assembly on two separate occasions, but nothing was done because of the large economic benefit contributed by these women—larger than the agricultural industry (pineapple and sugarcane combined).􀌓 The women were coerced into prostitution through economic hardship, given the lack of meaningful alternatives. Although counted as part of the underground economy, their wages made a significant contribution to the Okinawan economy. Today, some 7,000 Filipinas (and the number may be much higher), whose home economy is far weaker than that of Japan, are the prostituted women—on entertainment visas—for U.S. military personnel in Okinawa, even though prostitution is illegal in Japan. On September 4, 1995, a 12-year-old girl was returning home at 8:30pm after shopping in a neighborhood store near a U.S. military base. Abducted by three U.S. servicemen in a car, her hands, eyes, and mouth bound with duct tape, she was raped, dumped out of the car, and left by the side of a road. Her assailants—two Marines and a sailor—had rented the car inside the base, purchased duct tape and condoms, and left the base with the purpose of abducting a woman and raping her. This incident was one more in a long history of violence against women that has continued in Okinawa throughout the postwar period. However, there were several things different about this case that resulted in a massive outpouring of grief and anger by Okinawan citizens: 1) The victim pressed charges; 2) The rape occurred during the Fourth UN Conference on Women in Beijing where violence against women was declared a human rights violation—this inspired confidence in Okinawan women, especially the large contingent that attended the UN Conference; 3) The rape occurred during the 50th anniversary year of the end of World War II, a time of reflection on 50 years of U.S. military presence in Okinawa; and 4) The age of the victim made it very clear that such violence claims victims without distinction. The rape of this girl was reported worldwide, but most crimes by U.S. troops (including rape, assault, and murder) are not. Official reports estimate more than 5,394 military crimes against Okinawan people from 1972 to 2005, with 533 of them heinous crimes (1972-2004). Arrested military personnel suspected of committing these crimes numbered 678. These crime figures are a conservative estimate as many crimes are not reported, perhaps especially violence against women. The bases are also associated with drug use and the spread of HIV/AIDS. Mixed-race Amerasian children fathered by U.S. troops have often been abandoned by their fathers an dexperience discrimination from local people.

Feminism – Violence Up

Violence is increasing over the past few years

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 263

OWAAMV established the first private rape crisis center in Okinawa in October 1995, culminating a long-time dream of those who had worked closely with survivors of sexual and gender-based violence in Okinawa. The center, Rape Emergency Intervention Counseling Center Okinawa, offers counseling to victims and supports them in their efforts to pursue lawsuits and to gain independence and autonomy. Through the activities of REICO, more and more cases of military violence, most of which had gone unreported to the police, were brought to the attention of OWAAMV women. The September 11 attacks, too, brought direct changes to the military violence against women in Okinawa. As training and base security intensified, there is a widespread sense that crimes committed by U.S. soldiers have increased or become more brutal, as the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq have clearly affected transfer plans and training. For example, in an August 2003 rape and assault case, the perpetrator might have returned to the United States had there been no war; however, his tour of duty was extended by 6 months, during which he committed the crime.


Environment – Bases Link

Military activities and construction in Okinawa destroy biodiversity

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
Next to the base economy, ‘development’ is the other sharp stake that keeps Okinawan dependence in place. In order to compensate the Okinawans for hosting the U.S. bases and to increase their standard of living, which had been far below the mainland at the time of reversion, the central government has invested huge sums of public money in the area10. The massive injection of funds has had its benefits, including much-needed infrastructural improvements and the establishment of five universities. Nevertheless, Okinawa remains the poorest prefecture (70% of national average per capita) with the highest unemployment (7.9% in 2000, compared to a national average of 4.7%) (Hein & Selden, 2003: 6). Furthermore, the application of modern Japanese style development has resulted in the decimation of Okinawa’s important and fragile environment; ‘riverways, beaches and land have been bulldozed and concreted. What is worse, air and water pollution, soil erosion and wider environmental degradation are ruining the coastline, eating away at the coral and posing a danger to marine life’ (Hook and Siddle, 2003: 5).
Basing in Japan will destroy highly sensitive biodiversity like coral

Los Angeles Times May 6, 2010 [http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/06/opinion/la-oe-johnson-20100506]
So was born the Nago option in 1996 (not formalized until 2006, in a U.S.-Japan agreement). Nago is a small fishing village in the northeastern part of Okinawa's main island and the site of a coral reef that is home to the dugong, an endangered marine mammal similar to Florida's manatee. In order to build a large U.S. Marine base there, a runway would have to be constructed on either pilings or landfill, killing the coral reef.


Solvency – Local Demands Key

Specific instances can start the anti-base identity

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
The emergence and current trajectory of the No Bases network provides a nat- ural study in the emergence of a new transnational movement. Moreover, the consolidation of a global anti-base network leads to several important questions for both transnational activists and scholars. Providing an overview of the emergence, characteristics, trajectory, and potential limitations of the transna- tional anti-base network, this article focuses on two broad questions relevant to transnational politics. First, what processes and mechanisms enabled local and transnational activists to form the international No Bases network? Second, how did activists juxtapose existing local anti-base identity and frames to emerging transnational ones? Following existing transnational movement theories, I argue that the global anti-base network slowly emerged through processes of diffusion and scale shift in its early stages. The onset of the Iraq War, however, injected new life into the transnational anti-base movement, eventually leading to several steps resulting in the inaugural International Conference for the Abolition of Foreign Bases in 2007. Although loose transnational ties existed among anti-base activists prior to 2003, the U.S. war in Iraq presented anti-base activists the global frames necessary to accelerate the pace of diffusion, scale-shift, and brokerage, and hence, the consolidation of a transnational anti-base network. The use of master frames linking military bases as ‘‘instruments of war’’ helped facilitate movement spillover from the global anti-war movement into the international anti-base network. These new activists were not necessarily grounded in any par- ticular local anti-base struggle in their home country. Paradoxically, however, even as No Bases leaders attempted to forge a new transnational identity, anti- base activists, as ‘‘rooted cosmopolitans,’’ continued to anchor their struggle in local initiatives.


Solvency – Local Demands Key

Making local demands is necessary to combat militarism 

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
Given the logical extension between foreign military bases and imperialism, one may be tempted to subsume anti-base movements within the larger frame- work of peace or global justice movements. Certainly, transnational anti-base activist networks intertwine and overlap with other coalitions found inside the ‘‘network of networks.’’ While acknowledging the close links across networks, however, I follow a logic similar to Hadden and Tarrow (2007, 361) in justifying an analytical separation between the anti-base network and other transnational forms of contention loosely defined as global justice. Even if anti-base move- ments inherit activists and adopt similar collective action frames from the global justice movement, the two groups’ ‘‘targets, goals, and modes of action may dif- fer’’ (Hadden and Tarrow 2007, 361). Additionally, lumping these actors into a single, broadly defined heading becomes problematic from both a theoretical and empirical standpoint when studying the dynamics of contention in an emerging transnational network. As I argue later, the emergence of the global anti-base network is related, but remains distinct from the global anti-war and global justice movements.


Solvency – Imperialism Frame

Utilizing the imperialist frame allows effective resistance to basing

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
Without denying the importance of previous anti-base solidarity efforts, I argue that the Iraq War enabled anti-base activists to take advantage of global frames to accelerate the process of organizing an international network against foreign military bases. For sure, a small space at the transnational level existed even prior to the Iraq War through processes of diffusion and scale shift. The Iraq War, however, facilitated a horizontal spillover process. In particular, anti-base actors active in broader anti-war and global justice movements acted as brokers, taking concrete steps in forming an international anti-base network. Through frame- bridging and frame extension, anti-base activists were able to reframe the bases issue. A master frame identifying military bases as ‘‘instruments of war and impe- rialism’’ naturally resonated with actors in the larger ‘‘network of networks.’’ Whether intentional or not, this master frame helped solidify a transnational anti-base identity. Paradoxically, however, I argue that even as actors crossed hor- izontal divides and vertical gaps to come together at the transnational dimen- sion, transnational identities did not necessarily replace national ones, confirming the notion of transnational activists as ‘‘rooted cosmopolitans.’’ This conclusion is supported by the author’s findings through participant observation, group discussions, and a preliminary survey conducted at the 2007 International No Bases conference. Figure 1 highlights the vertical and horizontal processes behind the emerging international No-Bases network.


Solvency - Framing

More framing evidence

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
For instance, in the Asia-Pacific context, the Nuclear Free Philippines Coali- tion (NFPC) and the People’s Task for Bases Cleanup hosted a conference in the Philippines bringing together NGOs from Okinawa, Japan, Korea, Puerto Rico, Panama, and the U.S. to discuss environmental and sovereignty issues related to U.S. bases. Via a combination of relational diffusion (Tarrow 2005, 144) and brokerage, these activists had come into contact with each other through established lines of interaction through other networks, such as the peace or environmental movement. Fr example, Cora Fabros, a long-time peace activist with NFPC, had come into contact with Okinawans in the 1980s through her work in the nuclear-free Philippines movement. Environmental activists at Green Korea United (GKU) in South Korea, who were increasingly turni4ng their attention towards environmental issues stemming from U.S. bases, also came into contact with People’s Task Force for Bases Clean-up (PTFBC) to learn and exchange information.

While activists shared information about U.S. bases through existing lines of interaction, information also transferred between previously unconnected social sites: for instance, between South Korean environmental groups in Seoul and Philippine peace activists in Manila. Relational diffusion also helped strengthen transnational ties between anti-base movements in Vieques, Puerto-Rico; Maeh- yangri, South Korea; and Okinawa Prefecture, Japan in 2000. All three communi- ties were affected by noise and environmental pollution. In the case of Vieques and Maehyangri, local residents faced the dangers of live bombing and firing practice by U.S. aircraft. Diffusion helped activists in different countries see their struggles as ‘‘sufficiently similar to justify common action’’ (McAdam, Tarrow, and Tilly 2001; 334). The shift in scale of localized action to the transnational level can be observed by emulation of protest tactics across all three locations in the form of a human chain extending around the contested military bases in Vieques, Maehyangri, and Okinawa.5  Differing from merely repeated forms of local contention on the national or international stage, scale shift represents a transformation in the nature and meaning of both movement and actors. For anti-base movements, scale shift requires moving the scope of object of anti-base claims beyond specific military base sites to foreign bases in other regions or countries. The movement’s target will also expand to include governments of other countries hosting bases, as well as the United States. Likewise, the addition of new actors and alliances mobilized base campaigns as the movement shifts from the domestic to transnational level (della Porta et al. 2006, 62; Tarrow 2005, 121). Local anti-base actors gradually gained awareness and networked with other local and national anti-base campaigns taking place in different parts of the world to form the beginnings of a broader transnational anti-base network. How- ever, prior to the post-Seattle wave of transnational global peace and justice movements, attempts by internationally conscious local anti-base activists to shift beyond national borders took place on an ad hoc basis. Activists were able to jointly plan anti-base events and create space for international collaboration, but were unable to maintain broadened objects and frames beyond the level of rhet- oric. Local and national activists were still largely caught up in their own domes- tic struggle, wearing their transnational hats only when participating in international events.6 Among ‘‘local’’ actors, some anti-base activists, in conjunction with their local or national organization, joined international coalition groups which were part of the larger global justice movements. This shift in activity from local anti-base actors into larger, transnational campaigns is denoted in Figure 1 by the dotted- line arrow between A1 to B1. Although many of these campaigns focused on broader globalization issues, international campaigns and forums created an alternative transnational space for ‘‘local’’ anti-base actors to share and discuss their anti-base struggles. Thus the rise of the broader anti-globalization move- ment helped facilitate transnational interaction regarding foreign military bases.

Solvency – Post Iraq Opening

Iraq created an opportunity for global frames against basing to succeed

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
As indicated in Figure 1, the Iraq invasion provided the favorable context enabling transnational anti-base advocates, here acting as brokers, to link with activists and organizations from the broader peace and social justice movements. Differing from previous attempts to build international solidarity, the 2003 Iraq War galvanized anti-base actors to take direct, concrete steps in building a global No Bases coalition. The Iraq War provided anti-base activists with two benefits. First, the March 2003 invasion gave anti-base actors a sense of urgency in form- ing an international anti-base network. As one anti-base activist retorted, ‘‘It was first Afghanistan, but primarily Iraq which put the whole bases issue on the table. If it weren’t for Afghanistan and Iraq, we wouldn’t even be gathered here in this room.’’7 The use of U.S. overseas military bases for the preparation and eventual invasion of Iraq highlighted the urgency in abolishing foreign military bases. The important connection between Iraq and foreign military bases was later included in the No Bases conference declaration, signifying the role recent U.S.-interventions played in framing the anti-base debate.8
Second, the Iraq invasion allowed anti-base activists to recast collective action frames into broader terms, bringing new meaning to a global anti-base move- ment (Benford and Snow 2000; della Porta et al. 2006; Oliver and Johnston 2000; Snow et al. 1986; Snow and Benford 1988, 1992). Through a process of frame-bridging, defined as linking ‘‘two or more ideologically congruent but structurally unconnected frames regarding a particular issue or problem,’’ (Snow et al. 1986; 467) anti-base activists capitalized on the increased attention and opposition to the Iraq invasion by publicizing the role of foreign bases in perpet- uating war and global imperialism. Moreover, the No Bases international organiz- ing committee (IOC) linked the local anti-base movement to the broader context of global peace and justice. IOC delegate Herbert Docena referred to the anti-base network as ‘‘an organizational vehicle which would gather the broadest, most diverse array of groups within the global movements for peace and justice and which can advance globally coordinated campaigns for the aboli- tion of foreign military bases while providing continuing and sustained support to the local struggles against these bases throughout the world’’ (Docena 2007). Identifying the No Bases movement as part of the ‘‘movement of movements,’’ Docena (2007) continued, ‘‘We should see ourselves as an integral part of (the movement of movements)—not separate from it—in order to conceive of our role and our actions as contributing to a global force for change.’’

The Iraq War contributed to the horizontal spillover process by allowing anti- base activists who were also part of the global anti-war movement and ⁄ or the glo- bal justice movement to utilize global frames to draw in activists outside the anti- base movement camp. These actors outside of ‘‘local’’ anti-base struggles were drawn to the movement because the No Bases network emphasized bases as instruments of war, militarism, imperialism, and injustice. It comes as no surprise that many of the actors sitting on the IOC represented organizations actively par- ticipating in the global justice movement and the anti-war movement. Conse- quently, anti-base activists serving on the IOC, whether consciously or not, were acting as brokers between two related, but ultimately different campaigns. Table 1 below provides a list of organizations represented in the initial IOC. One will note the strong representation of peace and anti-militarist groups in the IOC. This suggests at least the plausibility that IOC members acted as movement bro- kers, facilitating the process of movement spillover.9


Solvency – Militarism Framing

Framing issues within the rubric of militarism allows for global struggles against basing

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
Although the 2007 No Bases conference concluded with many questions still unanswered, the drafting of the conference declaration marked a milestone for the emerging transnational anti-base network since its inception in 2003. Consis- tent with the initial frame-bridging which linked the Iraq war to overseas bases in the Jakarta Peace Consensus, the 2007 Quito declaration adopted a ‘‘master frame’’ connecting bases to war and militarism. The declaration stated, ‘‘[f]oreign military bases and all other infrastructure used for wars of aggression violate human rights...They are instruments of war that entrench militarization, colonialism, imperial policy, patriarchy, and racism. The United States-led illegal invasions and ongoing occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan were launched from and enabled by such bases. We call for the immediate withdrawal of all foreign troops from these lands and reject any planned attack against Iran.’’ At the heart of the declaration, activists added, ‘‘[w]e call for the total abolition of all foreign military bases and all other infrastructure used for wars of aggression, including military operations, maneuvers, trainings, exercises, agreements, weapons in space, military laboratories, and other forms of military interventions.’’ This mas- ter frame identifying bases as ‘‘instruments of war’’ continued to reify paths of diffusion and brokerage, drawing in participants for the broader anti-war or glo- bal justice movements through a spillover process.


Solvency – Cosmo

Rooting global rejections in militarism within global struggles provides a bridge to successfully combat oppressive forces

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
The choice between local and global is admittedly a false dichotomy. Although an activist may identify more closely with their local movement over the global anti-base movement or vice-versa, to some degree, actors identify with both move- ments. In response to a question asking whether one identifies more with the local or global movement, a Philippine activist and IOC member reported, ‘‘[i]t is important for me to say both (emphasis hers). My work and grounding in the national anti-bases movement in the Philippines is what I carry and take with me as part of the Global No Bases Movement. Both works have to be integrated. I can not be an effective member of a global No Bases movement if I am not grounded in our own local struggle in the Philippines.’’24 This comment is tell- ing because it sheds light on the identity of transnational anti-base activists. The IOC member’s comment confirms what scholars have earlier argued about transnational activists: they are ‘‘rooted cosmopolitans.’’ The notion of a rooted cosmopolitan is what enables activists to connect their local frame of movement with the global No Bases movement.


Solvency – Move Back Home

The US should move the base back to the US
Los Angeles Times May 6, 2010 [http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/06/opinion/la-oe-johnson-20100506]
I find Hatoyama's behavior craven and despicable, but I deplore even more the U.S. government's arrogance in forcing the Japanese to this deeply humiliating impasse. The U.S. has become obsessed with maintaining our empire of military bases, which we cannot afford and which an increasing number of so-called host countries no longer want. I would strongly suggest that the United States climb off its high horse, move the Futenma Marines back to a base in the United States (such as Camp Pendleton, near where I live) and thank the Okinawans for their 65 years of forbearance.

****Defend This House****


AT: Base Economy

Bases do not help local populations via economics – they make the local people targets of aggression

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 27

Evidence for the second, national economic interest rationale can be found in the history of base negotiations and the establishment of U.S. bases in countries with key strategic resources, for example, along the routes of numerous oil and gas pipelines in Central Asia and the Middle East from 2001 on, and the renewed interest in basing in Africa, from which fully one quarter of U.S. oil imports are expected by 2015.14 The profits from the bases’ presence have gone first of all, however, to the corporations who build and service the bases. Halliburton Corporation’s former engineering and construction subsidiary, Kellogg, Brown, and Root (KBR), is the largest private contractor working for the Pentagon in Iraq. In July 2006, the Department of Defense announced that it would no longer rely solely on KBR as the caretaker of U.S. troops abroad; however, the contract for this work has earned Halliburton $15 billion between 2001 and 2006 (see Engelhardt, this volume).15 The altruism or “foreign aid” argument must contend with the nature of U.S. strategic thinking about bases, which often centers on planning and equipping the bases for expeditionary warfare rather than local or defensive warfare. To take just two examples, U.S. bases in the Philippines were used to wage war on Vietnam, and U.S. bases in Germany to transport material to fight the war in Iraq. The costs for local economies and polities of hosting military bases can be substantial. They include immediate debits such as pollution, noise, and crime which cannot be offset by soldiers’ local spending or employment of locals, and a number of other economic costs, to be detailed below. Moreover, U.S. bases used in this way are perhaps more likely to make countries the target of attacks for having allied themselves with the United States than they are to protect it. 


AT: Base Economy

The base economy is just a euphemism for gender oppression – it fosters prostitution and sexual abuse

Miyume Tanji, 7 "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" November 2007. http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
In the Okinawan context, US bases have created dilemmas at historical, moral as well as economic levels. The first military bases in Okinawa were those constructed by the Japanese military during World War II. They were lost to the Americans in the bloody Battle of Okinawa and extended in the course of the US occupation. The Okinawans lost 160,000 or one-third of their residents’ lives in the Battle of Okinawa. This experience is different from that of mainland Japanese experience of war – reified in Nagasaki and Hiroshima – because of Okinawa’s identity. For over four centuries, from 1429 onwards, Okinawa was a sovereign nation – the Ryukyu Kingdom – until it was annexed by Japan in 1879, only 70 years before WWII. During that time, Okinawan citizens were subjected to discrimination and described as ‘backward’ second-class citizens, who had to learn the Japanese language, and were pressured to assimilate.

Japanese military’s aggression towards the local residents during the Battle of Okinawa continues to be a source of conflict between the residents and the Japanese government whose official position involves denial of all wrong doing.2
It is important that today’s US military presence is understood as an extension of the history of Okinawa’s abuse and marginalisation by Japan. The experience of war as a colonial appendage and, quite literally, as a battlefield, gave rise to an absolute pacifism that constitutes what being ‘Okinawan’ means today. It also informs the collective identity of diverse anti-base social movements and energises their activism (Tanji 2006, Chapter 4). Continuing complicity in war by hosting US forces – and the Japanese Self Defence Forces for that matter – thus poses an acute moral dilemma for the Okinawans. In addition to that, the US military presence has contributed to Okinawa being the most impoverished, crowded, and polluted prefecture in Japan. Its economy continues to be dependent on the military presence in a variety of ways including the fostering of a large and abusive sex industry. Autonomous city planning is impossibly restricted by the space occupied by the US forces. Okinawa remains a service industry economy and servicing the bases is its main business. It is a “base economy” and is reliant on direct revenues from the US military and, even more so, on Japanese government’s special budgets paid to the communities as compensation for hosting military bases.


AT: Don't Solve All Militarism

Okinawa is the key part of the US military strategy

Takashi Yamazaki, 9 Ph.D. Department of Geography, Osaka City University, " Global military deployment, urban protest, and the framing of discontent: The case of Okinawa, Japan". International Political Science Association World Congress http://www.lit.osaka-cu.ac.jp/user/yamataka/IPSA09_Yamazaki.pdf
The Declaration redefined the Japan-U.S. security arrangements as maintaining the existing security arrangements not only for Japan, but also for the Asia-Pacific region as a whole. The sphere which the Japan-U.S. security arrangements would influence was also correspondingly enlarged from the territory of Japan to the Asia-Pacific region. This indicates that the Japan-U.S. political economic alliance reconstructed the division of labor and cooperation in the region after the Cold War (Grant and Nijman 1997). Thus, the end of the Cold War did not significantly change the nature of the Japan-U.S. security arrangements, but the alliance was reinforced against newly-emerging instabilities and uncertainties in the post-Cold War world. Therefore, through the postwar Japan-U.S. security arrangements, Japan’s national security has been tightly incorporated into the geopolitical pasture of global U.S. military presence. In this sense, U.S. pasture at the global scale has conditioned/restrained the autonomous shaping of Japan’s national security policy while the Japan-U.S. security arrangements have functioned as one of the key regional frameworks for U.S. global military strategy.


AT: New basing

The base will not be moved

Reuters, June 23, 2010. http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65M0TS20100623
Hatoyama had raised the hopes of Okinawa residents before the DPJ's landslide election win last year that Futenma could be moved off the island, but he failed to find a replacement site elsewhere in Japan or outside the country. Washington and Tokyo have agreed to work out by the end of August a detailed plan, including a relocation site, but Japan's defense minister has already expressed doubts over how smoothly the deal can be implemented. An election for the governor of Okinawa is due in November and the result could also affect the airbase deal, coming near the time when Obama is expected to visit Japan for an Asia-Pacific leaders' summit.

The base will not get moved

Reuters, June 15, 2010. http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65E0KU20100615?feedType=RSS&feedName=topNews
The governor of Japan's Okinawa told new Prime Minister Naoto Kan on Tuesday that a U.S.-Japan deal to move a U.S. base on the southern island will be tough to implement, in a sign the issue will keep haunting the government ahead of a July election. JAPAN Voter perceptions that Kan's predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, had mishandled a feud over the U.S. Marines Futenma airbase on Okinawa slashed government support and distracted close allies Washington and Tokyo. Under an agreement forged shortly before Hatoyama quit earlier this month, the two nations agreed to implement a 2006 deal to shift Futenma airbase to a less crowded part of Okinawa, host to about half the U.S. forces in Japan. "We greatly regret that statement (between the two countries on the agreement) and I said that the realization is extremely difficult," Okinawa Governor Hirokazu Nakaima told reporters after meeting Kan. Kan, whose rise to the top job last week has boosted voter support, repeated that he would honor the bilateral deal, Deputy Chief Cabinet Secretary Motohisa Furukawa said. But Kan, Japan's fifth premier in three years, will have trouble implementing the agreement given stiff local opposition. 


AT: New basing

Wont move it

Mike Shuster, ward-winning diplomatic correspondent and roving foreign correspondent for NPR News June 21, 2010. NPR, http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447
In Japan, the problem that led to the dissolution of former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's government now is vexing the new government. Earlier this month, Hatoyama resigned over the controversy about the continued presence of thousands of U.S. troops stationed on the Japanese island of Okinawa. He promised but failed to bring about their relocation. The new government in Tokyo is facing the same problem with little prospect of a solution. Many of the 18,000 U.S. Marines based in Japan are located at the Marine Corps Air Station Futenma on Okinawa. Over the years, Okinawans have pressed harder and harder to move the base away from their island. After the opposition Democratic Party of Japan pulled off a historic electoral victory last year, Hatoyama got caught by promises to close the base that he couldn't keep. He resigned after only eight months in office.


AT: Obama Not A Militarist

Obama is a deceptive militarist who will use anything to justify US conquest

Patrick Martin, 2009 (WSWS writer, International Committee of the Fourth International) “With Iraq Plan, Obama embraces US militarism” 
In extending the full-scale US occupation of Iraq for another 18 months, and acceding to the timetable already adopted by the Bush administration for a tentative pullout by the end of 2011, President Barack Obama has done more than betray the hopes of the millions of antiwar voters who supported his candidacy in 2008.

He has fully identified the incoming Democratic Party administration with the fraudulent arguments employed by the Bush White House to justify the ongoing war in Iraq, after its initial claims about "weapons of mass destruction" and ties between Iraq and the 9/11 terrorist attacks had been proven to be lies. Obama's speech to thousands of Marines at Camp Lejeune was an effort to legitimize the US conquest and occupation of Iraq and present the American military as an instrument of liberation rather than imperialist war and oppression. 
While candidate Obama described the Iraq war as one that "should never have been authorized and never been waged," President Obama gave a much different reading. "You have fought against tyranny and disorder," he told the assembled troops. "You have bled for your best friends and for unknown Iraqis. And you have borne an enormous burden for your fellow citizens, while extending a precious opportunity to the people of Iraq."

No one would know from this effusive description that the US intervention's main effect upon "unknown Iraqis" was to kill, maim and displace them. Some 1 million people have died since the US invasion in March 2003, including hundreds of thousands killed by US bombs, missiles and shells fired at civilian neighborhoods. Countless Iraqi civilians have been murdered at US checkpoints for the crime of not slowing down quickly enough.As for the "precious opportunity" allegedly extended to the people of Iraq, it is the right to vote for parties and politicians sponsored by the US occupation regime to preside over a society that has been virtually destroyed. Nearly six years after the US conquest, Iraq still does not have running water, electricity, adequate sewage and other necessities of modern life; unemployment is estimated at 50 percent of the adult population; there are some 4 million refugees in internal or external exile; and most Iraqi cities are divided into ethnic and religion-based neighborhoods separated by blast walls and checkpoints. Obama did not acknowledge, let alone disavow, the real motive for the US military onslaught—Iraq's vast oil wealth and strategic position at the center of the Middle East. That silence only demonstrates that the new president shares the fundamental goal of his predecessor, to strengthen the grip of American imperialism over the Middle East and Central Asia, source of the bulk of the world's oil and gas supplies. This fact was immediately recognized by the most fervent defenders of the Bush administration's aggression, including Senator John McCain, Obama's Republican opponent in the presidential election, other congressional Republicans, and the right-wing press. The Wall Street Journal, for instance editorialized in praise of Obama's Camp Lejeune speech, calling it "Obama's Bush Vindication." The Journal gushed: "Mr. Obama delivered a sober speech, offering a policy worthy of the Commander in Chief he now is." It singled out "Mr. Obama's implicit repudiation of his own positions as a candidate" by agreeing to keep a large US military presence in Iraq, as many as 50,000 troops, after the nominal August 2010 withdrawal date, an action that seeks to maintain "the strategic advantage" of a US puppet regime in the Persian Gulf.
As Obama explained in his speech, a major reason for the redeployment of some US forces out of Iraq is to have sufficient military power available to confront both "the challenge of refocusing on Afghanistan and Pakistan," and "comprehensive American engagement across the region."Millions of Americans voted for Obama, not because they believed that the war in Iraq was a distraction from the pursuit of broader imperialist goals, but because they regarded the unprovoked invasion and conquest of a sovereign nation as a crime, and opposed the predatory character of American foreign policy as a whole. Their voices have not the slightest impact on the formulation of policy in the Obama White House. As the events of last week demonstrate, it is the military-intelligence apparatus that calls the shots here. Obama did not make an independent decision as commander-in-chief, but rubber-stamped the course backed by one faction of the military establishment against the other. 
According to press accounts that followed Obama's speech at Camp Lejeune, the 19-month "withdrawal" plan selected by Obama was the preferred option of Defense Secretary Robert Gates and the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Gates confirmed, in an interview Sunday on NBC's "Meet the Press", that the Iraq field commanders, headed by Gen. Raymond Odierno, preferred a 23-month schedule for withdrawal, while the Pentagon brass, 
AT: Obama Not A Militarist

concerned about the need for troops in Afghanistan and being stretched too thin to engage in other potential conflicts, opted for the shorter timeframe. Obama did not replace any of the Bush administration's principal military decision makers when he took office. Instead, he retained Gates, Admiral Michael Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Odierno and General David Petraeus, head of the US Central Command and architect of the "surge" in Iraq. His embrace of militarism was demonstrated in the very fact that Obama chose to give the speech at a Marine base to an audience of uniformed troops, not in a civilian setting or through a televised White House address. The effect was to suggest that in the America of 2009, decisions on war and peace are of concern primarily to the military, with the American people relegated to the role of bystanders.

The whole process demonstrates the erosion of American democracy. The American people cannot, through voting in election after election, effect any change in the foreign and military policy of the government. The war in Iraq goes on, and the war in Afghanistan is being escalated, regardless of popular sentiments. 

AT: Spending Proves No Militarism

The budget is hiding military spending – there is rampant military investment

Christine Ahn and Gwyn Kirk, "Fashioning Resistance to Militarism" 9. [works with the Global Fund for Women (www.globalfundforwomen.org) and is a senior analyst with Foreign Policy In Focus, and member of Women for Genuine Security. March 10. http://www.commondreams.org/view/2009/03/10-5]

Christine Ahn designed a two-piece called the "Militarized National Budget." The chic camouflage jacket represents the half of the discretionary federal budget devoted to war, and the skirt shows the other half of the budget allocated to civilian needs. Patterned after a pie chart, the colors on the skirt are blue for health, yellow for energy, red for transportation, and purple for international affairs. Tucked between the pleats of the skirt is more camouflage, representing more military spending: the Veterans Administration sneaks into the health budget, Homeland Security creeps into transportation, NASA and nuclear weapons research is buried in energy, and international affairs money trains foreign troops. But that's not the full story. As modeled by Ellen-Rae Cachola (of Women for Genuine Security), underneath the military budget is a tank top featuring a corporate logo flag to show how billions of "defense" dollars go to Pentagon contractors, like Lockheed Martin, Boeing, and Northrop Grumman. And there's more. Hidden underneath the Uncle Sam hat is a long white ribbon representing the $700 billion-plus supplemental spending bill for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Since the United States doesn't have the money to finance these exorbitant expenditures, other nations - notably China but also Japan, Saudi Arabia, and Singapore - are bankrolling these wars. Ellen wears a China cap stuffed under patriotic Uncle Sam to represent the foreign lenders.


****2AC Off-Case Answers****


2AC: Hegemony DA

The existence of the Okinawa base will draw the US into conflict – this turns their realism claims

Doug Bandow, 10 Senior Fellow @ The Cato Institute, March 25. http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11617
The Japanese government needs to assess future dangers and decide on appropriate responses — without assuming that the U.S. Marines will show up to the rescue. It is Japan's decision, but it should not be based on the presumption of American intervention. Having made its decision, then Tokyo should reconfigure its forces. Fairness suggests a major drawdown from Okinawa irrespective of whose military is protecting Japan. If the U.S. disengaged militarily, these decisions could be made without pressure from Washington.

The two countries would still have much to cooperate about, including security. Leaving responsibility for Japan's defense with Tokyo would simply eliminate the unrealistic expectations engendered by the alliance on both sides. The governments could focus on issues of mutual interest, sharing intelligence, preparing emergency base access, and otherwise cooperating to meet international challenges.

The best way for Americans to help residents of Okinawa is to press Washington to reshape U.S. foreign policy, making it more appropriate for a republic than a pseudo-empire. With the rise of numerous prosperous allied and friendly states — most notably Japan, but also South Korea, Australia, India, and others — the U.S. should step back, prepared to deal with an aggressive hegemon should one arise but determined to avoid being dragged into routine geopolitical squabbles. Then Tokyo could chart its own destiny, including deciding what forces to raise and where to base them. The Japanese government could no longer use American pressure as an excuse for inaction in Okinawa. Then Okinawans finally might gain justice — after 65 long years.


2AC: Hegemony DA

The military security complex is complicit with the gender violence – it masks the dangers in the language of "security"

Kozue Akibayashi, researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 264-265

The East Asia–U.S.–Puerto Rico Women’s Network Against Militarism, which is made up of women from Okinawa, mainland Japan, Korea, the Philippines, the United States, Puerto Rico, and Hawai‘i, held its first international meeting in Naha, Okinawa in 1997. Participants identified common problems faced by the residents in the host communities of U.S. military from a gender perspective, including sexual and gender-based violence against women and children; environmental destruction caused by U.S. military training and operations; conversion of U.S. bases; unequal SOFA agreements between the U.S. government and the host nations; and conditions regarding Amerasian children in Asia fathered by U.S. soldiers. These interconnected issues illuminate the structural problems inherent in militarized security systems and militarism as analyzed by OWAAMV women: the military is a system that has subdued other nations and peoples through the legitimized display and use of power. The essence of military forces is their pervasive, deep-rooted contempt for women, which can be seen in military training that completely denies femininity and praises hegemonic masculinity.

Realism denies individual analysis

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p.243
One of the 47 prefectures of Japan, Okinawa has since the end of the Asia Pacific War in 1945 “hosted” 75 percent of those facilities located in Japanese territory that are exclusively used by the U.S. military and has played a crucial role in the U.S. military operations as the “keystone of the Pacific.” The reality of the lives of the people of Okinawa under long-term active foreign military occupation is often neglected within the realist paradigm of power politics. This chapter introduces the history of colonization of Okinawa and the struggle of the people, particularly women, who have called for an end to military occupation and for demilitariza- tion of the global security system. Okinawa prefecture consists of a vast semi-tropical archipelago of 160 islands located in the East China Sea, 40 of which are inhabited. Its land area represents 0.6 percent of the Japanese total, and its population of roughly 1.3 million constitutes 1 percent of the entire population of Japan. Its semi-tropical climate, natural beauty, and attractions such as coral reefs, which do not exist in other parts of Japan, make tourism the key industry. In Okinawa, agriculture was devastated by the Asia Pacific War, and after the war, self-sustaining agriculture and industry hardly developed as entire aspects of people’s lives were affected by the U.S. military bases; this was in strong contrast to the mainland of Japan, whose economy prospered during post-war reconstruction. Okinawa is known as one of the country’s most economically depressed prefectures, with an unemployment rate of around 8 percent, compared to the national average of less than 5 percent,1 and the lowest average per capita income in Japan.

2AC: Hegemony DA

Bases create conflict by generating insecurity – turning their hegemony arguments

Joseph Gerson, 9 director of programs of the American Friends Service Committee in New England, Bases of Empire, p. 47

“American imperial power,” former National Security Adviser Zbigniew Brzezinski once wrote, derives “in large measure from superior organization, from the ability to mobilize vast economic and technological resources promptly for military purposes” (Brzezinski 1998). Like the wars the United States has fought to create and then to maintain its global and regional hegemonies, from World War II and the Bushes’ Iraq wars, to Vietnam, Nicaragua, and Kosovo, the Pentagon’s twenty-first century “global strike” doctrine depends on the organization of military violence supported by a historically unprecedented U.S. global infrastructure of foreign military bases. Without its foreign fortresses, the United States could not have been an “Asian power,” or established hegemony in the Middle East – “the jugular vein” of global capitalism. If U.S. military forces had not guaranteed the survival of the Saudi monarchy, and maintained bases near Mecca and Medina, cities revered by Moslems, the world might never have heard of Osama Bin Laden. September 11 might still be remembered as the day Chilean president Salvador Allende was overthrown and died in General Pinochet’s CIA-backed coup d’état. Similarly, the Monroe Doctrine that declares all of Latin America and the Caribbean to be within the U.S. “sphere of interest” could not have been enforced without repeated invasions and other acts of subversion over almost two centuries.


2AC: Hegemony DA

Iraq and Saudi Arabia prove that US bases create more conflict than they deter

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 26

Critical observers of U.S. foreign policy, Chalmers Johnson foremost among them, have thoroughly dissected and dismantled several of the arguments that have been made for maintaining a global military basing system (Johnson 2004). They have shown that the system has often failed in its own terms, that is, has not provided more safety for the United States or its allies, and U.S. apologists fail to characterize what the bases actually do: while said to provide defense and security, the U.S. presence has often created more attacks rather than fewer, as in Saudi Arabia or in Iraq. They have made the communities around the base a key target of Soviet or other nations’ missiles, and local people recognize this. So on the island of Belau in the Pacific, site of sharp resistance to U.S. attempts to install a submarine base and jungletraining center, people describe their experience of military basing in World War II: “When soldiers come, war comes.” Likewise, on Guam, a common joke has it that few people but nuclear targeters in the Kremlin knew where their island is. Finally, U.S. military actions have often produced violence in the form of blowback rather than squelched it, undermining their own stated realist objectives (Johnson 2000).

Realism does not explain the security dynamic of East Asia

Cha, Victor D, professor and author, as well as former Director for Asian Affairs in the White House's National Security Council, International Studies Quarterly, June 2k Vol. 44, Issue 2

Realism offers an alternative interpretation of Japan-Korea outcomes. In East Asia's security-scarce environment, one might expect external threats (i.e., balance of threat) to be the primary determinant of relations. However, this too is deficient. First, high levels of threat have not resulted in high levels of cooperation between Japan and Korea. Indeed, what is most striking about this relationship is the degree of shared enemies throughout the Cold War but no shared security cooperation. Second, more subtle variations in the level of threat do not track consistently with changes in Japan-ROK interaction. For example, in accordance with Realist predictions, there are instances where low levels of threat correlate with less Japan-ROK cooperation (and vice versa); however, there are also instances where high levels of threat do not produce strong bilateral cooperation. And third, to say that external threats are all-determining is to say that historical antagonism effectively does not matter, which is an untenable position given even a superficial understanding of this relationship.[3]


2AC: Hegemony DA

Inevitability claims are hollow justifications for military bases – we need to challenge these representations of the world

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 33-34

Why and how are the bases tolerated and sustained in a world of nation-states where sovereignty and nationalism are still such important phenomena and when abuses of local people and environments so regularly occur? How are they accepted by the U.S. public, whose own Declaration of Independence focused on the British offense of “Quartering large bodies of armed troops among us” and “protecting them, by a mock Trial, from punishment for any Murders which they should commit on the Inhabitants of these States?” One of the most important explanations is that the bases are naturalized or normalized, meaning that they are thought of as unremarkable, inevitable, and legitimate. Bases are normalized through a commonly circulating rhetoric that suggests their presence is natural and even gift-like rather than the outcomes of policy choices made in keeping with the aim of pursuing a certain imperial vision of U.S. self- interest. Militarism is an ideology that supports such policies by suggesting that the world is naturally a dangerous place which requires the control brought by armies (Johnson 2004). Bases, then, are presented as simple safety devices against objective risks. Metaphorically, the military is spoken of as “arm” of the state, as having “posture,” “reach,” “stance,” and perhaps most tellingly, a “footprint.” These body images naturalize and suggest unity to what is in fact a very heterogeneous and socially constructed entity. Everyone involved, however – the true believers, the cynical opportunists, the managers and the nationalists – is participating in a complicated system of beliefs about the bases and Ameri- can power. By framing situations as requiring U.S. military access (the world is dangerous, terrorism must be dealt with by means of the most powerful military tools available, etc.), U.S. commentators suggest that the current military realignment and new base building in Korea, Guam, and elsewhere are inevitable. By focusing on existing bases as “facts on the ground” that new base planning must adapt to or augment, those commentators suggest there is no alternative, ignoring the many that critics have suggested. In these ways, discussion of alternatives to the projection of U.S. military power around the world is preempted. What is the cultural language of U.S. basing? Asked why the United States has a vast network of military bases around the world, Pentagon officials argue, first, via utilitarianism and realism, that the bases “project power” and so get things done for the United States, and, second, on humanitarian grounds, that the bases “project care” and provide things for other countries. 


2AC: Hegemony DA

The US wants to create the image that we’re the best and uses that to justify militarist expansion
Richard Stubbs & Geoffrey Underhill, 2004 (Oxford University Press), “The United States and Globalization: Struggles with Hegemony” Page 1 http://www.lehigh.edu/~bm05/research/US&globalization7.pdf

Of all the insensitive, if graphic, metaphors we’ve allowed into our vocabulary, none quite equals “footprint” to describe the military impact of our empire. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Richard Myers and senior members of the Senate’s Military Construction Subcommittee such as Dianne Feinstein (D–Calif.) are apparently incapable of completing a sentence without using it. Establishing a more impressive footprint has now become part of the new justification for a major enlargement of our empire — and an announced repositioning of our bases and forces abroad — in the wake of our conquest of Iraq. The man in charge of this project is Andy Hoehn, deputy assistant secretary of defense for strategy. He and his colleagues are supposed to draw up plans to implement President Bush’s preventive war strategy against “rogue states,” “bad guys,” and “evil-doers.” They have identified something they call the “arc of instability,” which is said to run from the Andean region of South America (read: Colombia) through North Africa and then sweeps across the Middle East to the Philippines and Indonesia. This is, of course, more or less identical with what used to be called the Third World — and perhaps no less crucially it covers the world’s key oil reserves. Hoehn contends, “When you overlay our footprint onto that, we don’t look particularly well-positioned to deal with the problems we’re now going to confront.” Once upon a time, you could trace the spread of imperialism by counting up colonies. America’s version of the colony is the military base. By following the changing politics of global basing, one can learn much about our ever larger imperial stance and the militarism that grows with it. Militarism and imperialism are Siamese twins joined at the hip. Each thrives off the other. Already highly advanced in our country, they are both on the verge of a quantum leap that will almost surely stretch our military beyond its capabilities, bringing about fiscal insolvency and very possibly doing mortal damage to our republican institutions. The only way this is discussed in our press is via reportage on highly arcane plans for changes in basing policy and the positioning of troops abroad — and these plans, as reported in the media, cannot be taken at face value.  

Perceived national security threats are used to construct an enemy other


Anuradha Chenoy, Professor, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, 2000, p.22.

National security perceptions and nationalism are instruments which most political parties use politically, though the degree may vary. Defense budgets are, thus, high priority items in most regimes, regardless of the parties in power. Right-wing political parties, based on national chauvinism, often raise a bogey of national Security threat to mobilize popular support and generate mass consciousness with a view to building a homogenized community of citizens, ready to pit itself against some "other" community, domestic or foreign, which is perceived as an enemy.


2AC: Hegemony DA

The base is no longer key to defend Okinawa – your impact are just a constructed threat

Irish Times, June 26, 2010. http://www.irishtimes.com/newspaper/world/2010/0626/1224273366535.html
“We were told that the bases were protecting us, but few here believe that now,” says Mao Ishikawa, an Okinawa-based photographer. “Soviet Russia is gone, we’re friendlier with China, and North Korea is a powerless country that would be destroyed if it ever considered attacking us. Everybody knows the bases are for America’s convenience.” Last September, the islanders thought they finally had a leader in Tokyo who might recalibrate the military scales when Yukio Hatoyama was elected prime minister, ending more than a half a century of rule by Washington’s staunch Cold War allies, the Liberal Democrats. Before taking office, Hatoyama had openly called for the US bases to be ejected from Japan. He promised to reject the 2006 deal and shift Futenma out of the prefecture.

Realism erases local stories and makes violence invisible

Miyume Tanji, 7 "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" November 2007. http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
This paper first critically analyses the mainstream understanding of the Futenma relocation issue mainly as an issue to do with domestic politics in Japan and Okinawa, at the expense of its important implications for Japan’s alliance with the US and relations with Asian neighbours. The 10-year inertia of the re-location of Futenma base has been linked to the locals’ protest against the new base construction, and the local governments’ constant demand to reduce the US military presence. Still dominant neorealist theory and influential liberal internationalist theory have contributed to excluding factors such as history, identity and local economy in Okinawa from any considerations on Japan’s foreign policy in an anarchic post-Cold War East Asian international relations. The paper explores the constructivist international relations perspective in order to examine how the local economic, cultural and historical experience of Okinawa can be conceptualised as a problem in a decision making domain relevant to the US-Japan security alliance and Japan’s foreign policy. The paper argues that Japan’s current policy on Futenma Air Base confirms itself as a junior rather than an equal ally of the US, while limiting the possibility of more autonomous multilateral security engagement with its Asian neighbors, especially China. In other words, Japan’s policy on Futenma Air Base relocation serves as a marker of the diplomatic direction of the country, at a crossroads of confronting its past war responsibility and constitutional change towards legitimate militarisation towards capability of attacking overseas.

Their use of a conservative foreign policy helps to sustain the gender violence of the status quo

Miyume Tanji, 7 "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" November 2007. http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
A number of questions present themselves here: Why has the Futenma relocation issue been framed so tightly as a domestic issue? Is local compensation the only issue and administrative resolution enough to settle everything? What would be gained by placing the Okinawan base question within a larger national and international security frame and inviting wider public participation in whatever discussion or debate might follow? Most fundamentally perhaps, what gets in the way of wider perspectives and more democratic forms of discussion? In the balance of this paper, I begin to explore this question in a more limited way, principally by considering how conservative international relations theory helps to sustain conservative foreign policy practice in seeking to maintain the status quo – a status quo in which Japan is a junior partner to the US and Okinawa both the prize, and the hostage.


2AC: Security Answers

Security politics result in arms races and conflict – not the other way around

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
The theoretical perspective of Realism dominated IR throughout the Cold War. And many would say it still dominates the discipline of IR and the practice of international relations today. In crude terms, Realists4 perceive a world comprised of sovereign states. Each unitary, rational state acts in its national interest to try and maximize power in a system of international anarchy. The order within each state is contrasted with the chaos and ‘state of nature’ beyond its borders. Since war remains a possibility in this self-help system, states must have sufficient power, in terms of arms and access to resources, to fend off external enemies. Weapons are power, and when it comes to the crunch, might is right and it is unrealistic to think otherwise. However, as one state increases its military capabilities in an effort to increase its security, other states are likely to interpret this as a threat to their own security and a destabilizing arms race may develop. In periods of stability, brought about by a balance of power between states, other issues may move up the political agenda, for example, economics or even the environment, but security – ensuring the continued survival of the state – will always take priority.
An expansive definition of security is necessary to deal with global environmental problems

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
Although the security agenda had generally been synonymous with military power, in the 1980s assumptions about what counted as a security issue were expanded. In ‘People, States and Fear’, first published in 1983, Barry Buzan contends that security is multidimensional and should include military, political, societal, economic and environmental aspects. Buzan also raises the issue of what or who is being secured – the state or the individual? (Buzan, 1991: 42). According to Buzan, the security of an individual will vary depending on the conceptual model of the state. A ‘maximal’ state has interests of its own that may be prioritized over individual needs. A ‘minimal’ state, on the other hand, is more responsive to the needs and values of individuals and is judged according to how its foundations ‘impact on the interests of its citizens’ (Buzan, 1991: 39). However, Buzan concludes that ‘there is no escape from contradictions between individual and national security’ (Buzan, 1991: 42). This broadening of the security agenda is not based on altruism but on a ‘larger sense of collective self interest’ (Tickner, 1995: 181). Common dangers, such as nuclear weapons and the degradation of the global environment, challenge the sovereign limits of the state and require a concept of ‘common security’; security is, therefore, not the zero-sum idea of security of traditional Realist thought but interdependent.

2AC: Security Answers

Viewing the world through a realist lens results in recreating the harms of the 1AC

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
A Realist’s view of security is a specific construct of security that is ethnocentric (Anglo-American), militarized, patriarchal6 and methodologically positive7. In Realism the state aims to secure itself against external threats and dangers, but what should be defined as a danger? Booth points out that rather than the external threat to national security emphasized in Realism, the greater threat is often domestic/internal; ‘To countless millions of people in the world it is their own state, and not “The Enemy” that is the primary security threat’ (Booth, 1991a: 318). In ‘Writing Security’, David Campbell asserts that danger is ‘not an objective condition’ (Campbell, 1992: 1) but ‘an effect of interpretation’ (Campbell, 1992: 2). In studying how security is ‘written’ or constituted, Campbell sets out to highlight ‘how the very domains of inside/outside, self/other, and domestic/foreign – those moral spaces [are] made possible by the ethical borders of identity as much as the territorial boundaries of states’ (Campbell, 1992: vii). States, which ‘are never finished as entities’ (Campbell, 1992: 11), have unstable identities the boundaries of which are constructed and reconstructed by representations of external dangers (Campbell, 1992: 3) such that ‘the constant articulation of danger through foreign policy is thus not a threat to a state’s identity or existence, it is its condition of possibility’ (Campbell, 1992: 12).
Existing security relationship fails

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
The May 2006 U.S. – Japan Roadmap on Realignment of forces was heralded by both Washington and Tokyo as marking a new phase in the security alliance. The rhetoric is new but the underlying assumptions are not. The defence policy of Japan is currently based on one specific construction of ‘security’ – defence of the state against external threats in which national security so-defined is placed above all. This particular Realist interpretation of ‘security’ is constraining the choices and opportunities of the people of Okinawa (Hook & Siddle, 2003a: 8) and is, therefore, counter to the emancipatory form of security advocated by IR critical security scholar Ken Booth. The protests against and criticisms of Okinawa’s subjugation are alternative ideas of ‘security’ in practice, notions that take the interests of individuals and the protection of the natural environment into account; that take Article 9 seriously as an ideal to live by and not a vague guideline to ignore at will. Critics of the narrow definition of ‘security’ at work in Japan today urge a move toward an independent, credible foreign policy ‘supported by a logic of its own that has the consent of its own people’ (Gabe, 2003: 72) that is integrated with a stable regional peace rather than with the military force of the U.S. (Miyazato et al, 2006: 56). It is difficult to imagine the government and people of Japan voluntarily giving up the perceived protection of the U.S. military umbrella, but imagination is what is needed, the imagination to think differently and the courage to speak and act differently. ‘Security’ as currently interpreted in Japan is not a definition that works, for Okinawa or for the long-term stable peace of the country as a whole. If the word no longer works, it must be reworked.


2AC: Japan Rearm DA

Turn: Okinawa is used to erode article 9 – removing military presence will solidify the constitution

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p. 250-251

While the consequences and influences of the security treaty were not highly visible to mainland Japanese, they represented a threat to Okinawans’ everyday lives. It may not be a coincidence that the Okinawans’ memories of the most intense crimes committed by U.S. soldiers overlap with the periods when the United States was engaged in fierce wars in Asia. For these soldiers, Okinawa was the last stop before actual deployment to the battlefields in Korea and Vietnam. A Vietnam veteran of the Marine Corps, Allen Nelson, recalled that his training became more realistic after he and his fellow marines arrived in Okinawa, where, for example, targets shaped like human figures were used in live ammunition training (Nelson 1999). He also recalled that the young soldiers’ behavior towards locals indicated that they believed that Okinawan people were not equal human beings. This attitude may explain the fact that during this period of the U.S. occupation, felonies committed by U.S. military personnel were rampant, but perpetrators were often not even identified (Military Base Affairs Office 1995). According to the 1956 Price Report of the Special Subcommittee of the U.S. House of Representatives’ Armed Services Committee, the U.S. military had expropriated 45,000 acres (about 182 square kilometers) of land for its military installations in 1945 without paying the landowners, on the grounds that this was an act of war.5 As it expanded its bases in the late 1940s and early 1950s, the United States intensified its expropriation of Okinawan land, reflecting U.S. foreign policy opposing the establishment of the People’s Republic of China in 1949. Okinawans saw this forced expropriation of their land as confiscation “by bulldozers and bayonets” (Arasaki 1996). The expropriation was a highly significant event in Okinawa’s contemporary history as well as in its history of resistance. Some landowners kept fighting to reclaim their land, whereas others accepted its loss in return for rent under the terms of a lease. The resistance to the expropriation of one of the smaller islands, Ie- jima, led to an islands-wide movement in the 1950s for a return of sovereignty over the islands to the Japanese government (Ahagon 1989; Chibana 1997). Having experienced U.S. domination, the people of Okinawa aspired to this reversion, since this would bring Japan’s new constitution, especially Article 9, into effect in Okinawa and therefore lead to Okinawa’s demilitarization. This aspiration led to their strong opposition to America’s precarious nuclear policy and the use of the bases in Okinawa during the Vietnam War. They also expected that if they returned to Japanese rule, the level of their living conditions would be adjusted to that of the mainland. 


2AC: Japan Rearm DA

The Okinawa base is a major irritant in the alliance

Miyume Tanji, 7 "FUTENMA AIR BASE AS A HOSTAGE OF US-JAPAN ALLIANCE: POWER, INTERESTS AND IDENTITY POLITICS SURROUNDING MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA" November 2007. http://wwwarc.murdoch.edu.au/wp/wp147.pdf
At the same time however, Japanese government policy on the Futenma relocation issue and the limited framing of the debate signals the improbability that path (4) might be followed. And so it is clear that this local Okinawan issue, the relocation of Futenma, has serious implications for international security, Japan’s role in the region, its international/national security policy and outlook as well as impacting on the likelihood of constructing a multilateral security community based, perhaps, on a China-Japan leadership. On closer inspection, the framing of the debate serves not to insulate foreign policy decision

10making or to respect its overriding importance. It serves, rather, to favour some positions over others and provides some ways of making decisions over others. In 1996, the LDP Prime Minister Hashimoto issued a joint declaration on security with then US president Clinton, pledging Japan’s renewed loyalty as an ally. The US troops in Japan were to be kept at existing levels, and would be strengthened by integration with the Self Defense Forces (The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan: 1996). Regarding Okinawa, the US and Japan agreed on the return to Okinawa of the current Futenma Air Base on the condition that a substitute was constructed in another location in Okinawa. In the decade following the brief inter-state crisis of 1995, questions raised by an unhappy Okinawa again became a domestic issue, a conflict between Tokyo and Okinawa, and within Okinawa. Today, Okinawa, particularly Futenma Air Base and the protesters in Henoko, remains a sore point of the US-Japan alliance. The insecurity inherent in the alliance is concretised in the Futenma Air Base, a hostage to the bilateral alliance. This is clear from the words of former Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld: ‘if Futenma is not moving soon, the public opinion against the US forces might rise again and dismantle the US-Japan security alliance’(Ehata 2005: 84). The most conspicuous reminder of the colonial status of Japan and Okinawa ( and the source of much unhappiness) is the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) that allows US forces anachronistic ‘extraterritoriality’ (Johnson 2006: 172).3

US presence is driving a Japanese re-militarization

Joseph Gerson, 9 director of programs of the American Friends Service Committee in New England, Bases of Empire, p. 52

I also learned about the political context: the unequal U.S.–Japan Military Alliance that was secretly imposed by the United States on the Japanese people as the price for ending the formal military occupation in 1952, and the resulting loss of national sovereignty. Left unsaid was how the U.S. bases in Japan – some of which are still located in the nation’s capital – are designed to contain Japanese militarism which the United States has re-legitimated and revitalized over the decades as part of Washington’s global Cold War and post-Cold War strategies.


2AC: Japan Rearm DA

Rearm is a side effect of US-drive imperialism

István Mészáros, 2k1. Professor Emeritus at the University of Sussex, Monthy Reivew, https://www.monthlyreview.org/books/excerpts/socialismorbarbarism2.php
The real problem here is that a politician who openly argued for the nuclear armament of Japan and the use of military force as means to solve international disputes was given a cabinet seat. It is natural that other Asian nations have expressed grave concern over the matter. What is more, under a secret agreement with the US government, LDP governments have gutted the three non-nuclear principles (not to possess, manufacture, or allow nuclear weapons to be brought into Japan). Moreover, the recent “emergency legislation” is aimed at giving military operations by the US forces and the SDF [Self-Defense Force] priority in the event of war by mobilizing for war cooperation, commandeering commodities, land sites, buildings, and controlling ships, aircraft and electric waves. Such legislation will undermine the Constitution.7
Naturally, the new aggressive posture of the Japan-US Security Treaty is justified in the name of the necessities of Japanese defense. In truth, however, the “Common Defense” claimed in the legitimating report (quoted in note 5) has nothing to do with “defending Japan” against a fictitious aggressor, but everything to do with the protection and enhancement of US imperialist interests.

The US uses bases in Japan, including those in Okinawa, to carry out military intervention in politically unstable situations in South East Asian countries, including Indonesia. In May last year, when the Suharto regime went down in Indonesia, US Army Special Forces units suddenly returned to the US Torii Station in Yomitan village, Okinawa, via US Kadena Base in Okinawa. They had trained the special forces of the Indonesian Armed Forces (ABRI) which suppressed demonstrations in the country. The sudden return of the US Army Special units Forces indicated the secret activity that US Green Beret units in Okinawa had engaged in Indonesia.8
These dangerous policies and practices are imposed on the countries whose “democratic” governments meekly submit to all US dictates. As a rule the changes are not even discussed in the respective parliaments, bypassing them instead through secret treaties and protocols. And in the same spirit of cynical evasion, when for some reason they appear on the parliamentary agenda, they are bulldozed through, dismissing all opposition in the most authoritarian fashion. The politicians who in this way continue to “sow dragon seeds” seem to be oblivious to the danger of real dragons appearing on the historical stage in due course. Nor do they seem to understand or admit that the devastating flame of the nuclear dragons is not confined to a given locality—the Middle East or Far East, for instance—but can engulf absolutely everything on this planet, including the United States and Europe.

2AC: Japan Rearm DA

The alliance is unnecessary – it only fuels threat construction

Doug Bandow, 10 Senior Fellow @ The Cato Institute, March 25. http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11617
In fact, there's no reason for the U.S. to do either. Allies are a means to an end; the defense of America, not allies, is America's vital interest. Sometimes protecting other nations is necessary for U.S. security, as during the Cold War. But that world disappeared long ago. Enemy threats are far fewer and allied capabilities are far greater. True, politicians and analysts alike routinely term America's alliances "cornerstones" and "linchpins" of U.S. security, regional stability, and world peace. In reality, today's alliance are unnecessary at best and dangerous transmission belts of conflict and war at worst. Consider Japan. President Barack Obama says that "America's commitment to Japan's security is unshakable," but does that mean the U.S. forever must defend that nation? The 1951 military treaty committed Japan to "increasingly assume responsibility for its own defense against direct and indirect aggression." In fact, Tokyo is capable of defending itself. Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada recently expressed doubt that "Japan on its own can face up to such risks" as China, but Tokyo needs a deterrent capability, not superiority. That is well within Japan's means. Certainly the U.S. would be far more secure if its allies and friends created forces to discourage aggression and worked together to encourage regional stability, rather than depended on Washington. If the 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force located on Okinawa is not needed to defend Japan, then what is it for? South Korea vastly outranges the North on virtually every measure of power and can do whatever is necessary to deter North Korean adventurism. There also is much talk, offered unceasingly and uncritically, about maintaining regional stability. But what invasions, border fights, naval clashes, missile threats, and full-scale wars are the Marines preventing? And if conflict broke out, what would the Marines do? Launch a surprise landing in Beijing's Tiananmen Square during a war over Taiwan? Aid Indonesia, really the Javan Empire, in suppressing one or another group of secessionists? Help Thailand in a scrape with Burma triggered by the latter's guerrilla conflict spilling over the border? America has no reason to enter conflicts which threaten neither the U.S. nor a critical ally.


2AC: North Korea/ China

The base is a distraction from North Korea and China

Reuters, June 23, 2010. http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65M0TS20100623
The dispute over where to relocate the U.S. Marines' Futenma airbase has distracted Washington and Tokyo as the close allies try to cope with an unpredictable North Korea and a rising China.


2AC: China Threat Con

They represent China as an external object we can know and predict within an international game. This logic results in the “security paradox” and spiraling cycle of threats.

Chengxin Pan, '4 Department of Political Science and International Relations, Faculty of Arts, Australian National University, Alternatives 29 (2004), 305-33. 

Having examined how the "China threat" literature is enabled by and serves the purpose of a particular U.S. self-construction, I want to turn now to the issue of how this literature represents a discur- sive construction of other, instead of an "objective" account of Chi- nese reality. This, I argue, has less to do with its portrayal of China 

as a threat per se than with its essentialization and totalization of China as an externally knowable object, independent of historically contingent contexts or dynamic international interactions. In this sense, the discursive construction of China as a threat- ening other cannot be detached from (neo)realism, a positivist ahistorical framework of analysis within which global life is reduced to endless interstate rivalry for power and survival. As many critical IR scholars have noted, (neo) realism is not a transcendent descrip- tion of global reality but is predicated on the modernist Western identity, which, in the quest for scientific certainty, has come to define itself essentially as the sovereign territorial nation-state. This realist self-identity of Western states leads to the constitution of anarchy as the sphere of insecurity, disorder, and war. In an anar- chical system, as (neo) realists argue, "the gain of one side is often considered to be the loss of the other,"''5 and "All other states are potential threats."'•^ In order to survive in such a system, states inevitably pursue power or capability. In doing so, these realist claims represent what R. B. J. Walker calls "a specific historical artic- ulation of relations of universality/particularity and self/Other."^^ 

The (neo) realist paradigm has dominated the U.S. IR disci- pline in general and the U.S. China studies field in particular. As Kurt Campbell notes, after the end of the Cold War, a whole new crop of China experts "are much more likely to have a background in strategic studies or international relations than China itself. ""^^ As a result, for those experts to know China is nothing more or less than to undertake a geopolitical analysis of it, often by asking only a few questions such as how China will "behave" in a strategic sense and how it may affect the regional or global balance of power, with a particular emphasis on China's military power or capabilities. As Thomas J. Christensen notes, "Although many have focused on intentions as well as capabilities, the most prevalent component of the [China threat] debate is the assessment of China's overall future military power compared with that of the United States and other East Asian regional powers."''^ Consequently, almost by default, China emerges as an absolute other and a threat thanks to this (neo) realist prism. 

The (neo) realist emphasis on survival and security in inter- national relations dovetails perfectly with the U.S. self-imagination, because for the United States to define itself as the indispensable nation in a world of anarchy is often to demand absolute security. As James Chace and Caleb Carr note, "for over two centuries the aspi- ration toward an eventual condition of absolute security has been viewed as central to an effective American foreign policy."50 And this self-identification in turn leads to the definition of not only "tangible" foreign powers but global contingency and uncertainty per se as threats. For example, former U.S. President George H. W. Bush repeatedly said that "the enemy [of America] is unpredictability. The enemy is instability. "5' Similarly, arguing for the continuation of U.S. Cold War alliances, a high-ranking Pentagon official asked, "if we pull out, who knows what nervousness will result? "^2


2AC: China Threat Con

The 1ac represents china as an emerging threat to the United States. This form of threat construction results in a self-fulfilling prophecy culminating in war

Chengxin Pan, '4 Department of Political Science and International Relations, Faculty of Arts, Australian National University, Alternatives 29 (2004), 305-33. 

I do not dismiss altogether the conventional ways of debating China. It is not the purpose of this article to venture my own "observation" of "where China is today," nor to join the "containment" ver- sus "engagement" debate per se. Rather, I want to contribute to a novel dimension of the China debate by questioning the seemingly unproblematic assumptions shared by most China scholars in the mainstream IR community in the United States. To perform this task, I will focus attention on a particularly significant component 

of the China debate; namely, the "China threat" literature. More specifically, I want to argue that U.S. conceptions of China as a threatening other are always intrinsically linked to how U.S. policymakers/mainstream China specialists see themselves (as representatives of the indispensable, security-conscious nation, for example). As such, they are not value-free, objective descriptions of an independent, preexisting Chinese reality out there, but are bet- ter understood as a kind of normative, meaning-giving practice that often legitimates power politics in U.S.-China relations and helps transform the "China threat" into social reality. In other words, it is self-fulfilling in practice, and is always part of the "China threat" problem it purports merely to describe. In doing so, I seek to bring to the fore two interconnected themes of self/other con- structions and of theory as practice inherent in the "China threat" literature—themes that have been overridden and rendered largely invisible by those common positivist assumptions. These themes are of course nothing new nor peculiar to the "China threat" literature. They have been identified elsewhere by critics of some conventional fields of study such as ethnography, anthropology, oriental studies, political science, and international relations.* Yet, so far, the China field in the West in general and the U.S. "China threat" literature in particular have shown remarkable resistance to systematic critical refiection on both their normative status as discursive practice and their enormous practical implica- tions for international politics.^ It is in this context that this article seeks to make a contribution. 


2AC: China Threat Con

THEIR REPRESENTATIONS SEEK TO MAKE CHINA KNOWABLE AND A REFLECTION OF THE UNITED STATES. THIS RESULTS IN A POLICY WHERE WE OTHERIZE CHINA

Chengxin Pan, '4 Department of Political Science and International Relations, Faculty of Arts, Australian National University, Alternatives 29 (2004), 305-33. 

What does this U.S. self-knowledge have to do with the way in which it comes to know others in general and China in particular? To put it simply, this self-knowledge is always a powerful analytical framework within which other societies are to be known. By envisioning a linear process of historical development with itself at its apex, the United States places other nations on a common evolu- tionary slope and sees them as inevitably traveling toward the end of history that is the United States. For example, as a vast, ancient nation on the other side of the Pacific, China is frequently taken as a mirror image of the U.S. self. As Michael Hunt points out, we imagine ourselves locked in a special relationship with the Chinese, whose apparent moderation and pragmatism mirror our own most prized attributes and validate our own longings for a world made over in our own image. If China with its old and radically different culture can be won, where can we not prevail?^^ 

Yet, in a world of diversity, contingency, and unpredictability, which is irreducible to universal sameness or absolute certainty, this kind of U.S. knowledge of others often proves frustratingly elusive. In this context, rather than questioning the validity of their own universalist assumptions, the people of the United States believe that those who are different should be held responsible for the lack of universal sameness. Indeed, because "we" are universal, those who refuse or who are unable to become like "us" are no longer just "others," but are by definition the negation of universality, or the other. In this way, the other is always built into this universalized "American" self. Just as "Primitive ... is a category, not an object, of Western thought,"^^ so the threat of the other is not some kind of "external reality" discovered by U.S. strategic analysts, but a ready-made category of thought within this particular way of U.S. self-imagination. Consequently, there is always a need for the United States to find a specific other to fill into the totalized category of otherness. In the early days of American history, it was Europe, or the "Old World," that was invoked as its primary other, threatening to corrupt the "New World."3^ Shortly after World War II, in the eyes of U.S. strategists, the Soviet Union emerged as a major deviance from, hence an archenemy of, their universal path toward progress via the free market and liberal democracy. And after the demise of the Soviet Union, the vacancy of other was to be filled by China, the "best candidate" the United States could find in the post-Cold War, unipolar world
INSTABILITY IS AN EXCUSE FOR THE UNITED STATES TO CONTAIN CHINA’S RISE

Chengxin Pan, Department of Political Science and International Relations, Faculty of Arts, Australian National University, Alternatives 29 (2004), 305-33. 

In the same way, a multitude of other unpredictable factors (such as ethnic rivalry, local insurgencies, overpopulation, drug trafficking, environmental degradation, rogue states, the spread of weapons of mass destruction, and international terrorism) have also been labeled as "threats" to U.S. security. Yet, it seems that in the post-Cold War environment, China represents a kind of uncer- tainty par excellence. "Whatever the prospects for a more peaceful, more democratic, and more just world order, nothing seems more uncertain today than the future of post-Deng China,"55 argues Samuel Kim. And such an archetypical uncertainty is crucial to the enterprise of U.S. self-construction, because it seems that only an uncertainty with potentially global consequences such as China could justify U.S. indispensability or its continued world domi- nance. In this sense, Bruce Cumings aptly suggested in 1996 that China (as a threat) was basically "a metaphor for an enormously expensive Pentagon that has lost its bearings and that requires a formidable 'renegade state' to define its mission (Islam is rather vague, and Iran lacks necessary weights)."56

2AC: China Threat Con

THE CHINA THREAT BECOMES A SELF-FULFILLING PROPHECY 

Chengxin Pan, '4 Department of Political Science and International Relations, Faculty of Arts, Australian National University, Alternatives 29 (2004), 305-33. 

For other observers, China's otherness was embodied also in its demand for a U.S. apology. For example. Merle Coldman, a history professor at Boston University, said that the Chinese emphasis on apologies was rooted in the Confucian value system: "This kind of internalized consensus was the way China was ruled for thousands of years."86 From this perspective, China's request for an apology was preordained by a fixed Chinese tradition and national psyche and had nothing whatsoever to do with the specific context of this incident in which China was spied on, its sovereignty violated, and one of its pilots lost. Thus, even in the face of such a potentially explosive incident, the self-fulfilling effect of the "China threat" discourse has not been acknowledged by mainstream U.S. China analysts. To the con- trary, deterring and containing China has gained new urgency. For example, in the aftermath of this standoff, neoconservative colum- nists Robert Kagan and William Kristol (chairman of the Project for the New American Century) wrote that "not only is the sale of Aegis [to Taiwan] . . . the only appropriate response to Chinese behav- ior; We have been calling for the active containment of China for the past six years precisely because we think it is the only way tokeep the peace. "^^ Although the sale of the Aegis destroyers was deferred, President George W. Bush approved an arms package for Taiwan that included so-called "defensive" weapons such as four Kidd class destroyers, eight diesel submarines, and twelve P-3C sub- marine-hunting aircraft, as well as minesweeping helicopters, tor- pedoes, and amphibious assault vehicles. On this arms sale, David Shambaugh, a Washington-based China specialist, had this to say: "Given the tangible threats that the Ghinese military can present to Taiwan—particularly a naval blockade or quarantine and missile threats—this is a sensible and timely package."^^ 


2AC: China Threat Con

U.S. bases are not necessary to contain china

Doug Bandow, Senior Fellow, Cato Institute, May 12, 2010 [http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11804]
Checking China is next on the potential Okinawa mission list. However, no one expects the United States to launch a ground invasion of the People's Republic of China irrespective of the future course of events. Thus, the 3d Marine Expeditionary Force wouldn't be very useful in any conflict. In any case, a stronger Japanese military — which already possesses potent capabilities — would be a far better mechanism for encouraging responsible Chinese development.


2AC: Terrorism Impact

Terrorism impacts are created to justify foreign basing – this is a militaristic construction

Cynthia Enloe, 2009. professor of international development and women’s studies at Clark University The Bases of Empire p.xii
A fourth comforting popular belief in the United States might be that insuring that country’s national security in an age of an allegedly diffuse “global terror” trumps any other “lesser” concerns. Holding this belief implies a deep-seated militarism. It suggests not only that the believer embraces militarized notions of enemy, of threat, and of security, but that coping with that trinity must be unquestioningly prioritized over all other forms of danger and insecurity.


2AC: T Presence = Active Military Activity

Training exercises are part of military presence

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 5-6
The U.S. military presence also involves jungle, urban, desert, maritime, and polar training exercises across wide swathes of landscape. These exercises have sometimes been provocative to other nations, and in some cases become the pretext for substantial and permanent positioning of troops; in recent years, for example, the United States has run approximately 20 exercises annually on Philippine soil. This has meant a near continuous presence of U.S. troops in a country whose people ejected U.S. bases in 1992 and continue to vigorously object to their reinsertion, and whose constitution forbids the basing of foreign troops (Docena 2007; see Simbulan, this volume). In addition, these exercises ramp up even more than usual the number and social and environmental impact of daily jet landings and sailors on liberty around U.S. bases (Lindsay-Poland 2003). 


2AC: T – Presence is supporting Equipment

Military presence includes supporting equipment

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 4-5
Military bases are “installations routinely used by military forces” (Blaker 1990:4). They represent a confluence of labor (soldiers, paramilitary workers, and civilians), land, and capital in the form of static facilities, supplies, and equipment. Their number should also include the eleven U.S. aircraft carriers, often used to signal the possibility of U.S. bombing as they are brought to “trouble spots” around the world and which were the primary base of U.S. air power during the invasion of Iraq in 2003. The U.S. Navy refers to each carrier as “four and a half acres of sovereign U.S. territory.” These moveable bases and their land-based counterparts are just the most visible part of the larger picture of U.S. military presence overseas. This pictureof military access includes (1) U.S. military training of foreign forces, often in conjunction with the provision of U.S. weaponry, (2) joint exercises meant to enhance U.S. soldiers’ exposure to a variety of operating environments, from jungle to desert to urban terrain and interoperability across national militaries, and (3) legal arrangements made to gain overflight rights and other forms of ad hoc use of others’ territory as well as to preposition military equipment there.


2AC: Fem PIC

Including the feminist frame is critical to effective resistance in Okinawa

Kozue Akibayashi, 9 researcher at the Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu University, and Suzuyo Takazato, co-chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence and one of the foremost Japanese peace activists and feminists who critically examines U.S. bases on Okinawa, Bases of Empire, p.259

When the Okinawan delegation learned, upon its return from Beijing, of the rape by three U.S. soldiers, the committee members immediately took action to protest, responding to the young victim’s courage in reporting the crime to the local police, which, media reports asserted, she said that she had done because she did not want the same crime to be repeated. The NGO Forum participants’ public protests spearheaded island-wide protests against U.S. military bases, including the Citizen’s Rally held in October 1995, which drew approximately 100,000 participants on the main island and other smaller islands. As the focus of the protest movement began shifting from the human rights of women and children to the unfair bilateral security treaty upon which the conventional male-dominated peace movement had focused, women realized the necessity of consolidating and developing their newly emerged movement to continue the focus of action on military violence against women. The official establishment of OWAAMV was announced on November 8, 1995, and was followed by a 12-day sit-in demonstration at the Peace Square in Naha, in which dozens of women participated every day. Here, these women expressed their deep anger at another occurrence of sexual violence committed by U.S. military personnel, called for protection of the human rights of women and children in Okinawa, and called on the Japanese government to severely punish such sexual crimes and to revise the SOFA, gathering 511,963 signatures on a petition during the sit-in demonstration. On November 17, 1995, a delegation of 25 members visited the Japanese Foreign Ministry in Tokyo to hand over the petition and a statement addressed to then Foreign Minister Yohei Kono, protesting against the September 4 rape and demanding closure of U.S. military bases and withdrawal of the U.S. military from Okinawa.


2AC: Lacan

Challenging bases is an open challenge to the psychological desire to control foreign territory

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 8-9

Alongside their military and political economic purposes, bases have symbolic and psychological dimensions. They can be seen as expressions of a nation’s will to status and power. Strategic elites have built bases as a visible sign of the nation’s standing, much as they have constructed monuments, cities, and battleships. So,too, contemporary U.S. politicians and public have treated the number of their bases as indicators of the nation’s hyperstatus and hyperpower. More darkly, overseas military bases can also be seen as symptoms of irrational or untethered fears, even paranoia, as they are built with the goal of taming a world perceived to be out of control. Empires frequently misperceive the world as rife with threats, and themselves as objects of violent hostility from others. Militaries’ interest in organizational survival has also contributed to the amplification of this fear and imperial basing structures as the solution as they “sell themselves” to their populace by exaggerating threats, underestimating the costs of basing and war itself, as well as understating the obstacles facing preemption and belligerence (Van Evera 2001).


2AC: Marxism K

By using "economic imperialism" the negative ignores the way politics results in political imperialism
John Bellamy Foster, 2 editor of Monthly Review, Monthly Review, Vol 54 No 6. http://www.monthlyreview.org/1102jbf.htm
The mainstream responded to these and related arguments by placing the term “imperialism” (insofar as it was linked to capitalism) more and more outside the realm of acceptable discourse—characterizing it as a purely ideological term. At the same time there were attempts to isolate the concept of “economic imperialism” specifically, by disassociating it, in the narrow, compartmentalizing method of mainstream social science, from political imperialism, cultural imperialism, etc., and setting it up for special criticism.* This attack on Marxist and radical approaches to imperialism succeeded so effectively that, by November, 1990 Prabhat Patnaik wrote an article for Monthly Review entitled “Whatever Happened to Imperialism?” that raised the question of the almost complete disappearance of the term from left analysis in the United States and Europe. It was particularly astonishing that this had occurred in the face of U.S. military interventions (both overt and covert) in countries such as Nicaragua, El Salvador, Guatemala, Grenada, and Panama and despite the rapacious role of multinational corporations around the world (for example in India, where Union Carbide killed thousands). “Younger Marxists,” Patnaik wrote, “look bemused when the term is mentioned. Burning issues of the day…are discussed but without any reference to imperialism…. The topic has virtually disappeared from the pages of Marxist journals, especially those of a later vintage.” The history and theory of imperialism, he noted, is no longer discussed. The historical significance of this can be seen in an ideological split that occurred in response to the struggle over globalization and the new Balkan Wars, and later in relation to the September 11 attacks on the New York World Trade Center and the Pentagon and the subsequent War on Terrorism. On the one hand, mainstream intellectuals, particularly in the face of the widening military operations of the United States and NATO but also in response to such issues as U.S. support of the World Trade Organization (WTO), became more willing to reappropriate the concept of imperialism as a way of putting a larger gloss on what was presented as the beneficial hegemony or “soft imperialism” of the world’s only superpower. On the other hand, post-Marxist and erstwhile radical thinkers often took on the role of criticizing any use of the concept of imperialism in its classical Marxist sense, detaching it from capitalism, global exploitation, and economic imperialism, and arguing that since the term was unacceptable in polite discourse it should be discarded.


2AC: Global Local K

Framing anti-basing protests within global principles allows for coalition building between groups and effective resistance to oppressive forces

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
No Base activists also reiterated the pivotal role of local anti-base struggles and the links between the local and global anti-base movements. Helga Serrano of ACJ-Ecuador stated, ‘‘[w]e need to consider how an international network can support local and national struggles. This means integrating local, national, regional, and global movements.’’22 In particular, communication among national groups regarding local anti-base initiatives, promoted by an organizing structure facilitating local-global interaction, could enhance the power of the transnational No Bases campaign (Serrano 2008). Scale shift from the local to global level requires local anti-base groups to adopt frames with greater interna- tional traction such as peace or sovereignty. In adopting the broader frames of peace and justice, the challenge for the No Bases movement, then, is simulta- neously maintaining its support for local grievances and initiatives. This is impor- tant as a framing tactic since local movements add flesh and a human face to the transnational anti-base struggle. The global anti-base movement exists because local and national communities continue to confront the negative reper- cussions and consequences of foreign military bases.

Turn: local struggles bog down groups – inclusion of both local and global frames is best

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
Transnational anti-base activists recognize the need to support and draw in local anti-base actors. However, the success of the No Bases coalition in drawing in local actors and in supporting local initiatives at the tactical level depends on the extent to which local actors see themselves as part of the larger transnational anti-base movement. At a superficial level, this may simply be a question of resource benefits. Organizational commitment to the larger transnational anti- base movement will entail costs in terms of time, energy, finances, or other resources. Those activists currently caught in their local or national struggle must therefore perceive expected benefits to transnational collective action prior to joining the No Bases coalition, regardless of whether participation is formal or informal. Benefits may include resources and other external support from the No Bases network, which in turn may promote greater visibility and further national or international support for the local movement. Paradoxically, local or national anti-base groups with less resources and bogged down in their local struggle—the very groups which stand to gain the most from international soli- darity—are less likely to commit to the larger transnational movement, even if in theory they are willing to take part in international solidarity.


2AC: Global/Local K

Rooting our criticism in the specifics of Okinawa allows us to challenge the global hegemonies of militarism and imperialism

Andrew Yeo, 9 Prof @ Catholic University of America, "Not in Anyone’s Backyard: The Emergence and Identity of a Transnational Anti-Base Network" International Studies Quarterly (2009), 53, 571–594
At stake here is the relationship between global framing, collective identity, and transnational activism. Transnational movements are composed of organi- zations and actors differing in their logic of action, identity, and national ori- gin. For these movements to succeed, actors need to build collective frames ‘‘devoted to the construction of a collective identity’’ (della Porta et al. 2006; 67; Gerhards and Rucht 1992). However, the emergence of a transnational movement need not imply a permanent transformation of an actor’s local or national identity to a global one. Here, Tarrow’s (2005, 29) concept of trans- national actors as ‘‘rooted cosmopolitans’’ is helpful in understanding how activists juxtapose existing local anti-base identity and frames to emerging transnational ones. As rooted cosmopolitans, transnational activists are ‘‘peo- ple and groups who are rooted in specific national contexts, but who engage in contentious political activities that involve them in transnational networks of contacts and conflicts’’ (Tarrow 2005, 29). Thus, even though activists par- ticipating in supranational summits and protests identity themselves with a particular global movement, their activities continue to remain rooted locally (della Porta 2004, 177; Tarrow 2005, 29). As I elaborate towards the end of the empirical section, the identity of No Bases movement actors are more dif- fuse, making transnational identities less embedded, and potentially reversible (Tilly 2002).10


2AC: Intersectionality K

The military base trades off with social support that uniquely harms women of color

Margo Okazawa-Rey, 2k "Women's Networks against US Militarism in East Asia" 26 February. http://www.cfd-ch.org/pdf/frieden/womanoeuvres/margo_engWS.pdf
During this fiscal year, the US is spending $1.26 billion per day on military expenditures for both US and overseas operations. Current direct military conflict is being waged in the Middle East, primarily in Iraq and Afghanistan. Preparing and training for open conflict takes place in East Asia, the “second front” of the current war on Iraq. The presence and operations of US military in East Asia has its roots in unequal power and structural inequalities between race, class, gender, and nation defined and fueled by interrelated systems of globalization and militarism. U.S. bases in South Korea and Japan date from the end of World War II and currently house over 80,000 U.S. troops who are constantly preparing for war. South Korea is home to 95 US military facilities; 39 facilities are located in Okinawa, the largest facilities adjacent to urban centers where approximately one million people live. And in the Philippines, although its national Senate cancelled a 44-year-old base agreement with the United States in 1991, it ratified a new Visiting Forces Agreement (VFA) in 1999 allowing U.S. access to 22 ports on all main islands for refueling, repairs, and R&R – far greater access than before and without the expense of maintaining permanent bases. In their daily lives, women, children and their families in communities near these US bases are confronted by military violence and crimes committed by US servicemen, environmental toxics and threats to the public health, and economic development that privileges the US military at the expense the local well being of host communities and nations. Conditions facing women and children in East Asia are directly linked to women, children and the environment in low-income and communities of color in the US who also often live near military facilities and in the nation where military spending dominates public spending priorities on basic needs as housing, sustaining jobs, health care, and education.


2AC: Biopolitics

The US is creating the Baseworld, a world that thrives off of military expansion and ignorant servitude. The new empire surrounding the globe shows the true imperial colors that seek to dominate the earth
Richard Stubbs & Geoffrey Underhill, 2004 (Oxford University Press), “The United States and Globalization: Struggles with Hegemony” Page 1 http://www.lehigh.edu/~bm05/research/US&globalization7.pdf

As distinct from other peoples, most Americans do not recognize — or do not want to

recognize — that the United States dominates the world through its military power. Due to

government secrecy, our citizens are often ignorant of the fact that our garrisons encircle the

planet. This vast network of American bases on every continent except Antarctica actually

constitutes a new form of empire — an empire of bases with its own geography not likely to be

taught in any high school geography class. Without grasping the dimensions of this globe-girdling

Baseworld, one can’t begin to understand the size and nature of our imperial aspirations or the

degree to which a new kind of militarism is undermining our constitutional order.

Our military deploys well over half a million soldiers, spies, technicians, teachers,

dependents, and civilian contractors in other nations. To dominate the oceans and seas of the

world, we are creating some 13 naval task forces built around aircraft carriers whose names sum

up our martial heritage — Kitty Hawk, Constellation, Enterprise, John F. Kennedy, Nimitz, Dwight

D. Eisenhower, Carl Vinson, Theodore Roosevelt, Abraham Lincoln, George Washington, John C.

Stennis, Harry S. Truman, and Ronald Reagan. We operate numerous secret bases outside our

territory to monitor what the people of the world, including our own citizens, are saying, faxing,

or emailing to one another.

2AC: Economy Impacts

The Baseworld even encompasses the economy – which only exists to manufacture for, feed and entertain the warmachine

Richard Stubbs & Geoffrey Underhill, 2004 (Oxford University Press), “The United States and Globalization: Struggles with Hegemony” Page 1 http://www.lehigh.edu/~bm05/research/US&globalization7.pdf

Our installations abroad bring profits to civilian industries, which design and manufacture

weapons for the armed forces or, like the now well-publicized Kellogg Brown & Root company, a

subsidiary of the Halliburton Corporation of Houston, undertake contract services to build and

maintain our far-flung outposts. One task of such contractors is to keep uniformed members of the

imperium housed in comfortable quarters, well fed, amused, and supplied with enjoyable,

affordable vacation facilities. Whole sectors of the American economy have come to rely on the

military for sales. On the eve of our second war on Iraq, for example, while the Defense

Department was ordering up an extra ration of cruise missiles and depleted-uranium armorpiercing

tank shells, it also acquired 273,000 bottles of Native Tan sunblock, almost triple its 1999

order and undoubtedly a boon to the supplier, Control Supply Company of Tulsa, Oklahoma, and

its subcontractor, Sun Fun Products of Daytona Beach, Florida.
The military uses preventive war as a justification for globalization

Richard Stubbs & Geoffrey Underhill, 2004 (Oxford University Press), “The United States and Globalization: Struggles with Hegemony” Page 1 http://www.lehigh.edu/~bm05/research/US&globalization7.pdf

Marine Brig. Gen. Mastin Robeson, commanding our 1,800 troops occupying the old

French Foreign Legion base at Camp Lemonier in Djibouti at the entrance to the Red Sea, claims

that in order to put “preventive war” into action, we require a “global presence,” by which he

means gaining hegemony over any place that is not already under our thumb. According to the

right-wing American Enterprise Institute, the idea is to create “a global cavalry” that can ride in

from “frontier stockades” and shoot up the “bad guys” as soon as we get some intelligence on

them.


2AC Humanitarian Counter Plan

Humanitarian motives cloak the dangers of militarism – the counter plan can't solve the aff

Catherine Lutz, 2009, professor of anthropology at Brown University and the Watson Institute for International Studies The Bases of Empire p. 27-28

A second set of arguments for overseas bases sees them as positive expressions of American character, and particularly its humanitarian ethos. Prone to see their nation as a generous one, Americans typically far overestimate the amount of their government’s foreign aid and misunderstand its motives. The military has worked hard to present itself as helping or rescuing others through such things as hurricane or tsunami relief or military operations presented as liberating or democratizing others. Bases participate in this same set of assumptions. In them, U.S. overseas bases are donations to the world in two respects, first, as demanding obligations to assist the countries in which they are located: Bases are gifts to other nations, both as defense sites and as wealth generators. They represent American altruism and sacrifice. • “The new U.S. global posture strategy ... reflects the American commitment to a global insurance policy for an emerging security landscape” (Henry 2006:48). •
“Guam’s 160,000 residents stand to benefit economically from the island’s increased military presence. Each additional submarine would bring roughly 150 sailors to Guam and $9 million in salaries for them and their support personnel” (Erickson and Mikolay 2006:87). •
“The United States bears the brunt of the most arduous security duties ... [Its allies who do not contribute to joint military endeavors] cannot relate either to the hard responsi- bilities that come with military intervention or to the expensein blood and treasure that the American people experience on a continuous basis” (Bloomfield 2006:63). •
“U.S. preeminence presents an opportunity, and even perhaps a duty, to use American power to make the world a better and safer place” (Davis and Shapiro 2003:9). These last examples point to what can be called the “gift economy of bases.” This takes many shapes. In the several decades following World War II and the Korean War, many in the military saw the lands they acquired during the war as just returns on their service. So, a guide to U.S. Army posts published for soldiers in 1963 says of its installations in Okinawa, “Every square mile now occupied by U.S. servicemen on Okinawa cost more than 100 American lives” (Scanlan 1963:347). Local civilians as well have sometimes seen the bases in this way, as when older residents of Guam and South Korea express gratitude for the U.S. military’s ejection of the Japanese or the North Koreans in World War II and the Korean War. A younger generation in these places has begun to debate this, suggesting the debt was paid off long ago, but less frequently is the idea questioned that a gift was given in the first place. 


2AC: Move the Air force CP

Moving half the base does not address the militaristic occupation of Okinawa

Mike Shuster, ward-winning diplomatic correspondent and roving foreign correspondent for NPR News June 21, 2010. NPR, http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447
The Marine base at Futenma has been a sore point between the U.S. and Japan for years. The noise of the base's aircraft and the rowdy and drunken behavior of some Marines have made the base unpopular in Okinawa and elsewhere in Japan. Several times in recent years, the U.S. offered a proposal to solve the problem, but it would still leave much of Futenma intact, says Koichi Nakano, a political analyst at Sophia University. "The U.S. government [has] repeatedly said that [it wants] to relocate to a place where [it] will be welcome. That welcome is simply not there in Okinawa at the moment," Nakano says. The U.S. says it will transfer 8,000 Marines to Guam and move a portion of the base to another part of Okinawa. Kan, the new prime minister, has pledged to seek a solution that is in line with this offer, but he still faces overwhelming opposition on Okinawa, Honda says. "So far mayors, governors and local politicians in Okinawa, everybody [is] against the proposal of the new government. So he will be completely blocked by this," he says. 


2AC: Consult –Just Say No

Government wants the base there – it’s the locals that are unhappy.

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
How is this vastly unfair situation, a state of affairs that would not be tolerated on the mainland, maintained? Politically, Okinawa has little voice and economically Okinawa has become both victim to and dependent on a base- construction economy that is difficult to give up or be weaned from. Of the 452 members of the Japanese Diet only five represent Okinawa. A NIMP (Not In My Prefecture) attitude prevails. Since other prefectures are unwilling to have U.S. bases in their own areas, and since it is accepted that if the military bases were not in Okinawa they would have to be relocated somewhere else in Japan, any Okinawan formal protests are ignored or overruled. To question the ‘need’ for American bases in Okinawa would be to question the entire framework of Japanese defence policy, and whenever there is criticism of such a policy the government takes out the trump card of ‘national security’.
Japan would say no – the people dislike the base – not the government

Deborah MANTLE, 6 Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. "Defending the Dugong: Redefining ‘Security’ in Okinawa and Japan". Vol.5, pp. 85-105
In the formal political realm – the courts, committees and legislative – the Japanese state has repeatedly manipulated the system to maintain the status quo; ‘The primary requirements of the U.S. – Japan Mutual Security Treaty, that U.S. troops be stationed in Japan, has constantly taken precedence over the constitutional rights of Okinawa citizens’ (Tanji, 2003: 172). Though the legal battle ultimately failed, the Prefectural Land Expropriation Committee public hearings gave anti-war landowners a space to voice their harrowing experiences of the Battle of Okinawa and the subsequent occupation by the U.S. military, and their passionate commitment to the ideals of peace and democracy enshrined in the Japanese constitution (Tanji, 2003: 172). Thus, it is the citizens of Japan who are struggling to protect the constitution against a central government which should protect it (and them) but instead rides roughshod over the rights and interests of its people in the name of protecting Japan’s ‘national security’ defined in military terms (Tanji, 2003: 172-3).

2AC: SOFA not T
1. We meet - revoking the SOFA directly withdraws our military forces
Global Security 05 “Status-of-Forces-Agreement [SOFA]” http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility-/sofa.htm
The SOFA is usually an integral part of the overall military bases agreement that allows U.S. military forces to operate within the host country.

2. Counter interpretation – Military presence includes bilateral agreements

Catherine Lutz 2009 (Professor of Anthropology and International Studies) “The bases of Empire: The Global Struggle against U.S. Military Posts”

The U.S. military’s presence increasingly takes form not in permanent installations, but through bilateral agreements for military operations and maneuvers. The Paraguayan Congress’s authorization in May 2005 for 13 U.S. military exercises through December 2006 offers a pointed example of this phenomenon. The authorization granted diplomatic immunity to the U.S. troops, as well as exemption from import taxes and inspections.
3. We meet the C/I – SOFA is a bilateral agreement for military operations

Global Security 05 “Status-of-Forces-Agreement [SOFA]” http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility-/sofa.htm
Negotiating a SOFA begins with the assumption that the presence of U.S. military forces is in the interests of the host government as well as the U.S. government.

4. Standards;

a. Over limiting – The NEG definition only takes into account the most basic form of military presence, thread of the topic is bad because it promotes the same troop-based generics every round

b. Ground – They get disad links to the plan removing SOFA along with their generic troop based arguments

5. Reasonability – Base your decision on reasonability NOT competing interpretations, it’s a trivial race to the bottom that doesn’t teach us anything in the end. 

6. If they’re serious, make them provide a case list of troop’s only cases. Proves our argument that they overlimit the topic


2AC: SOFA not T
7. Effects;

1.  More real world – Everything is judged by its effects in policymaking, policy is consequentialist even for topicality

2.  Increases Education – We can learn more from effectual topicality by opening our eyes to alternative causation
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