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***Philippines Case Neg
**T – in the US

AT: Bases are US territory

Interpretation:
(  ) “In” means within --- this is the core meaning
Encarta 7 

[Encarta World English Dictionary, 7 (“In (1)”, 2007, http://encarta.msn.com/encnet/features/dictionary/DictionaryResults.aspx?refid=1861620513]

in [ in ] CORE MEANING: a grammatical word indicating that something or somebody is within or inside something. 1. preposition indicates place: indicates that something happens or is situated somewhere He spent a whole year in Russia. 2. preposition indicates state: indicates a state or condition that something or somebody is experiencing The banking industry is in a state of flux. 3. preposition after: after a period of time that will pass before something happens She should be well enough to leave in a week or two. 4. preposition during: indicates that something happens during a period of time He crossed the desert in 39 days. 5. preposition indicates how something is expressed: indicates the means of communication used to express something I managed to write the whole speech in French. 6. preposition indicates subject area: indicates a subject or field of activity She graduated with a degree in biology. 7. preposition as consequence of: while doing something or as a consequence of something In reaching for a glass he knocked over the ashtray. 8. preposition covered by: indicates that something is wrapped or covered by something The floor was covered in balloons and toys. 9. preposition indicates how somebody is dressed: indicates that somebody is dressed in a particular way She was dressed in a beautiful suit. 10. preposition pregnant with: pregnant with offspring The cows were in calf. 11. adjective fashionable: fashionable or popular always knew which clubs were in 12. adjective holding power or office: indicates that a party or group has achieved or will achieve power or authority voted in overwhelmingly. 
Violation: We wouldn’t even own the bases – they are NOT US territory

Castro 12 (Erik de Castro, Staff writer for RT news, June 10, 2012, “Philippines: US military outpost with nuclear capabilities?,” http://www.rt.com/news/us-philippines-military-bases-512/
RR: In line with the US strategy of rebalancing their forces, the US is seeking more access to these former bases. Though they may not be going after formal basing agreements, they would have unlimited access to these facilities and many other facilities all over the country so that their ship can stopover, refuel and be stationed for periods, especially during the military exercises. 
They vastly under limit the topic – under their interpretation building a rail in China, an office building in the Middle East, or a train station in Europe would be topical 

That’s a voter for fairness and Education – without limits its impossible to have educated debate

Ext. US
In the United States is not inclusive of the territories

Audio English No Date (Audio English, http://www.audioenglish.net/dictionary/united_states_of_america.htm, No Date)

North American republic containing 50 states - 48 conterminous states in North America plus Alaska in northwest North America and the Hawaiian Islands in the Pacific Ocean; achieved independence in 1776

 (  ) “United States” is anywhere that the US exercises sovereign power
Lynton ‘95

(Jonathon S. Lynton, , Ballentine’s Legal Dictionary and Thesaurus, 1995, “investment”, pg. 689 (3))

n. 3. The territory over which this sovereign nation called the “United States” exercises sovereign power
The United States includes the 50 states

Dictionary.com No Date (Dictionary.com, http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/United+States, No Date)
United States  noun a republic in the N Western Hemisphere comprising 48 conterminous states, the District of Columbia, and Alaska in North America, and Hawaii in the N Pacific. 267,954,767; conterminous United States, 3,022,387 sq. mi. (7,827,982 sq. km); with Alaska and Hawaii, 3,615,122 sq. mi. (9,363,166 sq. km). Capital: Washington, D.C. Abbreviation: U.S., US

Ext. In
 (  ) This is a limiting term 

Cambridge ‘11

(Cambridge Dictionary of American English, “in”, 2011, ) http://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/american-english/in_3) 
positioned inside or within the limits of something, or contained, surrounded, or enclosed by something:
There’s a cup in the cabinet. Anne is still in bed. Don’t stand in the driveway. He’s always looking at himself in the mirror. Clarice lives in Orlando. He was in prison (= a prisoner). Erika is still in school (= still a student). He has a pain in his shoulder.
(  ) “In” means inclusion within --- “investment” must occur within the United States

Random House 12 

(Unabridged Dictionary, “in”, http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/in?s=t)

in   [in] Show IPA preposition, adverb, adjective, noun, verb, inned, in·ning. preposition 1. (used to indicate inclusion within space, a place, or limits): walking in the park. 2. (used to indicate inclusion within something abstract or immaterial): in politics; in the autumn. 3. (used to indicate inclusion within or occurrence during a period or limit of time): in ancient times; a task done in ten minutes. 4. (used to indicate limitation or qualification, as of situation, condition, relation, manner, action, etc.): to speak in a whisper; to be similar in appearance. 5. (used to indicate means): sketched in ink; spoken in French.

(  ) “In” means within the limits of

Webster’s 6

[Merriam Webster Online Dictionary, 06  (http://www.m-w.com/cgi-bin/dictionary?book=Dictionary&va=in]

Main Entry: 1in Pronunciation: 'in, &n, &n Function: preposition Etymology: Middle English, from Old English; akin to Old High German in in, Latin in, Greek en 1 a -- used as a function word to indicate inclusion, location, or position within limits <in the lake> <wounded in the leg> <in the summer>

(  ) “In” means “within” 

Macmillian ‘5

(Macmillian American English Dictionary, “in” (1b), 2005, http://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/american/in) 
ADJECTIVE, ADVERB, PREPOSITION /in/¶ 1. used for showing where someone or something is¶ a. inside a container, room, building, vehicle, etc.¶ He had left his passport in his coat pocket. She's downstairs in the living room. If cIf convicted, Goldman faces 20 years in prison. There's room for all of us in Dad's car. Have you seen a bag with some tools in it?¶ b. within an area, city, or country¶ The books are printed in Hong Kong.¶ the largest stadium in the world¶ a picnic in the park

**China Relations DA

1NC

Disputes will be settled diplomatically in the squo

Bordadora 11 (Norman Bordadora, staffwriter for the Philippean global nation inquirer, July 9, 2011, “Philippines hopeful of peace in Spratlys,” http://globalnation.inquirer.net/5676/philippines-hopeful-of-peace-in-spratlys
MANILA, Philippines—A Malacañang spokeswoman said Saturday the government hoped the renewed commitment by the Philippines and China to work with each other peacefully would lead to stability in the region. “We’re hopeful it will ease tensions. If an issue is sensitive enough as it is, we are hoping that the tensions will decrease so that we can talk on how to maintain peace and stability in that region,” deputy presidential spokesperson Abigail Valte said over the state-run radio station dzRB. Foreign Secretary Albert Del Rosario and Chinese Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi met in Beijing on Friday and issued a joint statement that committed the Philippines and China to not allow the dispute in the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea) get in the way of friendship and cooperation between the two countries. The two sides also committed to respect and abide by the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea, which Manila refers to as the West Philippine Sea. “That is certainly a good development,” Valte said. “It echoes our real position that despite a dispute over the Kalayaan group of islands, all claimants are committed to have a beautiful solution and to work it out diplomatically. What’s important is there should be peace and stability in the region,” she added. Asked if the positive developments in the meeting between Del Rosario and Yang would pave the way for President Benigno Aquino’s visit to China, Valte said: “The details are still being worked out and that is always advised to us by the DFA. Details are still being threshed out as we speak.”

US presence provokes China

Castro 12 (Erik de Castro, Staff writer for RT news, June 10, 2012, “Philippines: US military outpost with nuclear capabilities?,” http://www.rt.com/news/us-philippines-military-bases-512/
RT: China has clashed with the Philippines on a number of occasions in the South China Sea, and Beijing is unlikely to be happy with this news. What reaction can we expect? Could the Filipino-China conflict boil over? Renato Reyes: Definitely, the increased presence of US troops would complicate matters between the Philippines and China. It won’t stabilize the situation. It might be seen as a provocative action. It might spark some kind of arms race in the South China Sea with the growing number of US warships entering the country. This is something that the United States has thought to exploit over the past few months, seeing that the Philippines is weak as against China. The US is now promising some kind of support for armed forces modernization, creating a so-called minimum credible defense posture. But the end result would be more in favor of the US than the Philippines. Given these arrangements, it’s the US which is really exploiting and benefiting from this territorial dispute. And at the end of the day the Philippines would be on the losing end if tensions rise with China and diplomatic venues to resolve the conflict are set aside in favor of arms buildup in the South China Sea.
China War will escalate and destroy the economy

Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

The risk of conflict in the South China Sea is significant. China, Taiwan, Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei, and the Philippines have competing territorial and jurisdictional claims, particularly over rights to exploit the region's possibly extensive reserves of oil and gas. Freedom of navigation in the region is also a contentious issue, especially between the United States and China over the right of U.S. military vessels to operate in China's two-hundred-mile exclusive economic zone (EEZ). These tensions are shaping—and being shaped by—rising apprehensions about the growth of China's military power and its regional intentions. China has embarked on a substantial modernization of its maritime paramilitary forces as well as naval capabilities to enforce its sovereignty and jurisdiction claims by force if necessary. At the same time, it is developing capabilities that would put U.S. forces in the region at risk in a conflict, thus potentially denying access to the U.S. Navy in the western Pacific. Given the growing importance of the U.S.-China relationship, and the Asia-Pacific region more generally, to the global economy, the United States has a major interest in preventing any one of the various disputes in the South China Sea from escalating militarily.

[Insert China war impact]

[Insert Econ Impact]

EXT: China won’t attack/Attack not inevitable
Tensions being settled by a peaceful CoC now

Calica 12 (Aurea Calica, staff writer for the philSTAR news, July 26, 2012, “Palace: We're not on the brink of war with China over Panatag,” http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=831313&publicationSubCategoryId=63)
MANILA, Philippines - Despite rising tensions, countries with claims in the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea) – particularly the Philippines and China – “are nowhere on the brink of armed conflict,” Malacañang said yesterday. “We have continued to conduct a peaceful discussion with our Chinese counterparts and we have done it through diplomatic means and we will continue to maintain a policy of de-escalation,” presidential spokesman Edwin Lacierda told a press briefing. He said the Philippines hopes to reach a “mutual and diplomatic solution” to the impasse as the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) is in the process of drafting a code of conduct on the West Philippine Sea. “China has also voiced preference for a mutual and diplomatic solution, so we hope that even while we are drafting the code of conduct, we can exhibit restraint between the two nations and we are going to maintain a peaceful and diplomatic stance towards the resolution of conflicts involving the Panatag (Scarborough) Shoal,” Lacierda said.

China won’t attack now

Brago l2 (Pia Lee Brago, staff writer for the PhilSTAR news, February 22, 2012, “New Chinese envoy sees peaceful solution to Spratlys dispute,” http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=779901&publicationSubCategoryId=63)
MANILA, Philippines - With the territorial conflict and heightened tensions between the Philippines and China over the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea), China’s new ambassador to the Philippines said on Monday that the two countries may disagree on issues but a peaceful solution could be attained. “I do not fear that the flowing clouds may block my vision, for where I stand is the top of the mountain,” Ambassador Ma Keqing said, quoting from a Chinese poem to describe the bilateral relations between China and the Philippines in reference to the disagreement and territorial claims of the two countries that remain critical factors in the relations. “I have to say with all frankness that there are issues on which we disagree with each other. However, my conviction is that, through constructive communication and practical cooperation building on mutual trust, a peaceful solution could be attained,” Ma said in her remarks during the reception marking her assumption of office. She emphasized the common vision to have a better and stronger relationship between the two countries. “From such a height, and with concerted efforts by both sides, I am sure that we will deliver a promising and flourishing future for China-Philippines relations,” she said. Ma said the world is undergoing political changes, economic uncertainties and institutional developments and all countries, major powers included, are increasingly interdependent. “In a way, we are sailing in the same boat. Only by working together can we steer the boat to the desired destination. Being fully aware of her responsibilities, China is pursuing a peaceful development in a steadfast manner,” she added. The two countries, Ma said, disagree on the West Philippine Sea and other issues that should be resolved through discussion, communication, mutual trust and goodwill. “I tried to be frank to say we also have disagreements but this is minor compared to the cooperation and friendship. As I said, floating cloud on top of the mountain I have clear vision in the future. I can foresee a very promising and flourishing relation between our two countries,” Ma said in a chance interview

There will be coop in the status quo

PN 12 (Philippean News agency, 2012, “Peace be with you: RP, China keep friendly relations amid Spratly row,” http://www.philippinenews.com/top-of-the-news/2945-peace-be-with-you-rp-china-keep-friendly-relations-amid-spratly-row.html)
MANILA—The Philippines and China have agreed not to let disputes in the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea) affect friendly relations, the two countries said in a joint statement Friday. “The two sides reaffirmed their commitments to respect and abide by the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea,” they said after Philippine Foreign Affairs Secretary Albert del Rosario and Chinese Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi held talks in Beijing. The declaration signed in 2002 between China and the 10-member Association of Southeast Asian Nations seeks to resolve their territorial disputes by peaceful means and in accordance with international law, including the 1982 UN Convention on the Law of the Sea. “Both ministers exchanged views on the maritime disputes and agreed not to let the maritime disputes affect the broader picture of friendship and cooperation between the two countries,” the statement said following the three-hour talks at the Great Hall of the People in downtown Beijing Friday afternoon. Chinese Vice President Xi Jinping described the meeting as “productive”. “China is committed to remain a good neighbor, a good friend and a good partner with the Philippines,” Xi was quoted by the official Xinhua News Agency as saying. The two countries agreed to “maintain close political cooperation including high-level visits and defense and security cooperation.”
Peaceful Solution Now

Porcalla 12 (Delon Porcalla, staff writer for the philSTAR news, April 16, 2012, “Balikatan not meant to provoke China, says Palace,” http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=797440)
In a related development, Malacañang said President appointing a new ambassador to Beijing amid increased tensions in the West Philippine Sea, even if the Commission on Appointments had bypassed presidential appointee Domingo Lee several times. “There are still issues that Mr. Lee has to answer before the Commission on Appointments. But be that as it may, (Foreign) Secretary Albert del Rosario has been heading the diplomatic efforts to address the issue, the incident at Panatag Shoal,” Valte said. With regard to the prosecution of the Chinese poachers, the Palace official said they are leaving the matter to the discretion of the Department of Foreign Affairs. “We will defer to the DFA, I hope that you understand. Given the sensitive nature of the incident, we will leave it to the DFA to answer questions of this nature,” she said. Valte clarified, however, that this does not mean the Aquino administration is abandoning its claim over the islands, which is well within the country’s 200-mile exclusive economic zone, but that the issue must be settled first amicably among claimant-nations. She said the government’s position has always been to maintain “our claim over, our jurisdiction, our authority over Panatag Shoal, but we must always resort to the diplomatic solution.” “We must always avail ourselves of the diplomatic process to settle incidents like this one which is why we have always deferred to the DFA when it comes to situations like these to be the lead in facilitating that diplomatic process,” she added.

EXT: Plan Provokes China

Us presence acts as a tripwire

PCHR 12(Phillipean Congress House of Representatives, June 6, 2012, “Bayan Muna solons seek immediate pullout of US military troops,” http://www.ugnayan.com/ph/MetroManila/Quezon/article/1ZGQ)
Lawmakers from the Bayan Muna Party-list are calling on the government to order a pullout of the United States military troops in the country for the US-RP Balikatan Exercises to pave the way for an all-out diplomatic solution to the conflict between the Philippines and China over the Scarborough Shoal. In House Resolution 2362, Reps. Neri Colmenares and Teddy Casiño said the presence of the US military troops in the country aggravates the tension and hinders the launch of an all-out diplomatic solution to resolve the territorial conflict with China. Colmenares and Casiño deplored the conduct of war exercises at the height of the Scarborough tension and what they said was the invitation by the Aquino government for the United States to meddle in the regional dispute. "While the Philippines raised diplomatic protests and has announced it would bring the issue to the International Tribunal on the Law of the Sea (ITLOS), President Benigno S. Aquino was also quick to call on the United States to interfere in the regional dispute and come to aid the Philippines against China, citing in the unequal 1951 Mutual Defense Treaty," the lawmakers said. "The Aquino administration, for calling upon the US intervention and allowing US military presence in the Philippines at the height of the said dispute, undermines the Filipino nation's sovereignty and independence and even brings the country to the brink of war," Colmenares and Casiño declared.
Beijing doesn’t want the US involved

Brago l2 (Pia Lee Brago, staff writer for the PhilSTAR news, February 22, 2012, “New Chinese envoy sees peaceful solution to Spratlys dispute,” http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=779901&publicationSubCategoryId=63)

Beijing maintained that the sea dispute should be dealt with bilaterally and called for limiting the issue of dispute in the South China Sea to the claimant countries. Beijing also rejected the US multilateral resolution to the sea dispute. “Yes (bilateral). I think so. It is also international practice that if there is a quarrel or a dispute between two countries, normally the two talk to each other like neighbors,” Ma said. “You live next door, if we have something (that we disagree on), we should talk to each other, straightforward. I think that is (the) better way.”

Plan provokes US China war

Glaser 12 (John Glasser,  fellow of HIMSS, CHIME and the American College of Medical Informatics, March 29, 2012, “In Exchange for Arms, Philippines OKs Greater US Military Presence,” http://news.antiwar.com/2012/03/29/in-exchange-for-arms-philippines-oks-greater-us-military-presence/)
U.S. support and military involvement to the Philippines has been misused by the Filipino government against its own citizens.. Numerous embassy cables released by WikiLeaks acknowledge extrajudicial killings, abductions, and false arrests perpetrated by the U.S.-trained and funded security forces. Greater U.S. involvement in the Asian country and surrounding areas are part of a broader imperial plan to counter China’s regional influence and are likely to unnecessarily provoke China and increase tensions.
EXT: War Escalates
Any Deployment in the SCS will provoke China to miscalculation and conflict
Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

The United States could be drawn into a conflict between China and Vietnam, though that is less likely than a clash between China and the Philippines. In a scenario of Chinese provocation, the United States might opt to dispatch naval vessels to the area to signal its interest in regional peace and stability. Vietnam, and possibly other nations, could also request U.S. assistance in such circumstances. Should the United States become involved, subsequent actions by China or a miscalculation among the forces present could result in exchange of fire. In another possible scenario, an attack by China on vessels or rigs operated by an American company exploring or drilling for hydrocarbons could quickly involve the United States, especially if American lives were endangered or lost. ExxonMobil has plans to conduct exploratory drilling off Vietnam, making this an existential danger. In the short term, however, the likelihood of this third contingency occurring is relatively low given the recent thaw in Sino-Vietnamese relations. In October 2011, China and Vietnam signed an agreement outlining principles for resolving maritime issues. The effectiveness of this agreement remains to be seen, but for now tensions appear to be defused.

China will attack the US if they get involved militarily
Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

Dispatching air and naval forces to the immediate vicinity of an armed clash to defend U.S. interests and deter further escalation should always be considered an option. Such actions, however, must be balanced against the possibility that they will produce the opposite effect, encouraging an even stronger response from China and causing further escalation of a confrontation. A less risky option would be to threaten nonmilitary consequences—diplomatic and economic sanctions––to force China to back off and deter further military action. But here again such measures may only inflame hostilities and escalate the crisis. It is also doubtful in any case whether such measures would be supported by many in the region given China's economic importance.
AT: US won’t provoke China
Even if the US doesn’t want to provoke China they will still try to control China – that magnifies the link
Castro 12 (Erik de Castro, Staff writer for RT news, June 10, 2012, “Philippines: US military outpost with nuclear capabilities?,” http://www.rt.com/news/us-philippines-military-bases-512/
RT: With bases already in Japan and South Korea, troops in Australia, and joint military exercises in the region, China's looking increasingly surrounded by Washington's forces. Is the US seeking to provoke China on purpose? RR: I think the US may not be headed to a direct military confrontation with China at the moment. But the US wants to contain China, wants to encircle China and make it subservient to US dictates. Seeing the US has so many economic and business interests in China, it wants to keep China obedient to whatever it dictates. All the treaty allies from Japan, South Korea, Australia, the Philippines, they are being mobilized right now to encircle China and keep it subservient to US dictates and interests.

**Risk-Reduction CP
CP Text: The United States Federal Government should Support Risk-reduction Measures within the South China Sea.
CP solves the China advantage:

Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

Operational safety measures and expanded naval cooperation between the United States and China can help to reduce the risk of an accident between ships and aircraft. The creation of the Military Maritime Consultative Agreement (MMCA) in 1988 was intended to establish "rules of the road" at sea similar to the U.S.-Soviet Incidents at Sea Agreement (INCSEA), but it has not been successful. Communication mechanisms can provide a means to defuse tensions in a crisis and prevent escalation. Political and military hotlines have been set up, though U.S. officials have low confidence that they would be utilized by their Chinese counterparts during a crisis. An additional hotline to manage maritime emergencies should be established at an operational level, along with a signed political agreement committing both sides to answer the phone in a crisis. Joint naval exercises to enhance the ability of the two sides to cooperate in counter-piracy, humanitarian assistance, and disaster relief operations could increase cooperation and help prevent a U.S.-China conflict.

2NC Solvency

Risk Reduction is key to keep tensions from escalating

Malig 12 (Jojo Malig, staff writer for ABC news, July 25, 2012, “Armed clashes loom in West Philippine Sea,”  http://www.abs-cbnnews.com/-depth/07/24/12/analysis-armed-clashes-loom-west-philippine-sea)
While the possibility of a full-blown war between countries remains low, escalating tension between China, the Philippines, and Vietnam can make a sudden turn for the worse, the Brussels-based International Crisis Group (ICG) said on Tuesday. "The failure to reduce the risks of conflict, combined with the internal economic and political factors that are pushing claimants toward more assertive behaviour, shows that trends in the South China Sea are moving in the wrong direction," the ICG warned in its latest report on the unrest in the waters of the West Philippine Sea. It said "tensions in the South China Sea could all too easily be driven to irreversible levels" if rival countries do not agree on a mechanism to resolve their dispute. "The risk of escalation is high," said the ICG, which advises governments and world bodies like the United Nations, European Union and World Bank on the prevention and resolution of deadly conflict.

Risk-Reduction is key to prevent escalation

Evans 12 (Gareth Evans, staff writer for the Australian News, July 28, 2012, “How to calm the South China Sea,” http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/world/how-to-calm-the-south-china-sea/story-e6frg6ux-1226437033506)
China can and should lower the temperature by re-embracing the modest set of risk-reduction and confidence-building measures that it agreed with ASEAN in 2002 and building upon them in a new, multilateral code of conduct. And, sooner rather than later, it needs to define precisely, and with reference to understood and accepted principles, what its claims actually are. Only then can any credence be given to its stated position not unattractive in principle in favour of resource-sharing arrangements for disputed territory pending final resolution of competing claims. The US, for its part, while justified in joining the ASEAN claimants in pushing back against Chinese overreach in 2010-2011, must be careful about escalating its rhetoric. America's military "pivot" to Asia has left Chinese sensitivities a little raw, and nationalist sentiment is more difficult to contain in a period of leadership transition. In any event, America's stated concern about freedom of navigation in these waters has always seemed a little overdrawn.

The CP solves the case

Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

Efforts should continue to resolve the disputes over territorial sovereignty of the South China Sea's land features, rightful jurisdiction over the waters and seabed, and the legality of conducting military operations within a country's EEZ, but the likelihood of a breakthrough in any of these areas is slim in the near term. In the meantime, the United States should focus on lowering the risk of potential armed clashes arising from either miscalculation or unintended escalation of a dispute. There are several preventive options available to policymakers—in the United States and other nations—to avert a crisis and conflict in the South China Sea. These options are not mutually exclusive.
CP solves regional disputes
Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and China agreed upon multilateral risk-reduction and confidence-building measures in the 2002 Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea (DOC), but have neither adhered to its provisions (for example, to resolve territorial and jurisdictional disputes without resorting to the threat or use of force) nor implemented its proposals to undertake cooperative trust-building activities. The resumption of negotiations between China and ASEAN after a hiatus of a decade holds out promise for reinvigorating cooperative activities under the DOC. Multilaterally, existing mechanisms and procedures already exist to promote operational safety among regional navies; a new arrangement is unnecessary. The United States, China, and all ASEAN members with the exception of Laos and Burma are members of the Western Pacific Naval Symposium (WPNS). Founded in 1988, WPNS brings regional naval leaders together biennially to discuss maritime security. In 2000, it produced the Code for Unalerted Encounters at Sea (CUES), which includes safety measures and procedures and means to facilitate communication when ships and aircraft make contact. There are also other mechanisms available such as the International Maritime Organization's Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea (COLREGS) and the International Civil Aviation Organization's rules of the air. In addition, regional navies could cooperate in sea environment protection, scientific research at sea, search and rescue activities, and mitigation of damage caused by natural calamities. The creation of new dialogue mechanisms may also be worth consideration. A South China Sea Coast Guard Forum, modeled after the North Pacific Coast Guard Forum, which cooperates on a multitude of maritime security and legal issues, could enhance cooperation through information sharing and knowledge of best practices. The creation of a South China Sea information-sharing center would also provide a platform to improve awareness and communication between relevant parties. The information-sharing center could also serve as an accountability mechanism if states are required to document any incidents and present them to the center.
AT: Perm do both

Perm do both still links to the China War Disad – Castro says any troop presence still provokes China – only risk-reduction prevents conflict with China without a chance of provocation.
AT: Perm do the CP

Perm do the CP is severance. No part of the plan has the US deploy troops to the Philippines – doing the plan makes Risk Reduction Impossible

Severance is a voter:

[Insert Severance Bad]
Ptix Differential

Military Spending is INCREDIBLY unpopular – this card is FANTASTIC
Collender 12 (Stan Collender, Qorvis' National Director of Financial Communications with xtensive experience in financial and public affairs communications, January 5, 2012, “Obama Pentagon Spending Cuts Will Change The Budget Debate Long Before They Reduce The Budget,” http://capitalgainsandgames.com/blog/stan-collender/2456/obama-pentagon-spending-cuts-will-change-budget-debate-long-they-reduce-bud)
There are five reasons why it was virtually inevitable the White House would make military spending an issue this year. 1. The Pentagon Has Become Increasingly Unpopular. After foreign aid and NASA, military spending is the area of the federal budget that has the least amount of public support. Many national polls conducted over the past year show that more than half the country thinks that reductions in defense spending are warranted. The Obama administration could not possibly fail to notice that, while the generality of “a strong defense” continues to be popular, there is a growing feeling that it can be provided at a much lower cost. 2. The President’s Focus On The Deficit Made A Close Look At The Pentagon Impossible To Avoid. This is simple math more than complex politics. The political difficulties with reductions in Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid and increases in taxes, plus the limited amount of spending (at least by federal standards) in annual nondefense appropriations meant that there was no place else for the White House to turn for deficit reductions but to national security programs. 3. The GOP Is Already On Record In Favor Of Cutting Military Spending. No matter how often congressional Republicans now try to come up with alternatives that would eliminate or mitigate the national security “sequester” that was triggered when the anything-but-super committee failed in late November to agree on a deficit reduction plan, the fact remains that they first agreed to throw the Pentagon under the budget bus when they voted for the Budget Control Act in early August. That allows the White House to claim bi-partisan support for Pentagon reductions. 4. There Is Ample Hi-Level GOP Expert Opinion That Pentagon Spending Can Be Cut Without Sacrificing National Security. As Heather Hurlburt pointed out in an excellent piece today in the Huffington Post, a number of highly respected Republican military experts are on record with ideas about how the Pentagon can and should be cut. This includes Colin Powell, Robert Gates, Dov Zakheim and even Donald Rumsfeld, all of who have all offered specific plans for cutting one or more parts of the military budget. In fact, Powell was chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and Dick Cheney was secretary of defense when Ronald Reagan reduced the DOD budget by 25 percent. The Obama White House knows it can use all these to validate its claim that the reductions can be done safely. (NOTE: Quotes from Reagan, Cheney and Powell on this subject should be expected in the State of the Union Address.) 5. The War In Afghanistan Is Increasingly Unpopular. The polls indicate an overwhelming preference for reducing or eliminating the spending associated with activities in Afghanistan rather than on virtually any domestic activity.
Military Spending Unpopular – Romney proposal proves

Clifton 12 (Eli Clifton, national security reporter for ThinkProgress.org. Eli holds a bachelor's degree from Bates College and a master's degree in international political economy from the London School of Economics. He previously reported on U.S. foreign policy for Inter Press Service, where he served as deputy Washington bureau chief, June 18, 2012, “Budget Experts Stumped By Romney’s Plan To Grow Military Spending While Cutting Revenue,” http://thinkprogress.org/security/2012/06/18/501157/experts-stumped-romney-military-spending/
A poll of defense budget experts conducted by Defense News finds that Romney’s pledge to grow the defense budget “appears politically impossible, if technically doable.” Todd Harrison, a senior fellow for defense budget studies at the Center for Strategic and Budgetary Assessments said about Romney’s plan: If you put all of the promises together, it doesn’t all add up. The administration may change, but the math remains the same. Harrison said. If you want to increase spending on defense over the next decade and reduce the deficit, then that necessarily means sharp reductions in Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid or sharp increases in taxes, or some combination of the two. Indeed, previous increases in defense costs, specifically those incurred by wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, were largely paid for by increasing the deficit instead of through reductions in domestic spending or raising taxes. That decision, said Defense Leon Panetta last week, was a “mistake.” “Frankly all of us bear the responsibility to bear those costs if we’re willing to engage in war,” said Panetta. But that commitment to balance defense spending against budget cuts and/or tax hikes is nowhere to be seen in Romney’s proposals to grow military spending.

**Advantage Answers

**China Advantage

1NC

China won’t attack now

Brago l2 (Pia Lee Brago, staff writer for the PhilSTAR news, February 22, 2012, “New Chinese envoy sees peaceful solution to Spratlys dispute,” http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=779901&publicationSubCategoryId=63)

MANILA, Philippines - With the territorial conflict and heightened tensions between the Philippines and China over the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea), China’s new ambassador to the Philippines said on Monday that the two countries may disagree on issues but a peaceful solution could be attained. “I do not fear that the flowing clouds may block my vision, for where I stand is the top of the mountain,” Ambassador Ma Keqing said, quoting from a Chinese poem to describe the bilateral relations between China and the Philippines in reference to the disagreement and territorial claims of the two countries that remain critical factors in the relations. “I have to say with all frankness that there are issues on which we disagree with each other. However, my conviction is that, through constructive communication and practical cooperation building on mutual trust, a peaceful solution could be attained,” Ma said in her remarks during the reception marking her assumption of office. She emphasized the common vision to have a better and stronger relationship between the two countries. “From such a height, and with concerted efforts by both sides, I am sure that we will deliver a promising and flourishing future for China-Philippines relations,” she said. Ma said the world is undergoing political changes, economic uncertainties and institutional developments and all countries, major powers included, are increasingly interdependent. “In a way, we are sailing in the same boat. Only by working together can we steer the boat to the desired destination. Being fully aware of her responsibilities, China is pursuing a peaceful development in a steadfast manner,” she added. The two countries, Ma said, disagree on the West Philippine Sea and other issues that should be resolved through discussion, communication, mutual trust and goodwill. “I tried to be frank to say we also have disagreements but this is minor compared to the cooperation and friendship. As I said, floating cloud on top of the mountain I have clear vision in the future. I can foresee a very promising and flourishing relation between our two countries,” Ma said in a chance interview

No China war.

MacGregor 11 [Lean, Mean Fighting Machine How to slash the Pentagon budget? Declare victory and go home. BY DOUGLAS MACGREGOR | APRIL 26, 2011 http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2011/04/26/lean_mean_fighting_machine]

For one thing, there is no existential military threat to the United States or to its vital strategic interests. The nuclear arsenals in Russia and China could be used against the United States and its forces, but Russian and Chinese leaders have no incentive to contemplate suicide in a nuclear confrontation with the United States. Russia's diminished million-man armed forces are hard-pressed to modernize, let alone secure their own country, which borders 14 other states. For all its rhetoric, Russia's military focus is on restive Muslim populations in the Caucasus and Central Asia, not on NATO. As for China, its top concern is not military confrontation with the United States, but domestic growing pains, especially the potential for its 1.3 billion people to overwhelm the Communist Party's internal political structures. China's internal focus on modernization and stability militates against external aggression, and this condition is unlikely to change for a very long time. Despite China's ability to steal or buy sophisticated technology, the military establishment cannot quickly or easily translate these technologies into new capabilities, and Beijing knows it.

Missiles make visible deterrence impossible

Haddick 12 (Robert Haddick, Managing Editor of Small Wars Journal and writer for foreign policy, March 30, 2012, “This Week at War: The Navy's Pacific Problem,” http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2012/03/30/this_week_at_war_the_navys_pacific_problem?page=full)
The Navy's task of providing a stabilizing presence in the South China Sea and elsewhere is further complicated the growing anti-ship and anti-aircraft missile threats. These threats are forcing the Navy and the Air Force to develop new ways of operating against adversaries from longer ranges, where ships and aircraft will be less vulnerable to adversary missiles. The missile threat is also encouraging the Navy and Air Force to rely more on out-of-sight platforms, such as submarines, and long-range stealthy aircraft, which purposely stay as hidden as possible. All of these trends work against the concept of a visible forward presence, which the Navy has used to deter threats to the global commons but which may increasingly become untenable due to adversary missiles. Ships assigned to "presence duty," for example patrolling the South China Sea and making port visits in the region, will be most at risk from missile attack at the start of a conflict. This fact will increasingly encourage the Navy to hold the most capable and prestigious surface ships, such as its aircraft carriers, out of sight of allies located within adversary missile range. As the missile threat matures, the Navy's new and modestly capable Littoral Combat Ships (LCS), a few of which will be stationed in Singapore, may perform the forward presence mission, showing the flag during peacetime and serving as expendable "trip wires" if shooting breaks out. Meanwhile, the main fleet and other long-range striking power will wait over the horizon and out of sight. 

US troop presence destroys I-law credibility

Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

Global rules and norms. The United States has important interests in the peaceful resolution of South China Sea disputes according to international law. With the exception of China, all the claimants of the South China Sea have attempted to justify their claims based on their coastlines and the provisions of UNCLOS. China, however, relies on a mix of historic rights and legal claims, while remaining deliberately ambiguous about the meaning of the "nine-dashed line" around the sea that is drawn on Chinese maps. Failure to uphold international law and norms could harm U.S. interests elsewhere in the region and beyond. Ensuring freedom of navigation is another critical interest of the United States and other regional states. Although China claims that it supports freedom of navigation, its insistence that foreign militaries seek advance permission to sail in its two-hundred-mile EEZ casts doubt on its stance. China's development of capabilities to deny American naval access to those waters in a conflict provides evidence of possible Chinese intentions to block freedom of navigation in specific contingencies.

[Insert I-Law Impact]
No attack now
Communication between military leaders solves the crisis

Glaser 12 (Bonnie Glaser, Senior Fellow, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Council on Foreign Relations, April 2012, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” http://www.cfr.org/east-asia/armed-clash-south-china-sea/p27883)

Direct communication between military officials can be effective in de-escalating a crisis. States involved should establish communication mechanisms, include provisions for both scheduled and short-notice emergency meetings, and mandate consultation during a crisis. Emergency meetings would focus on addressing the specific provocative action that brought about the crisis. Operational hotlines, including phone lines and radio frequencies with clear protocols and points of contact, should also be set up. To be effective, hotlines should be set up and used prior to a crisis, though even then there is no guarantee that they will be used by both sides if a crisis erupts. China and Vietnam have already agreed to establish a hotline; this could be a model for other states in the region and China. The goal would not be to resolve underlying issues, but to contain tensions in the event of a minor skirmish and prevent escalation.

Disputes will be settled diplomatically in the squo

Bordadora 11 (Norman Bordadora, staffwriter for the Philippean global nation inquirer, July 9, 2011, “Philippines hopeful of peace in Spratlys,” http://globalnation.inquirer.net/5676/philippines-hopeful-of-peace-in-spratlys
MANILA, Philippines—A Malacañang spokeswoman said Saturday the government hoped the renewed commitment by the Philippines and China to work with each other peacefully would lead to stability in the region. “We’re hopeful it will ease tensions. If an issue is sensitive enough as it is, we are hoping that the tensions will decrease so that we can talk on how to maintain peace and stability in that region,” deputy presidential spokesperson Abigail Valte said over the state-run radio station dzRB. Foreign Secretary Albert Del Rosario and Chinese Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi met in Beijing on Friday and issued a joint statement that committed the Philippines and China to not allow the dispute in the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea) get in the way of friendship and cooperation between the two countries. The two sides also committed to respect and abide by the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea, which Manila refers to as the West Philippine Sea. “That is certainly a good development,” Valte said. “It echoes our real position that despite a dispute over the Kalayaan group of islands, all claimants are committed to have a beautiful solution and to work it out diplomatically. What’s important is there should be peace and stability in the region,” she added. Asked if the positive developments in the meeting between Del Rosario and Yang would pave the way for President Benigno Aquino’s visit to China, Valte said: “The details are still being worked out and that is always advised to us by the DFA. Details are still being threshed out as we speak.”

There will be coop in the status quo

PN 12 (Philippean News agency, 2012, “Peace be with you: RP, China keep friendly relations amid Spratly row,” http://www.philippinenews.com/top-of-the-news/2945-peace-be-with-you-rp-china-keep-friendly-relations-amid-spratly-row.html)

MANILA—The Philippines and China have agreed not to let disputes in the West Philippine Sea (South China Sea) affect friendly relations, the two countries said in a joint statement Friday. “The two sides reaffirmed their commitments to respect and abide by the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea,” they said after Philippine Foreign Affairs Secretary Albert del Rosario and Chinese Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi held talks in Beijing. The declaration signed in 2002 between China and the 10-member Association of Southeast Asian Nations seeks to resolve their territorial disputes by peaceful means and in accordance with international law, including the 1982 UN Convention on the Law of the Sea. “Both ministers exchanged views on the maritime disputes and agreed not to let the maritime disputes affect the broader picture of friendship and cooperation between the two countries,” the statement said following the three-hour talks at the Great Hall of the People in downtown Beijing Friday afternoon. Chinese Vice President Xi Jinping described the meeting as “productive”. “China is committed to remain a good neighbor, a good friend and a good partner with the Philippines,” Xi was quoted by the official Xinhua News Agency as saying. The two countries agreed to “maintain close political cooperation including high-level visits and defense and security cooperation.”
No Impact to China attack
No war - China won’t risk it all.
Bremmer 10 [Ian, president of Eurasia Group and author of “The End of the Free Market” (Portfolio), published in May, China vs America: fight of the century 22 March 2010 Issue 169, http://www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/2010/03/china-vs-america-fight-of-the-century/]

China will not mount a military challenge to the US any time soon. Its economy and living standards have grown so quickly over the past two decades that it’s hard to imagine the kind of catastrophic event that could push its leadership to risk it all. Beijing knows that no US government will support Taiwanese independence, and China need not invade an island that it has largely co-opted already by offering Taiwan’s business elite privileged investment opportunities.
**Terror Advantage

Terror 1NC

No terror threat now

Xinhua News 11 (Xinhua national news agency, 9/29/11, “Philippine gov't assures no terror threat in Metro,” Manilahttp://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2011-09/29/c_131167481.htm

MANILA, Sept. 29 (Xinhua) -- The Philippine government assured on Thursday that there is no specific terrorist threat in Metro Manila, dispelling fears triggered by a report saying terror groups, Jemaah Islamiyah (JI) and Abu Sayyaf Group, were plotting attacks in Mindanao and in the National Capital Region (NCR). Professor Rohan Gunarathna, head of the management staff of the Singapore-based International Center for Political Violence and Terrorism Research, reportedly said that about a dozen of JI militants, who are still operating in southern province of Sulu with the Abu Sayyaf, were preparing to launch attacks in some parts of Mindanao and Metro Manila. While confirming of the connection between JI and Abu Sayyaf, Presidential Spokesperson Edwin Lacierda said that the intelligence community of the government has not monitored any specific threat in the country's capital region. "There are no specific reports of threat," he said. He said that even if the pieces of information were just based on gossips, still government authorities tried to verify them. And so far, he said, there were no threats.

Prefer our evidence – all of their internal links are specific to the present troop is the Philippines – not an increase – that’s a reason why the status quo solves

US presence provokes terror in the long term even if it solves small threats in the short term

Eland 2 (Ivan Eland, Senior Fellow and Director of the Center on Peace & Liberty at The Independent Institute, 2012, “Religion and Terrorism Conference Paper: Excessive U.S. Military Action Overseas Breeds Anti-U.S. Terrorism,” http://www.wcfia.harvard.edu/node/628
As the cataclysmic events of September 11 have receded farther into the past, U.S. policymakers and the public should have been able to think more clearly about the causes of those events. But that has not happened. Just after the attacks, the initial wave of nationalistic feeling was understandable (similar sentiments held the day after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor in 1941). And the Bush administration's military action against al Qaeda and the Taliban in Afghanistan was equally understandable and justified, if not completely successful. After civilians were slaughtered so heinously on U.S. soil, the American people — recognizing the right to self–defense — would have been willing to incur a significant number of military casualties in Afghanistan to round up and kill or capture al Qaeda fighters. Yet on two separate occasions, despite its bellicose rhetoric, the Bush administration — fearing casualties, much as the Clinton administration had — allowed al Qaeda fighters to get away by timidly relying on Northern Alliance and Pakistani allies to pursue them rather than putting enough U.S. boots on the ground. What was needed then and what will be needed in the future is a robust, narrowly focused military response against terrorist groups that focus their attacks on U.S. targets. Unfortunately, a wider, less effective U.S. policy of military and covert action is being pursued by the Bush administration and supported by the American people. In fact, that indiscriminate U.S. military interventionism is a major cause of terrorism against the United States in the first place. For example, unnecessary U.S. military interventions in Georgia, the Philippines and Iraq will most likely cause more additional terrorist attacks on U.S. targets than they will prevent.

Terror is just an excuse for the US to dominate the region

Asia Times 12 (Asia Times, 2/29/12, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Southeast_Asia/NB29Ae01.html)
Ilagan has since called for a probe into what she referred to as the "extensive and intensive intrusion of the US military in AFP operations". She also said, "If these reports are true, then US troops are participating in and conducting operations beyond what is allowed in the Visiting Forces Agreement and directly transgressing our sovereignty. More importantly, their participation in these operations is a potential magnet for the Philippines' participation in a brewing US-instigated regional conflict." Underscoring the still strong nationalist sentiment against US troops being stationed on Philippine soil, Ilagan's opposition to US involvement in the fight against Abu Sayyaf comes despite the fact that she is a former victim of the group's terror tactics. She was wounded in the November 2007 bombing of the National Assembly in Quezon City, which killed one of Ilagan's staff members, her driver and a fellow congressional representative. The Philippines National Police claimed that Abu Sayyaf was responsible for the bombing, though that interpretation has since been contested. Certain congressional representatives believe that the country's security forces exploit the Abu Sayyaf for their own purposes - in this case to boost military ties with the US in a wider bid to counterbalance China - at the expense of national sovereignty. Despite Ilagan's and other nationalist group protests, the US has already announced plans to increase its fleet of unmanned drones by 30% in the Philippines. 

No nuclear terror – No desire, no market, and locks check.

Mueller, Political Science at Ohio State, 11 [John, Professor of Political Science at Ohio State, The Truth About Al-Qaeda, August 2, 2011, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/68012/john-mueller/the-truth-about-al-qaeda?page=show]

Thus far terrorist groups seem to have exhibited only limited desire and even less progress in going atomic. This may be because, after brief exploration of the possible routes, they, unlike generations of alarmists on the issue, have discovered that the tremendous effort required is scarcely likely to be successful. It is highly improbable that a would-be atomic terrorist would be given or sold a bomb by a generous like-minded nuclear state because the donor could not control its use and because the ultimate source of the weapon might be discovered.  Although there has been great worry about terrorists illicitly stealing or purchasing a nuclear weapon, it seems likely that neither “loose nukes” nor a market in illicit nuclear materials exists. Moreover, finished bombs have been outfitted with an array of locks and safety devices. There could be dangers in the chaos that would emerge if a nuclear state were utterly to fail, collapsing in full disarray. However, even under those conditions, nuclear weapons would likely remain under heavy guard by people who know that a purloined bomb would most likely end up going off in their own territory, would still have locks, and could probably be followed and hunted down by an alarmed international community.  The most plausible route for terrorists would be to manufacture the device themselves from purloined materials. This task requires that a considerable series of difficult hurdles be conquered in sequence, including the effective recruitment of people who at once have great technical skills and will remain completely devoted to the cause. In addition, a host of corrupted co-conspirators, many of them foreign, must remain utterly reliable, international and local security services must be kept perpetually in the dark, and no curious outsider must get consequential wind of the project over the months or even years it takes to pull off. In addition, the financial costs of the operation could easily become monumental.  Moreover, the difficulties are likely to increase because of enhanced protective and policing efforts by self-interested governments and because any foiled attempt would expose flaws in the defense system, holes the defenders would then plug. The evidence of al-Qaeda’s desire to go atomic, and about its progress in accomplishing this exceedingly difficult task, is remarkably skimpy, if not completely negligible. The scariest stuff—a decade’s worth of loose nuke rumor—seems to have no substance whatever. For the most part, terrorists seem to be heeding the advice found in an al-Qaeda laptop seized in Pakistan: “Make use of that which is available ... rather than waste valuable time becoming despondent over that which is not within your reach.”  In part because of current policies—but also because of a wealth of other technical and organizational difficulties—the atomic terrorists’ task is already monumental, and their likelihood of success is vanishingly small. Efforts to further enhance this monumentality, if cost-effective and accompanied with only tolerable side effects, are generally desirable.
Terrorists caught now
No terrorist threat – squo preparations solve anyway

Canoy 10 (Jeff Canoy, staff writer for ABC news, 11/3/10, “DND: No terror threat in Philippines,” http://www.abs-cbnnews.com/nation/11/03/10/dnd-no-terror-threat-philippines)
MANILA, Philippines - The Armed Forces of the Philippines-National Capital Region (AFP-NCR) Command is on red alert, but the Department of National Defense (DND) said there is "no terror threat in the Philippines." In a press conference after the anniversary ceremonies of the National Development Support Command in Camp Aguinaldo, DND Secretary Voltaire Gazmin said they haven't received any intelligence report of a terror threat in the country, but they are still preparing for it in case there is one. "Wala tayong terror threat dito sa Pilipinas. Gayunpaman, pinaghahandaan natin ito," he said. Gazmin said they have deployed intelligence operatives to collect information to find out where the threat is coming from. "Philippines, as a whole, wala tayong threat," he added. While Gazmin maintained that there is no threat to the country, the US, Britain and Australia have issued travel advisories for the Philippines. "Ganun naman talaga sila, they always issue this. This is adressed to their nationals na huwag pumunta," Gazmin said. When asked by the media if he thinks other countries are overreacting, Gazmin said, "Di bale nang OA [over acting] kaysa magsisi sila later on." AFP Chief of Staff Lt. Gen. Ricardo David Jr., meanwhile, said they are monitoring the "homegrown threats" such as the Abu Sayaff Group in Jolo, Tawi-Tawi and some parts of Basilan. "Ang pinipigilan natin ay yung mapunta sila sa urban centers para di sila makapunta sa Manila, Cebu and other areas na may build-up ng people," he said.

Terror threats are fear-mongering
Morella 10 (Cecil Morella, staff writer for AFP news, “Philippines says no terror threat exists,” 11/4/10, http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5jSP0nPNFpBDeOd6SwWJe0-YexZvQ?docId=CNG.8ae7ec72d21a39becbb5c339852ee3e5.cd1
After France became the sixth country to warn its citizens of the supposed threat, President Benigno Aquino said his government would again convey its belief that there was not sufficient evidence to back up the warnings. "We will communicate the same with France... in the most diplomatic way possible that there is an urgent request from our country not to be inflicted this harm if the basis isn't that concrete," Aquino told reporters. The United States, Britain, Australia, Canada and New Zealand issued travel advisories this week warning an attack may occur at any time in the Philippine capital, and that areas frequented by foreigners were potential targets. Aquino said Thursday that foreign security agencies had informed his government that a group he did not name planned to assassinate two foreign envoys as well as security officials in the Philippines. Filipino security forces were placed on heightened alert, but Aquino said "there is no adequate basis" for the warnings. Aquino and Assistant Foreign Secretary Ed Malaya said they regretted the six countries had not relayed the specifics of the supposed threat to Manila before releasing their advisories. "According to our security agencies (these) are unverified and raw and therefore in fact there was no need perhaps to have issued the travel advisories at all," Malaya said over local television on Friday.

Squo solves terror

Asia Times 12 (Asia Times, 2/29/12, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Southeast_Asia/NB29Ae01.html)

A United States-supported airstrike that destroyed with causalities an Abu Sayyaf hideout on the remote island of Jolo in the southern Philippines represented the first known use of the unmanned aerial assault craft in the Armed Forces of the Philippines (AFP) counter-insurgency operations against terrorism-linked rebel groups. The drone attack early this month reportedly killed 15 Abu Sayyaf and Jemaah Islamiyah operatives, including three most-wanted terrorist leaders - Zulkifli bin Hir (alias Marwan), Gumbahali Jumdail (alias Doc Abu), and Mumanda Ali (alias Muawayah) - and raised the level of US-Philippine military cooperation. Marwan was the most wanted foreign terrorist in the Philippines, with the US State Department offering a US$5 million reward for information leading to his capture. A Malaysian national, he was formerly a member of the Indonesia-based JI's central command, known as the markaziyah, and a founder of the Kumpulan Mujahidin Malaysia, an organization comprised mostly of former Soviet-era Afghan mujahideen who advocated for the overthrow of then Malaysian prime minister Mahathir Mohammed's government and the creation of an Islamic State. 

US troops increase terror

US presence provokes terror

Eland 2 (Ivan Eland, Senior Fellow and Director of the Center on Peace & Liberty at The Independent Institute, member of the CATO institute,12/17/98, “DOES U.S. INTERVENTION OVERSEAS BREED TERRORISM? The Historical Record,” http://www.wcfia.harvard.edu/node/628
Yet most attention has been focused on combating terrorism by deterring and disrupting it beforehand and retaliating against it after the fact. Less attention has been paid to what motivates terrorists to launch attacks. According to the Pentagon's Defense Science Board, a strong correlation exists between U.S. involvement in international situations and an increase in terrorist attacks against the United States. President Clinton has also acknowledged that link. The board, however, has provided no empirical data to support its conclusion. This paper fills that gap by citing many examples of terrorist attacks on the United States in retaliation for U.S. intervention overseas. The numerous incidents cataloged suggest that the United States could reduce the chances of such devastating--and potentially catastrophic-- terrorist attacks by adopting a policy of military restraint overseas.

No I/L to terror
Terrorist threat exaggerated

CNN 10 (1/6/10, “Study: Threat of Muslim-American terrorism in U.S. exaggerated,” http://articles.cnn.com/2010-01-06/us/muslim.radicalization.study_1_radicalization-muslim-americans-anti-terrorism?_s=PM:US)
The terrorist threat posed by radicalized Muslim- Americans has been exaggerated, according to a study released Wednesday by researchers at Duke University and the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. A small number of Muslim-Americans have undergone radicalization since the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on New York and Washington, the study found. It compiled a list of 139 individuals it categorized as "Muslim-American terrorism offenders" who had become radicalized in the U.S. in that time -- a rate of 17 per year. That level is "small compared to other violent crime in America, but not insignificant," according to the study, titled "Anti-Terror Lessons of Muslim-Americans." To be included on the list, an offender had to have been wanted, arrested, convicted or killed in connection with terrorism-related activities since 9/11 -- and have lived in the United States, regardless of immigration status, for more than a year prior to arrest. Of the 139 offenders, fewer than a third successfully executed a violent plan, according to a Duke University statement on the study, and most of those were overseas. Read the report:"Anti-Terror Lessons of Muslim-Americans" "Muslim-American organizations and the vast majority of individuals that we interviewed firmly reject the radical extremist ideology that justifies the use of violence to achieve political ends," David Schanzer, an associate professor in Duke's Sanford School of Public Policy and director of the Triangle Center on Terrorism and Homeland Security, said in the statement.

No Impact
Prefer conventional weapons.

Craig 11 [Campbell, professor of international relations at the University of Southampton Special Issue: Bringing Critical Realism and Historical Materialism into Critical Terrorism Studies  Atomic obsession: nuclear alarmism from Hiroshima to al-Qaeda Critical Studies on Terrorism  Volume 4, Issue 1, 2011, April, pages 115-124]
Let us address each of his claims, in reverse order. Mueller suggests that the risk of an act of major nuclear terrorism is exceptionally small, along the lines of an asteroid hitting the earth. Drawing upon his powerful book against terrorism alarmism, Overblown (2006), he shows that serious anti-Western terrorist groups are today widely scattered and disorganized – precisely the wrong kind of arrangement for the sustained and centralized project of building an atomic bomb. Looking for immediate results, terrorist groups are likely to go with what works today, rather than committing to a long-term and likely futile project. He points out, as have other authors, that so-called ‘rogue’ nations, even if they obtain a bomb, are never going to hand it over to terrorists: to do so would utterly negate everything they had worked so hard for. A nation such as Iran that somehow decided to give its bomb to al-Qaeda (leaving aide their completely different objectives) would not only be handing over a weapon that it had spent years and billions to build, and giving up the prestige and deterrence the bomb supposedly confers, it would also be putting itself at acute risk of being on the receiving end of a retaliatory strike once the terrorists did their work. By what rationale would any leader make such a move? The potential costs would be astronomical, the benefits non-existent.
PAGE  
1
Last printed 9/4/2009 7:00:00 PM





