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2NC Overview

Extend our interpretation: A substantial reduction in troops must reduce the total number of troops in that country by 25%—that’s US Code ’10. Prefer our interpretation—it’s in the context of military policy, which means it’s more predictable for research.

The DOD defines a “substantial reduction” as 25% of funding.
DOD 5/12/2003, Department of Defense, Department of Defense Instruction SUBJECT: Operation of the Defense Acquisition System, N UMBER 5000.2 cp

E9.4.3.                                    Additional Funding Considerations.  The DoD Components shall not terminate or substantially reduce participation in international cooperative ACAT ID programs under signed international agreements without USD(AT&L) approval; or in international cooperative ACAT IAM programs without ASD(C3I) approval.  A DoD Component may not terminate or substantially reduce U.S. participation in an international cooperative program until after providing notification to the USD(AT&L) or the ASD(C3I).  As a result of that notification, the USD(AT&L) or the ASD(C3I) may require the DoD Component to continue to provide some or all of the funding for that program in order to minimize the impact on the international cooperative program.  Substantial reduction is defined as a funding or quantity decrease of 25 percent or more in the total funding or quantities in the latest President's Budget for that portion of the international cooperative program funded by the DoD Component seeking the termination or reduced participation.

For international cooperative programs, substantial reductions must be a reduction of 25% or more or funding or quantity allocated in previous year’s budget

Defense Acquisition University, 2008, “Resource Allocation Process”, https://learn.dau.mil/CourseWare/804197_5/course/.../print_version.pdf

Termination or Reduction in Participation in International Cooperative Programs “DoD Components shall notify and obtain the approval of the USD(AT&L), for ACAT ID, or for ACAT IAM programs, before terminating or substantially reducing participation in international cooperative programs under signed international agreements. The USD(AT&L) may require the DoD Component to continue to provide some or all of the funding for that program in order to minimize the impact on the international cooperative program. Substantial reduction is defined as a funding or quantity decrease of 25 percent or more in the total funding or quantities in the latest President's Budget for that portion of the international cooperative program funded by the DoD Component seeking the termination or reduced participation.” (DoDI 5000.02) 

2NC Violation

The affirmative violates on multiple levels:

A. Troop numbers:
There are approximately 43,000 troops in Japan

Thom Shanker 2005 (“U.S. to cut troops in Japan, reshaping ties” The New York Times, http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/nationworld/2002592196_japan30.html)
The number of U.S. military personnel in Japan, now about 50,000, will fall by 7,000 with the relocation of some Marine Corps units from Okinawa to Guam.

But there are only 2,000 marines at Futenma—this amounts to 4.65% of the total troops

Justin McCurry May 2010 “Japan in U-turn on US marine base in Okinawa” http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2010/may/24/japan-uturn-us-base-okinawa

Hatoyama said he would honour a 2006 agreement with the US to move Futenma base from its current location in an overcrowded city to an offshore site in a less populated part of Okinawa, despite strong local opposition.  After six months of searching for a new site in other parts of Japan, Hatoyama conceded that the Korean crisis, sparked by the March sinking of a South Korean naval vessel blamed on a North Korean torpedo, had underlined the importance of the US military presence.  "I decided that it is of utmost importance that we place the Japan-US relationship on a solid footing of mutual trust, considering the situation on the Korean peninsula and in Asia," he said.  "I apologise from the bottom of my heart for the confusion I have caused the people of Okinawa."  The US had refused to budge from its insistence that the base, home to 2,000 marines, should stay on Okinawa, which it regards as the best location for troops who could be sent to intervene in a conflict on the Korean peninsula or between China and Taiwan. 

B. Number of bases

Japan has almost 90 bases—the affirmative removes 1

John Feffer 2010 (“Pacific Pushback: Has the U.S. Empire of Bases Reached Its High-Water Mark?” Pacific Free Press, http://www.pacificfreepress.com/news/1/5752-okinawa-japans-pacific-pushback.html)

For a country with a pacifist constitution, Japan is bristling with weaponry. Indeed, that Asian land has long functioned as a huge aircraft carrier and naval base for U.S. military power. We couldn’t have fought the Korean and Vietnam Wars without the nearly 90 military bases scattered around the islands of our major Pacific ally.   Even today, Japan remains the anchor of what’s left of America’s Cold War containment policy when it comes to China and North Korea. From the Yokota and Kadena air bases, the United States can dispatch troops and bombers across Asia, while the Yokosuka base near Tokyo is the largest American naval installation outside the United States. 

2NC A2: CI: Important bases

Futenma is an obsolete base—the US was already planning to move out of it

John Feffer 2010 (“Pacific Pushback: Has the U.S. Empire of Bases Reached Its High-Water Mark?” Pacific Free Press, http://www.pacificfreepress.com/news/1/5752-okinawa-japans-pacific-pushback.html)
What makes this so strange, on the surface, is that Futenma is an obsolete base. Under an agreement the Bush administration reached with the previous Japanese government, the U.S. was already planning to move most of the Marines now at Futenma to the island of Guam. Nonetheless, the Obama administration is insisting, over the protests of Okinawans and the objections of Tokyo, on completing that agreement by building a new partial replacement base in a less heavily populated part of Okinawa.
Futenma is unimportant to our military strategy—helicopters aren’t valuable to strategic deterrence in the age of global warfare
Xudong Han, staff writer, 6/9/2010 (“How Much Value Is Left in Futenma Base?” Translated By Yalin Yuan, Edited by Heidi Kaufmann, Watching America, originally Xinhua, http://watchingamerica.com/News/58758/how-much-value-is-left-in-futenma-base/)
First, the role of strategic deterrence has declined. It is mainly the U.S. Marine Corps and helicopter gunships stationed at the Futenma base. The main task of the armed helicopters is to attack armored and other hard targets on the ground, support landing operations and so on. It’s not difficult to see that the role of armed helicopters is limited to the tactical and operational scope.  During the Cold War, the Soviet Union wanted a military solution and built everything with a focus on “attacking.” In this context, the Futenma base was playing an important role. With the formation of the global battlefield, countries started to use a global military perspective. Those who possess weaponry or military facilities with global impacts, such as aircraft carriers, strategic bombers, early warning aircraft and missile defense systems, would increase their strategic deterrence. Thus, the military role of Futenma is in relative decline.  Second, in the U.S. global military deployment, the value of the Futenma base is declining. During the Cold War, Futenma received a lot of attention. With constant expansion and the increase in the number of troops, it became the area with the most U.S. forces in Japan. After the Cold War, the United States continued to adjust its deployment of troops in Okinawa. Currently, there are 10,000 U.S. Navy and Marine personnel in Japan. In accordance with U.S. global force redeployment plans, by the end of 2014, the U.S. military will have 8,000 Marines moved to Guam. This indicates that the number of U.S. Marines stationed in Japan will be significantly reduced, thus the decrease of Futenma's military value.  Third, the decline of strategic value can be seen in the late 1960s and early ‘70s, when the U.S.-Soviet strategic balance was first formed, and the competition for dominance started. Precisely in such circumstances, the U.S. in 1972 returned Okinawa — which had been occupied by the U.S. since World War II — to Japan. From this action, it could be seen that the military strategic value of Okinawa began to decline during the Cold War. The strategic value of Futenma base, which played the role of campaign tactics, has also fallen. That the United States reduced the amount of its troops in Futenma is an important embodiment of the continuation of this decline. 
Gates DA

Gates hates the plan—it contradicts the 2006 realignment accord

Japan Today 2009 (“No Futenma relocation, no transfer of Marines to Guam, Gates says” Japan Today, http://www.japantoday.com/category/politics/view/japan-stays-elusive-on-us-base-issue-ahead-of-gates-visit)
Visiting U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates gave a tacit nod Wednesday to minor changes in the current Japan-U.S. plan to transfer the U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station within Okinawa, seeking to move forward the U.S. forces realignment as agreed and dashing the new Japanese government’s hopes of an alternative arrangement.     The Futenma relocation issue emerged as a major sticking point in Gates’ talks with the new Japanese government, as Tokyo reviews a 2006 bilateral accord on U.S. forces realignment as part of its policy to seek more ‘‘equal’’ Japan-U.S. ties.     Gates called the existing realignment accord ‘‘the best alternative for everyone’’ and warned Tokyo against revoking the pact, saying the failure to implement it would mean ‘‘no consolidation of forces and return of land’’ in Okinawa.     The secretary is the first U.S. cabinet member to visit Japan since the September launch of the new Japanese government.     He also expressed hope that Tokyo will provide financial aid for the Afghan national army and police as an alternative to the nation’s current refueling mission in the Indian Ocean, which is set to end in January.     Referring to ‘‘some modest changes’’ in the V-shaped runway to be constructed in coastal areas off the Marines’ Camp Schwab in Nago, Gates said, ‘‘We regard that as a matter between the government of Okinawa, people in Okinawa and the government here in Tokyo.’‘     His remarks at a joint press conference with Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa at the Defense Ministry in Tokyo underlined Washington’s readiness to accept a plan to build its military airfield in Nago around 50 meters further offshore than currently planned.     The United States has so far refused any changes in the current relocation plan that is basically backed by Okinawa Gov Hirokazu Nakaima and some local residents, who call for constructing the air station further offshore than planned.     A senior Pentagon official, who recently spoke to reporters on condition of anonymity, said the United States would examine the idea, if Tokyo were to propose it.     Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has indicated he will seek to relocate the Futenma facility outside of Okinawa, or even outside Japan to lessen base-hosting burdens on local residents—a proposal that would contravene the 2006 agreement, which took years to reach.     His government has been verifying the bilateral negotiation process leading to the accord.     Kitazawa said in the news conference at the Defense Ministry in Tokyo it would ‘‘not be constructive’’ for the two countries if Japan takes too much time in reviewing the realignment plan.     Senior Vice Defense Minister Kazuya Shimba later quoted Kitazawa as telling Gates in their meeting that the Hatoyama cabinet has no intention to ‘‘waste time’’ in tackling the relocation issue.     ‘‘To begin pulling different pieces of it would be immensely complicated and counterproductive,’’ Gates said at the news conference. ‘‘We’ve investigated all of the alternatives in great detail and believe they are both politically untenable and operationally unworkable.’‘     

Gates wants to keep Futenma around—he has explicitly said there is no alternative

Lara Jakes, staff writer, 2009 (“US Expects Troops to Remain at Futenma Airbase” Associated Press, http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory?id=8867644)
The top American defense official says he expects a U.S. airfield to remain on Japan's southern island of Okinawa despite political pressure among Tokyo's new leaders to shut it down.  U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates was to meet Tuesday with Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada on a visit to Tokyo where the Futenma air station was expected to be a top topic.  "There really, as far as we're concerned, are no alternatives to the arrangement that was negotiated," Gates told reporters late Monday as he headed to Japan.  At issue is the fate of the air field, a major Marine hub, in the wake of Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's election last month.  U.S. and Japanese officials in 2006 agreed to shift 8,000 Marines to the U.S. territory of Guam and to move the Futenma base to a new location on Okinawa to curb local residents' concerns of noise and crime. Some U.S. troops would remain at Futenma under that agreement.  But some members of Hatoyama's government want the base closed and its remaining U.S. troops moved out of Japan altogether. U.S. officials have hoped to resolve the issue by the time President Barack Obama arrives in Japan early next month.  Gates said he did not expect Hatoyama to renege on the agreement. The two men are scheduled to meet on Wednesday.  "This is an agreement between our countries, between our governments," Gates said. "And frankly I have every confidence that both sides will fulfill the commitments that they have made in this agreement." 

CMR

Military wants to keep Futenma around—Gates has explicitly said there is no alternative

Lara Jakes, staff writer, 2009 (“US Expects Troops to Remain at Futenma Airbase” Associated Press, http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory?id=8867644)
The top American defense official says he expects a U.S. airfield to remain on Japan's southern island of Okinawa despite political pressure among Tokyo's new leaders to shut it down.  U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates was to meet Tuesday with Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada on a visit to Tokyo where the Futenma air station was expected to be a top topic.  "There really, as far as we're concerned, are no alternatives to the arrangement that was negotiated," Gates told reporters late Monday as he headed to Japan.  At issue is the fate of the air field, a major Marine hub, in the wake of Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's election last month.  U.S. and Japanese officials in 2006 agreed to shift 8,000 Marines to the U.S. territory of Guam and to move the Futenma base to a new location on Okinawa to curb local residents' concerns of noise and crime. Some U.S. troops would remain at Futenma under that agreement.  But some members of Hatoyama's government want the base closed and its remaining U.S. troops moved out of Japan altogether. U.S. officials have hoped to resolve the issue by the time President Barack Obama arrives in Japan early next month.  Gates said he did not expect Hatoyama to renege on the agreement. The two men are scheduled to meet on Wednesday.  "This is an agreement between our countries, between our governments," Gates said. "And frankly I have every confidence that both sides will fulfill the commitments that they have made in this agreement." 
The military is adamant that the Futenma base remains in Okinawa—it’s key to security in the region

The Daily Yomiuri 10/24/2009 “Joint Chiefs chairman: Futenma must move to Nago” Tokyo, Japan, LexisNexis Academic)

Michael Mullen, chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, said Friday that a plan to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station to Nago, Okinawa Prefecture, is an "absolute requirement" for the entire realignment of U.S. forces in Japan.  "I don't believe from a military standpoint it's possible to provide the kind of security and defense support to Japan and to the region without it," Mullen said at a press conference at the U.S. Embassy in Tokyo.  By urging the Japanese government to swiftly agree to the existing relocation plan, the top U.S. military officer underlined his government's firm stance on the issue.  Mullen said the realignment plans, including the relocation of U.S. marines from Okinawa to Guam, would affect budgetary planning both in Japan and the United States. Given that, Japan needs to reach a conclusion on the issue as soon as possible, he said. Mullen also confirmed that U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates had urged Tokyo to make a decision before President Barack Obama visits Japan on Nov. 12-13.  Asked about calls by some members of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan to move the Futenma facility outside Okinawa Prefecture, Mullen voiced opposition to such an idea. "Moving it out somewhere else diminishes security support for Japan and the region," he said.
Military strongly supports the Futenma air base—alignment

The Daily Yomiuri 10/24/09 (“Excerpts from Adm. Mullen on Futenma relocation” Pg. 4, LexisNexis Academic)
Michael Mullen, the chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, discussed the relocation of Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture, at a roundtable press conference held in Tokyo on Friday.  The following are excerpts of Mullen's comments on the issue.  I think Futenma really unlocks the door to the rest of the alignment [of U.S. forces], and without that...as [U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates] said, a significant part of the rest of the alignment just wouldn't take place.  The United States and Japan signed this agreement [on the alignment] and we signed up for a certain timeline. And we're on that timeline.  Those timelines are very much tied to resource availability, funding support, if you will, from both governments. And to the degree that this decision starts to move to the right, all those plans move to the right.  So we think it is urgent to examine--certainly, I understand that--but to examine and commit as rapidly as possible. And Secretary Gates  said hopefully before President [Barack] Obama visits.  I don't believe, from a military standpoint, it's possible to provide the kind of security and defense support to Japan and to the region without it. So in that regard, moving it somewhere else diminishes the security support for Japan in the region, off of Okinawa.
CMR 

Removing Futenma is not an option—Joint Chiefs of Staff chairman and Gates oppose it

The Washington Post 10/24/09 (“Minister: U.S. base stays on Okinawa” Pg. A07, LexisNexis Academic)
Japan's new government appeared to bow to intensifying pressure from visiting top U.S. military officials Friday, saying it supports keeping a major U.S. Marine airfield on the southern island of Okinawa.  The move narrows a rift between the two alliance partners ahead of President Obama's visit in three weeks. Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's administration, elected in a landslide in August, has suggested it would like to make changes to a 2006 agreement that would realign the 47,000 U.S. troops in Japan, including moving 8,000 Marines to the U.S. Pacific territory of Guam.  A major sticking point has been the future of Futenma Air Station, which under the pact would be relocated to a less crowded part of Okinawa. However, Hatoyama has suggested he would like the airfield moved off the island entirely.  Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates, visiting Tokyo this week, insisted that Futenma must be relocated on the island, calling any other options "politically untenable and operationally unworkable." Adm. Mike Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, added to that pressure Friday during meetings with Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada and other officials.  After his meeting with Mullen, Okada said that moving Futenma airfield off the tiny island "is not an option." He added, however, that it will be difficult to decide on a new site before Obama's  Nov. 12-13 visit.
F-22s

The US will compensate Japan for the removal of the Futenma airbase

The Daily Yomiuri 2007 (“Gates pushes realignment” Pg. 1 LexisNexis Academic)
U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates told visiting Defense Minister Fumio Kyuma on Monday in Washington that it was important to implement a road map for realignment of U.S. forces in Japan as agreed to last May, without any changes.  His remark apparently referred to requests from local authorities of the affected areas to alter the plan, in which the government will construct two runways in a V-shape in the waters off Camp Schwab in Nago, Okinawa Prefecture, to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan.  At the bilateral meeting, Kyuma said, "Following the agreement with the United States and securing local understanding, the government will realize the relocation plan and return of bases as early as possible."  Addressing the leak of information about the Aegis defense system by a Maritime Self-Defense Force member, Gates said information protection is an issue not only for the Defense Ministry, but for the Japanese government as a whole.  Gates also said nimble exchanges of secret information are a key to promoting cooperation between the two nations, not only on the Aegis defense system, but also next-generation fighter jets and missile defense, and strongly urged the government to make efforts to prevent a recurrence.  Kyuma apologized to Gates over the leak.  Meanwhile, Kyuma requested that Gates provide information on the capability and equipment of the latest F-22 Raptor stealth fighter--one of the leading candidates as a mainstay of the next-generation of U.S. fighters.  Although Gates said the sale of the F-22 is prohibited by law, he hinted that the United States would consider an approach from Japan.  The U.S. Air Force has temporarily deployed F-22 fighters at its Kadena Air Base in Okinawa Prefecture and conducted a joint exercise with the Air Self-Defense Force on Friday. 

US Politics

The Senate hates the plan—weakens deterrence against China and is a huge financial burden

The Daily Yomiuri, 11/8/09 “U.S. Senate move threat to realignment; Attempt to slash budget seen by some as warning to Hatoyama over Futenma” Tokyo, LexisNexis Academic)
A U.S. Senate move concerning the fiscal 2010 budget could jeopardize the realignment of U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa Prefecture.  A Senate committee has voted for a budget bill that slashes 211 million dollars, or about 70 percent, from the 300 million dollars (27.2 billion yen) sought by the U.S. administration for the planned relocation of 8,000 marines from Okinawa Prefecture to Guam. Senators are now discussing the bill in a plenary session.  The move apparently reflects the Senate's mistrust of the Japanese government concerning its reluctance to make a final decision on the relocation of the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan.  Such a huge budget cut for the plan to realign U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa Prefecture could threaten the entire proposal.  The White House has submitted to the U.S. Congress a document in which it objects to the proposed budget reduction, saying such a move would hurt the Japan-U.S. agreement reached in February on the relocation of U.S. marines to Guam. It was from this document that the intended budget reduction came to light.  The U.S. House of Representatives has already approved a bill that preserves the originally proposed budget for the relocation. The two houses of Congress are expected to coordinate opinions to reach an agreement on a final budget bill.  Some U.S. lawmakers oppose the relocation plan, apparently reflecting the opinion of the U.S. Marine Corps that such a move would weaken deterrence against China.  Observers also point out that lawmakers are displeased that the United States will have to shoulder a huge financial burden for the relocation project, which is meant to ease Japan's burden. The United States is supposed to pay 4.18 billion dollars for the relocation, while Japan would shoulder 6.09 billion dollars. 

The House hates the plan—they want relocation, not elimination—deterrence and regional hegemony

BBC Asia Pacific, 6/23/2010 “US lawmakers set to thank Japan's Okinawa for hosting military bases”
A group of bipartisan lawmakers submitted a resolution Tuesday to the US House of Representatives to express gratitude to the Japanese people, especially to the people of Okinawa, for hosting the US military.  The House could take a vote on the resolution on Wednesday, the 50th anniversary of the bilateral security treaty entering into force, parliamentary sources said.  The draft resolution says the "robust forward presence" of the US military in Japan "provides the deterrence and capabilities necessary for the defence of Japan and for the maintenance of Asia-Pacific peace, prosperity and regional stability." The resolution "recognizes that the broad support and understanding of the Japanese people are indispensable for the stationing" of the US military in Japan and "expresses its appreciation to the people of Japan, and especially on Okinawa, for their continued hosting" of the US armed forces, it says.  The text also touched on a joint statement released by the Japanese and US governments in May that reconfirmed their commitment to a 2006 bilateral accord on the realignment of US forces in Japan, which includes a plan to relocate the US Marines Corps' Futenma base within Okinawa. 

Japan Rearm

Removing Futenma leads to rearmament—it’s seen as a win for constitutional revisionist movements
The Japan Times 5/4/10 (“Constitution Day marked with rallies and protests” LexisNexis Academic)
Many conservatives argue that Japan needs to create a Constitution drafted by Japanese people and change the war-renouncing Article 9 to enhance the country's military capacity and give Tokyo more diplomatic leverage.  Meanwhile, thousands of people gathered in Tokyo's Hibiya Park to mark the 63rd anniversary of the Constitution and display their opposition to any revision.  "I will not allow change to Article 9," Mizuho Fukushima, head of the SDP, one of the DPJ's junior coalition partners, told the gathering organized by pacifist groups.  "Now a national referendum law is about to be enforced. But there is much homework to be done. I will not allow the 'kenpo shinsakai' (a constitutional research panel in both Diet chambers)" to get under way."  The national referendum law, which stipulates the procedures for Constitutional amendments, is scheduled to take effect May 18.  The law was established in 2007 under Prime Minister Shinzo Abe of the Liberal Democratic Party with an eye to amending Article 9, which prohibits Japan from possessing a military and renounces the use of force as a means of settling international disputes. However, since the DPJ came to power, no active discussion has taken place concerning the Constitution.  "Because of the pacifist charter, we can live happily. As a junior coalition party, I will do my best to keep the philosophy of the Constitution alive," Fukushima said.  Yuko Tanaka, a professor at Hosei University who specializes in the culture of the Edo Period, said: "We must protect Article 9. But we should not protect the pacifist charter by putting it into a museum."  Tanaka noted that the most important issue now is moving U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma out of Okinawa.  "What we must also be aware of is that there could be movements of rearmament of the Self-Defense Forces after the relocation of the bases. If we see any signs of such movements, we must stop them," she said. 

Guam Redeployment

Marines are not being redeployed now but removing Futenma uniquely triggers the link

The Yomiuri Shimbun, 8/4/10 (“Move Futenma base, move U.S. marines” Editorial Section, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/editorial/T100804003403.htm)
Ensuring steady progress in the relocation of the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station will be essential to minimizing any delay in the planned transfer of marines from Okinawa Prefecture to Guam.  The U.S. Defense Department recently revealed that the transfer of about 8,000 marines to Guam originally scheduled to be completed in 2014 likely will be delayed by up to six years.  The Pentagon blamed the holdup on the unexpectedly long time needed to construct social infrastructure, such as electricity generation, water, sewage and roads. The transfer will increase Guam's population by more than 10 percent.  But the marines' transfer from Okinawa to Guam is intricately entwined with the Futenma facility relocation. The bungled handling of the Futenma move by former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's administration has certainly resulted in the marines' shift being put on ice.  Hatoyama fanned expectations among local Okinawa governments and residents that the air base might be moved out of the prefecture--or even outside the country. However, he ended up returning to the 2006 Japan-U.S. agreement that stipulated the facility would be moved to the Henoko district in Nago in the prefecture, and then abruptly quit as prime minister. Washington's decision to hold off the marines' transfer speaks volumes of the "negative legacy" Hatoyama has left.  Hatoyama bears grave responsibility in this regard. Prime Minister Naoto Kan, who supported Hatoyama as deputy prime minister in the previous administration, also cannot evade his responsibility for these unfortunate developments. 

The US will relocate the marines if Futenma is removed

Yoshio SHIMOJI, born in Miyako Island, Okinawa, M.S. (Georgetown University), taught English and English linguistics at the University of the Ryukyus from April 1966 until his retirement in March 2003, 4/3/10 “The Futenma Base and the U.S.-Japan Controversy: an Okinawan perspective” http://www.japanfocus.org/-Yoshio-SHIMOJI/3354

Washington has remained adamant in insisting that Futenma's operations be moved to Henoko. On meeting Foreign Affairs Minister Okada Katsuya in Tokyo last October, U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates urged Tokyo to implement the agenda specified in the 2006 Road Map as soon as possible.  In return, Washington would relocate to Guam 8,000 (later modified to 8,600) Marine personnel, consisting mostly of command elements: 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force Command Element, 3rd Marine Logistics Group Headquarters, 1st Marine Air Wing Headquarters, and 12th Marine Regiment Headquarters. The remaining Marines in Okinawa would then be task force elements such as ground, aviation, logistics and other service support members. 

Futenma won’t break the alliance

The alliance is stronger than ever—Futenma hasn’t destroyed cooperation on nonproliferation, climate change, and terrorism

Takashi Yokota, Associate Editor at Newsweek Japan, 1/22/10 (“A Pacific Squall” Newsweek, http://www.newsweek.com/2010/01/21/a-pacific-squall.html)
Yet the relationship between the U.S. and Japan is not nearly as bad as it seems. Yes, there is disagreement on one issue. But the fate of a small air base on Okinawa is not the only thing that matters. On North Korea, cooperation between Japan and the U.S. is better than ever. A key part of the Obama administration's North Korea policy is to restrengthen its cooperation with Tokyo, after the Bush administration hastily pursued a nuclear deal with Pyongyang in 2008 at the expense of Japan's dearest issue: the North's 1970s abductions of Japanese citizens, who have yet to be accounted for. Despite Pyongyang's attempts to lure the U.S. into talks, Washington is treading cautiously so that the North will be unable to drive a wedge between the U.S. and its allies, as it has done before. Moreover, there is little, if any, difference between Tokyo and Washington on global issues like nuclear nonproliferation, climate change, and terrorism. In November, Hatoyama and Obama agreed to cooperate closely on nonproliferation efforts and clean-energy development. Despite Japan's decision to withdraw its refueling ships from the Indian Ocean, it has pledged $5 billion in aid to Afghanistan, a commitment Washington welcomed.

Won’t break the alliance—Obama and Kan have agreed to the relocation plan and both feel that the alliance is important

The Japan Times 6/29/10 (“Kan, Obama agree on Futenma” http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100629a4.html)
TORONTO (Kyodo) Japan and the United States agreed Sunday to proceed with the relocation of the Futenma air base in Okinawa in line with their accord reached in May, while working closely on responses to North Korea's sinking of a South Korean warship and Iran's nuclear quest.  During their first formal meeting, held during the Group of 20 summit in Canada, Prime Minister Naoto Kan and President Barack Obama reaffirmed the importance of the security alliance between the two countries.  "We both noted the significance of 50 years of a U.S.-Japan alliance that has been a cornerstone not only of our two nations' security but also of peace and prosperity throughout Asia," Obama said afterward.  Kan said the Japan-U.S. alliance has played "an indispensable role" in ensuring peace and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region.  Kan and Obama took up the issue of relocating U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma and shared the view that Tokyo and Washington will proceed with the issue based on a fresh bilateral accord announced by the two countries May 28.  The deal stipulates that Futenma's flight operations, now carried out in a crowded residential area in Ginowan, will be moved to a less densely populated coastal zone in Nago, roughly in line with the initial U.S.-Japan agreement struck in 2006.  Kan is facing a tough challenge in appeasing local opposition to the plan, particularly after his predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, raised hopes for moving the base out of the prefecture, or even out of Japan.  In Sunday's talks, Obama reportedly told Kan that he realized it is not an easy issue for Tokyo and that he would make efforts to get U.S. forces more accepted in the region.  
Futenma won’t break the alliance

US-Japan alliance will remain strong despite the Futenma issue—Japan is reluctant to deploy self defense forces and relies on the US

Mihoko Matsubara, member of the Young Leaders Program at the Heritage Foundation,  8/3/2010 (“Much Ado About Nothing on Futenma” The Heritage Foundation, http://blog.heritage.org/2010/08/03/much-ado-about-nothing-on-futenma/)

“Man is a giddy thing,” William Shakespeare might say, looking at the fuss over the relocation project of Futenma Air Station. Nevertheless, the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) would never ask, “Dost thou not suspect my years?” The DPJ’s 2010 election manifesto emphasized the need for a strong alliance between Japan and the United States, a significant change from the 2009 election platform which sought a more equal alliance and reduced U.S. military presence in Japan.  Okinawa has been a cornerstone of the Japan-U.S. security alliance during the last 50 years. The little island rose in importance during the DPJ’s first year in office as it appeared that it might make or break the bilateral relationship after Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama declared that his government would not abide by a previous agreement for the relocation of the Futenma Air Station. As a result, tensions rose amongst the U.S., Japan, and Okinawa over when and where to relocate the air station and how to reduce the military “burden” on Okinawa. Futenma is critical for the United States to support ground forces operations for a contingency on the Korean Peninsula.  Yet, the DPJ neither recognizes the significant role that the U.S. forces stationed in Japan play nor understands the implication that its failed diplomacy has for its future partnership with Washington. Richard B. Myers, former Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, argues that excessive focus on the Futenma issue draws attention away from important alliance issues such as the Korean Peninsula. The American mass media has covered almost nothing but Futenma for the last 10 months except for Toyota.  The DPJ’s lack of a security strategy is impeding the Okinawa airbase project from progressing. Since the party was formed 14 years ago, it has never established a comprehensive strategic party platform except for general election manifestos. Although the DPJ’s “Manifesto 2009” declared its goal was to establish close and equal relations with the United States by sharing responsibilities, the party did not provide any details of how it would pursue this goal.  The DPJ lacks both the complete situational awareness and overarching principles that are essential to forming stratagem and avoiding another Futenma-type of deadlock. After straining relations with the United States, the DPJ belatedly realized that Japan is situated in a precarious region: Tensions are rising on the Korean Peninsula after the sinking of the South Korean naval ship Cheonan and China’s growing military capabilities is also of increasing concern. Consequently, the Hatoyama cabinet had to shift its policy and decided to relocate the air station to Henoko on May 28.  The threats from North Korea and China also require the Japanese government to create a strategy not only for national defense but also for international security. If Japan really wishes to reduce footprint of the U.S. forces in Okinawa while maintaining deterrence, Tokyo has to deploy more Self Defense Forces to southern Islands including Okinawa as an advisory panel will recommend to Prime Minister Naoto Kan next month. The current administration, however, does not seem to be ready for taking more security responsibility.  The DPJ has fallen into a trap of its own making: relations with the U.S. are far from being “close and equal”; the outlook for dialogue between Tokyo and Okinawa is bleak; and the Futenma project remains stalemated over 13 years after the predecessor Liberal Democratic Party obtained agreements from the U.S. government and Okinawa. From a practical viewpoint, one based on the current balance of military power, Japan needs the alliance more than the United States. 
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