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Explanation 

There is a plethora of ways you can approach this 1NC-

Gender K

Case turns

Sofa CP with either scenario

Whatever Disad links plus util good

Possible 2NRs-

Gender

CP with pullout disad or scenario NB (or both)

CP with imperialism turns

You probably shouldn’t read the Gender K with the patriarchy turns. 

Sexual Violence Frontline

Sexual Violence 1NC (1/3)

Essenialism—the aff generalizes women and recreates the image of a woman identical to the one under a patriarchal lens.
Witworth, prof of political science and female studies @ York U, 94 (Feminism and International Relations, pg 20, 1994)

Even when not concerned with mothering as such, much of the politics that emerge from radical feminism within IR depend on a ‘re-thinking’ from the perspective of women.  What is left unexplained is how simply thinking differently will alter the material realities of relations of domination between men and women.  Structural (patriarchal) relations are acknowledged, but not analysed in radical feminism’s reliance on the experiences, behaviours and perceptions of ‘women’.  As Sandra Harding notes, the essential and universal ‘man’, long the focus of feminist critiques, has merely been replaced here with the essential and universal ‘woman’.  And indeed, that notion of ‘woman’ not only ignores important differences amongst women, but it also reproduces exactly the stereotypical vision of women and men, masculine and feminine, that has been produced under patriarchy.  Those women who do not fit the mould – who, for example, take up arms in military struggle – are quickly dismissed as expressing ‘negative’ or ‘inauthentic’ feminine values (the same accusation is more rarely made against men).  In this way, it comes as no surprise when mainstream IR theorists such as Robert Reohane happily embrace the tenets of radical feminism.  It requires little in the way of re-thinking or movement from accepted and comfortable assumptions about stereotypes.  Radical feminists find themselves defending the same account of women as nurturing, pacifist, submissive mothers as men do under patriarchy, anti-feminists and the New Right.  As some writers suggest, this in itself should give feminists pause to reconsider this position.

Sexual Violence 1NC (2/3)
The affirmative’s forced inclusion is authoritarian and creates hierarchies, turning the case.
Bickford, Susan, Associate Professor of Political Science, received her A.B. from Bryn Mawr College and her Ph.D. from the University of Minnesota, 1997, “Anti-Anti-Identity Politics: Feminism, Democracy, and the Complexities of Citizenship”

Other political projects have been identified as neurotic in this way, and as having the same sort of political results. Marion Tapper argues that some feminist-inspired practices in academic institutions employ, perhaps unwittingly, modem forms of disciplinary power. She cites, for example, the establishment of policies that course content and teaching materials be nonsexist, that women be included in candidate pools and on selection committees, that research activities incorporate gender issues (Tapper 1993,136-38). To address injustices in academic institutions in this way, Tapper argues, is to end up creating within universities “docile” subjects amenable to a variety of forms of surveillance of their teaching and research. The impulse toward “intellectual authoritarianism” that underlies these politics springs from ressentiment, which is “both a backward-looking spirit-it needs to keep on remembering past injustices-and an expansive spirit-it needs to find new injustices everywhere.” As both Tapper and Brown note, this spirit is particularly invested not just in its own pain, but in its purity and powerlessness. Ressentiment involves “the need to see the other as powerful and responsible for my powerlessness, and then the transformation of this thought into the thought that my powerlessness is a proof of my goodness and the other’s evil” (Tapper 1993, 134-35; see also Brown 1995, chap. 2). The implications of ressentiment for politics, then, are twofold. It is not just that bureaucratic, regulatory practices are enhanced and expanded through the pursuit of this kind of “strikingly unemancipatory political project” (Brown 1995, 66): The further problem is that the assumption of morally pure and powerless victims eliminates the possibilities for democratic disagreement. Rather than articulating political claims in contestable ways, victims wield “moral reproach” against power. The myth of moral truth serves as a weapon in the “Complaint against strength”; its own power rests in its being differentiated from power (Brown 1995,42-46). As Brown describes this view, “Truth is always on the side of the damned or the excluded; hence Truth is always clean of power, but therefore always positioned to reproach power” (1995,46). The problem then is that these bifurcations-into good-evil, powerless-powerful, true-oppressive-evade the necessity for political argument about uncertain things, obscure the reality that all are implicated in power, and truncate both the capacity for political judgment and the practice of public debate (Brown 1995, chap. 2; Elshtain 1995, xvi-xvii, 44-45,58-59). 

Sexual Violence 1NC (3/3)

Wrong framing- centering their project on ‘gender’ means it will be obscured and ignored by the mainstream.

J. Ann Tickner (professor of international relations at USC) 2001, Gendering World Politics. Pp. 114-115.

Despite these important advances, women's human rights have continued to face discrimination, As long as they are dealt with in special conventions and institutions, they tend to be labeled as "women's issues" and, consequently, be marginalized, allowing the mainstream to ignore them, women’s voices are still struggling to be heard by mainstream human-rights organizations, and the prioritizing of civil and political rights, reinforced by the liberal agenda, tends to obscure the discriminatory practices faced by  women, The institutions that deal with women's human rights are more fragile than those in the mainstream; they are underfunded and have weaker implementation possibilities. For example, when ratifying CEDAW states have attached more reservations than they have to any other UN conventions. Charlesworth has argued that even CEDAW is based on a male measure of equality since it focuses on women’s rights in public life, such as in the formal economy, the law, and education. Indeed, certain feminists have claimed that the whole notion of rights is based on a Western male norm and male experience; typically, rights do not respond to the risks that women face by virtue of being women. With certain exceptions, rights based discourse has generally ignored oppression in the private sphere, thus tending to reinforce the public/private distinction that, while it is defined differently in different societal contexts, is consistent in its devaluation of women’s rights. In other words, the definition of human manifests a male bias. 

2NC—Sexual Violence—Ext 1 

The Aff is essentialist. 

Masculinist criticisms generalize women, creating the image and promoting the idea that all women are basically the same. The portrayal of the ‘woman’ by feminist criticisms assumes the same idea of the woman herself as the patriarchal mindset assumes.  Any derivation from the ‘normal’ woman is dismissed as inauthentic or negative to the concept of being a woman, turning the case. That’s Witworth.


2NC—Sexual Violence—Ext 2 

Forcing women’s perspective into debates is intellectually authoritarian- by forcing a perspective into debate, it eliminates the ability to disagree by portraying those who disagree as ‘evil’. That perspective denotes that women are powerless, and that men are the ones responsible for their powerlessness. The synergizing of those two concepts creates the false belief that those who are powerless are essentially good, and those in power are evil. This is called ressentiment, and results always looking for injustices agains the ‘morally pure’, eliminating all possibility for disagreement and debate, turning the case, again. - that’s Bickford


2NC—Sexual Violence—Ext 3

The idea that those issues are ‘women’s issues’ and ‘women’s rights’ marginalizes their importance, eliminating feminist criticisms from the mainstream, due to the focus of the rights of women only being in the public sphere, ignoring private injustices, turning the case even harder. - that’s Tickner

Imperialism Frontline
Imperialism 1NC Frontline (1/2)

1. Wrong metaphor—the aff’s MacKinnon evidence analogizes gendered violence to terrorism and says we need to wage a war like the war on terror. This reproduces a militarist framing of gender and reproduces the security framing that caused the Aff’s harms. 

2. The plan doesn’t solve imperialism—they just shift the harms to Guam. 

Kan and Niksch 10 (Shirley A. Kan, Specialist in Asian Security Affairs, Larry A. Niksch, Specialist in Asian Affairs, January 19, 2010, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, Congressional Research Service)

In May 2006, the United States and Japan signed a detailed "roadmap" agreement to broaden military cooperation, mostly dealing with changes and additions to U.S. forces in Japan. It provides for the relocation of the headquarters of the III Marine Expeditionary Force and 8,000 U.S. marines from Okinawa to Guam by 2014. Approximately 7,000 marines will remain on Okinawa. The cost of the relocation is estimated at S 10.27 billion. Of this amount, Japan pledged to contribute S6.09 billion, including direct financing of facilities and infrastructure on Guam. Visiting South Korea in June 2008, Defense Secretary Robert Gates announced that U.S. troops there would remain at about 28,000, instead of carrying out the plan of 2004 to restructure U.S. forces by reducing troop strength from 37,000 to 25,000 by September 2008. U.S. officials indicated that further withdrawals of Army forces would be possible, primarily to support the requirements of the Army and Marine Corps in the active theaters of Iraq and Afghanistan. The U.S. Air Force planned to relocate expeditionary combat support units from South Korea and Japan to consolidate them on Guam. On February 5, 2009, Admiral Timothy Keating, Commander of the Pacific Command (PACOM) told Reuters that the transfer of 8,000 marines to Guam might be delayed and cost more, but observers questioned his authority for the statement. Indeed, PACOM clarified the next day that the goals remain to start the related construction by 2010 and to complete relocation by 2014. Soon after, on February 17, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton visited Tokyo and signed the bilateral "Agreement Between the Government of the United States of America and the Government of Japan Concerning the Implementation of the Relocation of the III Marine Expeditionary Force Personnel and Their Dependents From Okinawa to Guam" that reaffirmed the "Roadmap" of May 1, 2006. The two governments agreed that of the estimated SI 0.27 billion cost of the facilities and infrastructure development for the relocation, Japan would provide S6.09 billion, including up to S2.8 billion in direct cash contributions (in FY2008 dollars). The United States committed to fund S3.18 billion plus about S1 billion for a road. Under the agreement, about 8,000 personnel from the III Marine Expeditionary Force (MEF) and about 9,000 of their dependents would relocate from Okinawa to Guam by 2014. In addition to Japan's financial contribution, the relocation to Guam would be dependent upon Japan's progress toward completion of the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF). In the "Roadmap," the United States and Japan agreed to replace the Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Futenma with the FRF constructed using landfill and located in another, less populated area of Okinawa (at Camp Schwab). The FRF would be part of an interconnected package that includes relocation to the FRF, return of MCAS Futenma, transfer of III MEF personnel to Guam, and consolidation of facilities and return of land on Okinawa. In April 2009, the lower house of Japan's parliament, the Diet, voted to approve the bilateral agreement, and the Diet ratified it on May 13, 2009. The next day, the Department of State welcomed the Diet's ratification of the agreement and reiterated the U.S. commitment to the completion of the relocation of 8,000 marines to Guam from Okinawa, host to about 25,000 U.S. military personnel and their dependents. However, on September 16, 2009, Yukio Hatoyama of the Democratic Party of Japan became Prime Minister, and this political change raised questions about whether Japan would seek to renegotiate the agreement even before discussions about its implementation. Hatoyama had called for the Futenma air station to be relocated outside of Okinawa, with concerns about the impact on the local people and environment. Visiting Tokyo on September 18, Assistant Secretary of State Kurt Campbell stressed that it is important to stay the course. In Tokyo on October 21, Defense Secretary Robert Gates stressed to Japan's Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa the importance of implementing the agreement by "moving forward expeditiously on the roadmap as agreed." Gates said at a news conference that "without the [FRF], there will be no relocation to Guam. And without relocation to Guam, there will be no consolidation of forces and return of land in Okinawa." But by the time of President Obama's visit on November 13, 2009, the two leaders could only announce a "working group" to discuss differences. The U.S. side agreed to discuss the agreement's "implementation," but Japan sought to "review" the agreement. The working group met without resolution on November 17 and December 4. Still, Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa said on December 8 that Japan would earmark about USS535 million in the 2010 budget for the transfer of U.S. marines to Guam. At a meeting in Honolulu on January 12, 2010, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton stressed moving on the implementation of the agreement but also acknowledged that the alliance has lots of other business to conduct. She expressed an expectation of a decision on the FRF by May, after Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada conveyed Hatoyama's promise to make a decision by that time. Visiting Tokyo on January 15, Senator Daniel Inouye said Hatoyama reiterated this promise to decide by May.

Imperialism Frontline 1NC (2/2)

3. No spillover—Iraq and Afghanistan, forced prostitution in South Korea and other bases will all remain after the plan. This isn’t just an alt cause argument—the Aff relies on a monocausal logic which contradicts their gender claims. 

4. Withdrawal solves nothing- imperialism is historically cyclical and will repeat as long as dominant economic drive exists within states.

Harvey, David, (Distinguished Professor of Anthropology at the Graduate Center of the City University of New York (CUNY). A leading social theorist of international standing, he received his PhD in Geography from University of Cambridge in 1961) The New Imperialism. Oxford University Press, 2003.

But military interventions are the tip of the imperialist iceberg. Hegemonic state power is typically deployed to ensure and promote those external and international institutional arrangements through which the asymmetries of exchange relations can so work as to benefit the hegemonic power. It is through such means that tribute is in effect extracted from the rest of the world. Free trade and open capital markets have become primary means through which to advantage the monopoly powers based in the advanced capitalist countries that already dominate trade, production, services, and finance within the capitalist world. The primary vehicle for accumulation by dispossession, therefore, has been the forcing open of markets throughout the world by institutional pressures exercised through the IMF and the WTO, backed by the power of the United States (and to a lesser extent Europe) to deny access to its own vast market to those countries that refuse to dismantle their protections. None of this, however, would have assumed the importance it currently does if there had not emerged chronic problems of over accumulation of capital through expanded reproduction coupled with a political refusal to attempt any solution to these problems by internal reform. The rise in importance of accumulation by dispossession as an answer, symbolized by the rise of an internationalist politics of neoliberalism and privatization, correlates with the visitation of periodic bouts of predatory devaluation of assets in one part of the world or another. And this seems to be the heart of what contemporary imperialist practice is about. The American bourgeoisie has, in short, rediscovered what the British bourgeoisie discovered in the last three decades of the nineteenth century, that, as Arendt has it, 'the original sin of simple robbery' which made possible the original accumulation of capital 'had eventually to be repeated lest the motor of accumulation suddenly die down'.29 If this is so, then the 'new imperialism' appears as nothing more than the revisiting of the old, though in a different place and time. Whether or not this is an adequate conceptualization of matters remains to be evaluated.

Imperialism 2NC

The fallacy of the affirmative is that they fail to grasp the omnipotence of American imperialism- if we leave one country, we’ll simply move to another. It’s happened thousands of times before and will happen again. A blind swing at imperialism only will lead to another relocation, and disastrous results of pullout. The Guam scenario merely serves as one example of this happening, as outlined by our Kan and Niksch Card.

And, imperialism is a vicious cycle that repeats itself indefinitely- this ‘one instance’ is nothing more than part of the greater ebb and flow of imperialism of states- as long as the drive for domination exists, imperialism will exist. That’s our Harvey card.
And you should seriously question the implementations of the effects of imperialism advocated by the aff. To say imperialism itself causes war misunderstands how wars start- it’s much too vague of a concept to actually start a war- it requires some specific event for wars to be started. Even in imperialist times, conflicts only started after a specific spark was ignited, not because the room was heating up. 
Plus, imperialism has been around for decades (as have nuclear weapons), which means that their impacts should have happened years ago. 
Gender Links

1NC Okinawa Identity Politics Link

The affirmative’s Okinawan identity politics are founded on a false premise of homogeneity among its constituents, sacrificing women’s rights for issues of their economy and sovereignty.
Linda Angst, assistant professor of anthropology @ Lewis and Clark 2005 (Local Violence, Global Media: Feminist Analyses of Gendered Representations, edited by Lisa Cuklanz and Sujata Moorti, pg 149-151)
This raises a critical problem with Okinawan identity discourse, which is precisely the problem suggested by Liu about Bhabha's analysis: it fails to acknowledge the individuality of the groups comprising that identity politics. That is, Bhabha, in l.iu`s estimation, makes the mistake of conflating distinct modes of oppression and lumping marginal groups into one category, thereby “leveling it down to homogeneous totality.” Okinawan political leaders, who insist on a unified Okinawan voice, effectively silence the voices of other groups including Okinawan women activists on measures promoting women's rights. The gender problem begs the identity of the hegemon: for feminist activists, it is not just the ]apanese state or the U.S. military, or even both. While Okinawan feminists participate in the broader politics of Okinawan rights, which situates itself against the hegemon of japanese politics and culture, they are engaged simultaneously in a universal protest movement for women's rights, in which the hegemon is male dominance and patriarchal institutions, including within Okinawa. Yet some feminists are frustrated by the expectation that they defer their own agendas “for now,""7 in the interest of showing Okinawan solidarity. In linking local social ills and the presence of U.S. bases, the prefectural government’s position invariably results in advocating the development of valuable base-leased lands into profitable (generally tourist) businesses for Okinawans. ln effect, the rape becomes an opportunity for business and political leaders to emphasize (and conflate) the volatile issue of US. occupation in ongoing discussions about the economy.   Economically, Okinawans today no longer rely as heavily on the business from U.S. bases as they did before 1972, when the bulk of the labor force was employed directly or indirectly in a military service economy.” (There is no reliable figure for the thousands of women who worked for U.S. service personnel in eateries, shops, nightclubs, and brothels in and around bases. ) During his tenure Ota focused on improving Okinawan living conditions by linking the removal of bases with the development of a more autonomous economy. Ota's economic goals were reasonable. To feminists, however, their involvement in the peace movement is a means of securing better lives for women, and the prefecture's economic development agenda-more closely tied to Tokyo's agendas for the island since Ota’s departure-does not directly address safety and economic concerns of women, especially women dependent upon base economies. Feminists argue .that because these women work in the sex/entertainment sector, the prefecture’s tourist-based development agenda means that their livelihoods will continue to be precarious. One feminist activist expressed concern that the Ota government took advantage of the groundswell of anti»base sentiment and Ota’s immense popularity after the rape to promote an economic development agenda that ignored women’s concerns. Ota is not necessarily antiferninist, but after 1995 he seemed less attentive to women's demands. Feminist activists worked hard to get a prefectural government contribution of 500,000 yen per year, or slightly less than $5,000 in (1995-1996), toward the funding of a long-awaited rape crisis center (RAICO-Rape Intervention Crisis Center in Okinawa), which became a reality in October 1995 at the initiative and with the support of women’s groups. However, the Ora government refused to house the center in the prefectural government building (the Kento), as Takazato and other feminists had hoped. Since then, prefectural funds have been cut for this and for other social services. Women active in the prefectural government were also upset that, although they were part of a delegation from Okinawa to Washington in 1998 to argue for base closures, they were merely visual props and were not' given the opportunity to raise their concerns about women's safety. The Ora government did support and house the prefectural Women’s Affairs section in the new Kento building, located in the heart of Naha. The new governor, lnamine, however, supports plans to replace the women running this section with a male bureaucrat and perhaps to remove the Women’s Affairs section from its offices in the government building, suggesting that his administration does not see the Women’s Affairs operations as a central concern of the prefectural government. Moreover, the fact that the new government is responsible for encouraging the development of a new base in Nago without attention to women's safety indicates not only that the rape has receded from view, but that the broader issue of women's safety has also been set aside. Feminists, however, keep the rape in mind, as well as the safety of Nago women, as they continue to protest the construction of the heliport.  

1NC Imperialism Adv. Link
Their agenda of Okinawan sovereignty sidelines feminist agendas - the discourse they advance excludes other representations.
Linda Angst, assistant professor of anthropology @ Lewis and Clark 2005 (Local Violence, Global Media: Feminist Analyses of Gendered Representations, edited by Lisa Cuklanz and Sujata Moorti, pg 140-141)  

Third, l Problematize the idea of a unified voice of Okinawan identity Politics as presented in the media explosion surrounding the rape and promoted especially in the rhetoric of the prefecture’s elected leaders at the time, who quickly assumed the position of main spokespersons after the rape. While a unified voice helps build momentum for social change, I question to what degree this unified voice acts hegemonically in Okinawa to subsume and defer other voices and agendas? By examining the anti-base protest movement, I rope to show some of the internal Okinawan tensions-ideological, regional, classist, and gender-based-that are welded together into local anti-base demands. Here, too, I work from a feminist critique. As Judith Butler and Joan Scott have argued, women's voices are often lost in a generalized voice of identity politics," and as Cynthia Enloe has pointed out, feminist agendas are often subsumed under the rubric of the larger political good and deferred ostensibly for the Short term.” The presumably more pressing needs of the good of the political whole"-repatriation of land and political sovereignty, in the Okinawa case-replace the “private” importance of the rape and the suffering of the young female victim. The focus on sovereignty appears to have sidelined, on the grounds that it is part of a less-central “feminist” agenda, the wider universal issue of women's (and general human) rights, as well as the initial efforts of local women's groups to improve safety and work/living conditions for all Okinawan women.” l also suggest, however, that feminist agendas must meet the same standards of critical inquiry, and feminists must recognize their own classist and regional political biases and engagements in hegemonic practices. The rape victim and the rape have been absorbed into existing political ideologies and discourses, local and international, in various ways, and redeployed in a variety of representative capacities. The rhetoric used by activist groups explains the rape as something else: as a catalyst in local political leaders' longstanding negotiations with the Japanese government over rights to land and Okinawan sovereignty; as the unwitting and unwanted object of post cold war military alignments in the transnational policies of japan and the United States, the world’s wealthiest and therefore most powerful “first world” countries; and as the subject of feminist campaigns to further women's human rights. ln each instance, groups draw upon and interpret particular aspects of a colonial, pre~colonial, and postwar/ occupation-era past to buttress their representations of the rape. Such conscious remembering of Okinawan pasts generates sometimes competing images of contemporary Okinawan identity, attesting to the heterogeneous and mutable character of a politics of identity and ethnic identity formation. Situated as they are within various, contending spheres of power, these competing discourses are, by turns, dominant and dominated. 
Okinawan Sovereignty Link (rape case)
The affirmative devalues the rape by considering it a sacrifice for Okinawan women.
Linda Angst, assistant professor of anthropology @ Lewis and Clark 2005 (Local Violence, Global Media: Feminist Analyses of Gendered Representations, edited by Lisa Cuklanz and Sujata Moorti, pg 138-140)  

Soon after the rape, media coverage began to concentrate on the “larger” political issues of land leased for U.S. bases, base returns, and troop reduction, pointing out the long-standing victimization of Okinawa by both the United States and Japan. Initial coverage of the rape carried by CNN, The New York Times, and the Asahi Shimlmn showed images of women demonstrating in downtown Naha, notably Naha City councilwoman Takazato Suzuyo," and of 80,000 people protesting the rape at Okinawa's Ginowan City Convention Centerfs These reports were soon replaced by editorials debating the base issue,'9 photos of Chibana Shoichilo sitting in protest on his ancestral property in Yomitan Village,2_l and of vast, virtually empty tracts of land comprising the Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) at Futenma, cheek by jowl with the crowded urban sprawl of Ginowan City.” The rape itself gradually disappeared from the media. Later media coverage of Okinawa spoke metaphorically of the rape in terms of rapacious behavior of imperialist powers acting on a historically marginalized population. Commentators in the media and in the anti-base movement shifted public intellectual and ethical focus. While feminist groups protested the rape as the figuration and potential rape of all women in and around U.S. military installations in Asia, the Okinawan political establishment and international media moved from a particular sexual crime of violence against an individual, a young girl, to a crisis of sovereignty. Prefectural officials and political activist leaders interpreted the rape more broadly, focusing on the perpetrators' identity and agency. Doing so emphasized the political/ nationalist dimension of Okinawan autonomy over the more immediate personal dimension of the act. Like the land, which is the main object of political leaders’ concerns, women and the violated body of the schoolgirl became significant mainly because they pointed out the crisis of sovereignty. Most stories situated the rape not only among the many heinous crimes perpetrated by US. soldiers against local Okinawans in the fifty years since the war but also within a broader historical context that included colonial and neocolonial oppression by Japan and the United States. In a representative example, ratified by The New York Times, the Okinawa Times editorialized that it took the “sacrifice of a schoolgirl” to make progress in the movement to scale back the American military bases that occupy twenty percent of the land on this Japanese island. The female victim, a Kin schoolgirl, the original focus of concern, and the rape (her rape) were hidden from view as they were appropriated by all sides, including the prefectural government, various women’s groups, landlords, and other activist groups throughout Japan. Her pain was transformed into a symbol of national subjugation with its own narrative: the concerns of Okinawans are routinely ignored, and Okinawa, as the feminized body politic, remains a site of contestation between contending political powers, local and international. lnterpretations of the rape by political leaders and feminists, while very different, both make explicit unequal power relations. Although both groups have appropriated the image of the rape for their own agendas, for feminists and women's rights activists the rape itself continues to inform a larger feminist politics as a violent physical act against a female victim. But within the protest for Okinawan rights as part of ]apan, the rape is nearly invisible, operating almost purely as a political metaphor. The abstracted idea of the ravaged female body, victim of a misplaced and grotesquely twisted sexual desire, has been juxtaposed with Okinawan soil as the object of nationalist desire; the point has become the rape of the body politic. In this reading, desiring an under-aged girl and inflicting violence on her both show the perversion of desire for the base in Okinawa. Both women (or her representation) and soil are critical symbolic elements within (emergent) national discourse   
2NC: AT “Same as our Aff”
We don’t disagree with the empowerment of women- inclusion of Okinawan identity politics sideline the feminist agenda as irrelevant. The only way forward is to focus solely on the issue of feminism, otherwise their suffering is doomed to commoditization by being considered a sacrifice for the greater good, gaining no traction for Okinawan women’s rights - that’s all Angst.
The affirmative’s use of the abused women as a metaphor for the Okinawan body obscures the violence itself and distorts focus on issues of gender.
Linda Angst, assistant professor of anthropology @ Lewis and Clark 2005 (Local Violence, Global Media: Feminist Analyses of Gendered Representations, edited by Lisa Cuklanz and Sujata Moorti, pg 147-148)
The rape itself has also been situated within a roster of other crimes or unethical acts committed by U.S. soldiers over the past 55 years. These include robberies, beatings, and violence ending in manslaughter. That context has the effect of minimizing the impact of, and thereby desensitizing us to, the horror of this particular crime and to the crime as a rape, a violent sexual attack. In effect, we are encouraged to read that history according to certain specifications; that is, we are to read it as a history in which US. servicemen have committed repeated offenses against Okinawans-not just Okinawan women- in the years since 1945. In this sense the gender dimension of the crime at hand is minimized or forfeited to the larger ethical issues of human rights violations, violations of international law by soldiers of a foreign occupation force, and felonious crimes against the local civic order. Ironically, the metaphorization of rape as the violation of the Okinawan body politic similarly takes the focus off the specific experience of Okinawan women. This focus does not highlight crimes committed against women alone, or crimes commit-ted by Okinawans or Japanese against women or Okinawans in general. The focus is placed explicitly on the imperialist relationship of U.S. military dominance over Okinawa, not on the unequal relationship between Japan and Okinawa or on women, per se. These absences reveal how the rape-and its unwilling subject, woman-have been appropriated (and in effect erased) by all sides. 
 The affirmative appropriates women to justify the us/them dichotomy and masculine solutions.
Jan Jindy Pettman, Director of Centre for Women’s Studies at Australian National University, Spring 2004, pg. 92
Such moves, meant to complicate, internationalize, and gender the account, relate to long-held feminist anxieties about the "unitary masculine actor" problem in IR that "turns a complex state and set of forces into a singular male opponent." This personification of enemy states makes their demonization easier. It also facilitates America's translation into victim/redeemer, reproducing bounded state identities that suppressed connections across and divisions within the different player states. Such constructions unleashed competitive masculinities into action: hence the 'hard masculinity' privileged in the dominant national/alliance mode.41 Feminists resisted the ways that 9/11 and its aftermath privileged the military solution and deployed 'women' in the war story as a method of legitimization. Feminists pointed to the use of women in the culture wars that lurked within the war talk, and shored up the binary Them vs. Us yet again.42 They also resisted the effect of masculinized responses in removing women as agents of knowledge. This in turn prompted the constant reassertion 'not in our name,' lest women's plight/danger became grounds for masculinized action yet again. 
SOFA REVISION CP (1/3)

The United States Federal Government should accept the terms of renegotiation of the Status of Forces Act (SOFA) proposed by the Democratic Party of Japan to decentralize and relocate the Okinawa base to smaller Japanese island and give Japanese authorities full jurisdiction over all subsequent bases. 

The DPJ wants to revise SOFA- it’s the only action that can keep things moving for both countries.

Chanlett-Avery, Emma, (Specialist in Asian Affairs) Japan-U.S. Relations: Issues for Congress. November 25, 2009.

The reduction of marines on Okinawa seeks to reduce the footprint of U.S. forces on the island and quell the political controversy that has surrounded the U.S. presence for years. In early 2008, the charge that a U.S. Marine sexually abused a young Japanese girl renewed public outcry against the bases that had existed since the 1995 rape of a Japanese schoolgirl by American servicemen. Though constituting less than 1% of Japan’s landmass, Okinawa currently hosts 65% of the total U.S. forces in Japan. Okinawan politicians, as well as the main ruling party, the DPJ, have called for a renegotiation of the Japan-U.S. Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) and a reduction in U.S. troop strength. The U.S. and Japanese governments oppose revising the SOFA, but have acknowledged the political demand to alleviate the burden of military presence in Okinawa. The new ruling coalition in Tokyo has issued a statement that it will “propose” a revision of SOFA.12 As part of the realignment of U.S. bases, U.S. officials agreed to move most aircraft and crews constituting the marine air station at Futenma to expanded facilities at Camp Schwab, located in Nago, a less-congested area of Okinawa. The agreement remains stalled, however, over a host of environmental, noise, and funding concerns. In addition to the Futenma agreement, the United States agreed to relocate the Okinawa-based III Marine Expeditionary Force (III MEF), which includes 8,000 U.S. personnel and their dependents, to new facilities in Guam. In return, Tokyo promised to pay $6.09 billion of the $10.27 billion estimated costs associated with the move. Under the current terms of agreement, the relocation of Futenma must proceed before the relocation of III MEF to Guam is finalized.
SOFA CP (2/3)
The current U.S.-Japan SOFA is killing the alliance- lack of Japanese jurisdiction over U.S. troops proves.

Arase, David, (Assoc. Professor in the Politics Department, Pomona College) Japan in 2009 A Historic Election Year. 2010.
In U.S. relations, the Futenma issue worsened as irritation began to accumulate on both sides. In early December, the bilateral working group on base relocation set up after Obama’s visit reached an impasse and suspended talks. The White House then refused to schedule a Hatoyama-Obama meeting at the upcoming Copenhagen climate summit. On Sunday, December 13, U.S. officials told Shimoji Mikio, the policy research committee head of the NPP who was visiting Washington D.C., that they wanted agreement to the base relocation plan by the end of the week. Otherwise, the U.S. could not remove troops or return land to Okinawans as planned. Meanwhile, an unresolved, month-old, fatal hit-and-run accident in Okinawa, in which the driver was a U.S. soldier, was a sore point because he was not made available to Japanese authorities. This drew negative attention not only to the burden of hosting U.S. troops but to related SOFA and host-nation support issues as well. Hatoyama postponed any base decision until after the New Year. The U.S. Marine Corps commandant, General James Conway, called this delay “unfortunate.” Mizuho Fukushima, head of the DPJ coalition partner SDP, said that unless the base was gone from Okinawa, her party would quit the coalition. (The DPJ needs the SDP to ensure that new legislation will get through the upper house of the Diet.) An additional disappointment for the U.S. was Japan’s decision to scrap planned purchases of U.S. missiles for a new missile defense system.
 SOFA CP (3/3)
U.S.-Japan relations key to checking back North Korea and China.
Dr. Elena Atanassova-Cornelis- PhD researcher at the Japanology Section of K.U.Leuven. 05-06/2010. http://www.fusl.ac.be/fr/pdf/IEE/Brochures/atanassova_paper.pdf
For the US and Japan, as discussed earlier in this paper, the need to deter North Korea has been a major factor driving their security cooperation since the late 1990s. It is also clear that the rise of China has acted as an additional stimulus for the two allies to deepen their defence ties, as well as for Japan to seek an expansion of its military capabilities. By reinforcing the alliance in order to tackle the threat from the DRPK, Tokyo and Washington have faced a security dilemma with Beijing with regard to the Taiwan issue.33 For China, its primary focus has been to attain military superiority with regard to Taiwan, as well as to deter the US (and Japan) from helping Taipei achieve independence. While pursuing economic interdependence with the island and emphasising the benefits of economic integration, Beijing has sought a more coercive approach to the reunification issue by means of reinforcing Chinese military capabilities and becoming more serious about the use of force. In this context, PRC’s modernisation of its nuclear and missile arsenal has been particularly important. The deterioration in Sino-Japanese ties and Japan’s security normalisation, especially under Koizumi, have arguably contributed to exacerbation of Beijing’s suspicions of the alliance’s strategic intentions, as well as to the security dilemma in East Asia. Furthermore, Japan’s willingness to assume a larger security role may have added to the complexity of America’s policy towards Taiwan and hence Sino-US relations. Indeed, some Chinese analysts have argued that, for Japan, an enhanced alliance was “an excuse” for its security activism, while for the US (namely, the Bush administration), its open support for Tokyo’s more assertive foreign policy became a means to balance Beijing and hence “consolidate US preponderance” in the region.34 With the expansion of the scope of security cooperation between Tokyo and Washington, and Japan’s acquisition of new military capabilities, Beijing has come to perceive the alliance enhancement as interference in what it regards as a domestic matter. In this context, the PRC has worried that the “situational” (rather than a “geographical”) definition of the region in the Revised US-Japan Defence Guidelines could include a future Taiwan contingency within the remit of bilateral security cooperation. China has also been concerned about US-Japanese development and deployment of a BMD system in East Asia, especially a mobile and sea-based one, as it could be extended for the defence of Taiwan and hence prevent re-unification with the mainland. The 2005 Joint Statement of Tokyo and Washington, which indicated the “peaceful resolution” of the Taiwan Strait issue as one of their “common strategic objectives” in the region, was strongly criticised by Beijing.35 Chinese Foreign Minister Li Zhaoxing stressed that the issue was China’s domestic affair and “should by no means be deliberated in the framework of the security alliance”.36 The Joint Statement was also interpreted by some Chinese analysts as explicitly indicating Japan’s willingness to “actively intervene in the Taiwan issue to contain China”; an involvement perceived as being accelerated by the US.37 Beijing’s response was the enactment of the Anti-Secession Law soon thereafter, which underscored PRC’s intention to employ “non-peaceful means” in order to “protect China’s sovereignty and territorial integrity”.38 The security dilemma dynamics between the US-Japan alliance and the PRC defines the mutual hedging between these powers. Washington, while emphasising common interests and bilateral cooperation with Beijing (since the Bush administration), has reinforced in the 2000s its security alliances and partnerships in Asia, with its alliance with Japan playing a central role in this hedging strategy.39 For Tokyo, its close security relationship with America has been a major component of its own external balancing behaviour vis-a-vis Beijing.40 Finally, China has adopted a strategy of “hedged acquiescence” towards the US, motivated in part by the unprecedented expansion of US-Japan security ties under the Koizumi-Bush partnership, as well as by its recognition of the strategic advantage enjoyed by the US as a balancer (notably with Japan) in Asia’s geopolitics.41 In addition to its military modernisation efforts and active regional diplomacy, Chinese hedging has included the development of new strategic partnerships beyond East Asia (including with the EU).
(Insert huge China/North Korean Impacts here)

Taiwan Scenario (1/3)
Without the US, China would invade Taiwan.

Brookes, Peter. Senior Fellow, National Security Affairs and Chung Ju-Yung Fellow for Policy Studies. Why the World Still Needs America's Military Might. November 24, 2008.

We know that China is undergoing a major military buildup, especially involving its power projection forces--i.e., air force, navy, and ballistic missile forces, all aimed at Taiwan. Indeed, today Beijing has the world's third largest defense budget and the world's fastest growing peacetime defense budget, growing at over 10 percent per year for over a decade. It increased its defense budget nearly 18 percent annually over the past two years. I would daresay that military tensions across the 100-mile-wide Taiwan Strait between Taiwan and China would be much greater today if not for an implied commitment on the part of the United States to prevent a change in the political status quo via military means. China hasn't renounced the use of force against its neighbor and rival, Taiwan, a vibrant, free-market democracy. It is believed by many analysts that absent American military might, China would quickly unite Taiwan with the mainland under force of arms. In general, the system of military alliances in Asia that the United States maintains provides the basis for stability in the Pacific, since the region has failed to develop an overarching security architecture such as that found in Europe in NATO.
Taiwan Scenario (2/3)
China invasion of Taiwan risks nuclear war with the U.S.
Alagappa, Muthiah. The Long Shadow: Nuclear Weapons and Security in 21st Century Asia. Stanford University Press, 2008.
Worldwide, there are only three sources of conflict with pressing probabilities of nuclear escalation--between the United States and China over Taiwan, between India and Pakistan and between Iran and the United States or Israel. In each, as Alagappa recognizes, "nuclear deterrence today operates largely in a condition of asymmetric power relationships". Nuclear weapons may partially equalize the military balance of power between states, but this "benefit" is circumscribed. Behaving aggressively behind a putative nuclear shield to change a regional balance would invite other powers "to resort to full-scale conventional retaliation. The onus of escalation to the nuclear level then shifts to the conventionally weaker, revisionist state that initiated the crisis ... there is no certainty that international diplomatic intervention would favor the revisionist state."
Taiwan Scenario (3/3)
U.S.-China nuclear war would be decimating.

Hans M. Kristensen, Robert S. Norris, Matthew G. McKinzie, members of The Federation of American Scientists & The Natural Resources Defense Council. Chinese Nuclear Forces and U.S. Nuclear War Planning. November 2006.

We conclude the report with a section that describes two nuclear strike scenarios (and several potential Chinese options) and calculates the casualties that both sides would suffer as a result. The simulations show with chilling clarity that while the nuclear capabilities of the two countries are quite different, the civilian casualties resulting from the use of just a small part of either country’s nuclear arsenal would be overwhelming. Whether the strategy is one of “countervalue” or “counterforce,” and whether the missiles are inaccurate or accurate, tens of millions of innocent people would die and more would suffer in a nuclear attack against either country. Our first scenario concludes that 1.5 million to 26 million causalities would result from a U.S. attack on Chinese ICBMs, depending upon the type and number of warheads used. Strike plans maintained by the Pentagon probably include options for significantly larger attacks. The declassified documents we examined reveal that nuclear war planning against China traditionally has involved much larger strikes against a broad range of facilities. Even so, the Pentagon has advocated – and the White House has authorized – additional nuclear planning against China. It is hard to see where deterrence ends and nuclear warfighting begins, but with U.S. planners pursuing “more discriminate capabilities for selected target types through lower yields, improved accuracy, and enhanced penetration,” the quest of the never sufficiently “credible deterrent” seems to be entering its next phase.26 Our second scenario concludes that 15 million to 40 million causalities would result from a Chinese attack on 20 populous U.S. cities. As if that is not enough, China is in the final phase of a nuclear facelift that the U.S. intelligence community has predicted will result in 75 to 100 warheads “primarily targeted” against the United States by 2015. Whether this projection will come true is not certain, but Chinese leaders apparently have decided that its antiquated long-range ballistic missile force is becoming vulnerable and a new generation of ICBMs is needed to ensure the credibility of China’s minimum deterrent. Our calculations show that the increase in warheads anticipated by the U.S. intelligence community could potentially hold as many as 75 major U.S. cities at risk and inflict more than 50 million casualties.
SOFA 2NC
1. The perm is functionally impossible- the only way for them to access all solvency of the CP would be to sever the 1AC

2. The counterplan saves the alliance between the U.S. and Japan- the SOFA issue has been a point of contention between the two nations, and giving Japan jurisdiction over the bases fixes that problem
Moving the Futenma base is key to U.S.-Japan relations.

Vaughan, Michael, Tutor - School of Political Science & International Studies -The University of Queensland, Australia.)  JAPAN’S QUIET REVOLUTION: THE 2009 ELECTION & ITS AFTERMATH. 2010. 

The Futenma Base issue has thus been the cause of severe friction between Japan and the United States. Either one or the other of the parties will have to concede ground or else face a damaging major rift in the long-standing alliance. It remains to be seen whether the Hatoyama government holds its resolve or whether the Obama administration imposes its will upon the angry and disaffected people of Okinawa. As Columnist Roger Cohen has observed, President Obama “has a Japan problem … there are troubles. Reliable Japan is now restive Japan. It’s talking about a more ‘equal partnership’ – read less subservient. Acquiescence has given way to argument.”
And the counterplan solves the impacts of the case- Japanese jurisdiction over the U.S. bases means that the U.S. can no longer excuse sexual crimes committed by soldiers, because it is no longer up to the U.S. to make that call and would no longer be truly imperialist because the U.S. can no longer randomly assert its will agains the people of Okinawa in the name of “U.S. interest.”

And, under Japanese law, rape immediately results in two years imprisonment, creating a disincentive to commit the crime.

INTERPOL http://www.interpol.int/Public/Children/SexualAbuse/NationalLaws/csaJapan.asp 2007.

‘Rape’, Art. 177 Penal Code 'A person who, through violence or intimidation, has sexual intercourse with a female person of not less than thirteen (13) years of age commits the crime of rape and shall be punished with imprisonment at forced labour for a limited term of not less than two years. The same shall apply to a person who has sexual intercourse with a female person under thirteen (13) years of age.' ‘Death or injury resulting from rape’, Art. 181 Penal Code 'A person who commits a crime provided in Articles 176 to 179 and thereby kills or injures another shall be punished with imprisonment at forced labour for life or for not less than three years.'
Kick Out CP (1/3)

The government of Japan should order the shutting down and removal of all U.S. military bases in Japan.

Kick Out CP (2/3)

Local governments are sick of the Futenma base- they want it gone.
Mainichi Daily News 2010 http://mdn.mainichi.jp/mdnnews/news/20100801p2g00m0dm046000c.html “Maehara says gov’t should take note of Okinawa’s Wishes”. Aug 1st, 2010.

Okinawa affairs minister Seiji Maehara said during his visit to the island prefecture on Saturday that the government should give due consideration to local authorities' wishes when it proceeds with the controversial relocation of a U.S. Marine base in the prefecture. "We must have the flexibility to allow us to say we cannot move things forward without Okinawa's acceptance," Maehara told reporters in Nago, to which Japan and the United States are seeking to relocate the Futenma Air Station located elsewhere on the main Okinawa island. Maehara apologized to the mayors of 12 municipalities in the northern part of Okinawa at a meeting earlier in the day, saying the government has forced the municipalities to shoulder "great" base-hosting burdens. But he declined to give a clear answer when Nago Mayor Susumu Inamine said, "I'd like you to take my words seriously because I have said all along that we cannot accept (Futenma's relocation to Nago) either in the sea or on land." In a joint statement issued in late May, Japan and the United States confirmed their "intention to locate the replacement facility at the Camp Schwab Henoko-saki (Cape Henoko) area and adjacent waters," an area located in Nago. The statement said the two countries had also decided to complete a study by experts on the facility's "location, configuration and construction method...in any event no later than the end of August." But with local opposition to the proposed relocation within the island prefecture unlikely to abate anytime soon, the completion of the study is expected to be postponed. The relocation of the Futenma base to Nago constitutes a pillar of a larger 2006 bilateral agreement on realigning U.S. forces in Japan and is tied to the transfer of around 8,000 Marines from Okinawa to Guam. Many in Okinawa are calling for the base to be relocated outside of the prefecture to reduce the heavy U.S. military presence on the island. Residents often complain about noise at military bases and crimes committed by U.S. service members.
Kick Out CP (3/3)

U.S. attempts at multi-national problem solving have always failed. The best strategy for combating imperialism is to let the host nation act.

Ottaway, Marina and Lacina, Bethany. (Marina Ottaway is a Senior Associate in the Democracy and Rule of Law Project at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace and an Adjunct Professor in the African Studies Program at Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies. Bethany Lacina is a Junior Fellow in the same project at the Carnegie Endowment.) International Interventions and Imperialism: Lessons from the 1990s. Summer 2003. 
Second, by arguing that the United States has the right to intervene not only to eliminate threats to itself and international peace, but also to put in place new regimes, the doctrine of pre- emptive intervention poses a new threat to the principle of state sovereignty. Not surprisingly, the debate on imperialism has intensified—unilateral American interventionism constitutes a far greater threat to the foundations of the international system than even the most aggressive multilateral missions of the 1990s. In Namibia, Haiti, and Sierra Leone multilateral interventions supported regime change, but these cases have been justified as the return of legally recognized powers in place of an illegal de facto regime. The unilateralist American project appears to go much further. It justifies regime change not simply as a means of restoring a legitimate government, but as a means of removing threats to U.S. security interests as defined by the U.S. administration. Though all states have the right to defend their security interests, U.S. unilateral interventions, based on preemption of vaguely de- fined threats and undertaken without an international process of legitimization, would provoke widespread international resentment against the United States, as the war in Iraq already has. U.S. unilateralism may also furnish a license for unilateral interventions by other states, and thus become a source of instability. In addition to the threat unilateral interventions pose to the international system and U.S. moral credibility, the experience of multilateral post-conflict reconstruction during the 1990s should be a major check on such a project. That experience demonstrates that interventions, even those with imperial characteristics and significant resources, often result in very little change to internal power dynamics. Even the tremendous military power and financial resources of the United States cannot necessarily keep its attempts to rebuild states and support stable, benign, and democratic regimes from being thwarted by local political realities. Rapidly transforming rogue and failed states will prove a daunting task, and unilateral intervention, shackled by international resentment and charges of imperialism, is especially unlikely to prove an effective tool. The international community still does not have a satisfactory answer to the issues of civil conflict, humanitarian crisis, and state collapse that have brought the principle of state sovereignty into conflict with the international interest in peace and security. What is now necessary, however, is not a unilateral U.S. project of regime changes and state transformations, but the reinvention of international mechanisms in order to make multilateral interventions more responsive and more effective, while avoiding threats to state sovereignty and independence.
Kick Out CP 2NC
It solves the case better- Clearly, the people of Okinawa do not want the base there at all. By allowing the sovereign nation of Japan to exersize its authority and ‘take back’ Okinawan land, the counterplan avoids the imperialist issue. American attempts at fixing the problems they’ve created have backfired a thousand times over in the past, and are considered imperialist- that’s our Ottaway and Lacina card.

Impact Calculus

Util Best for Policy
Utilitarianism is best for policy analysis.

Ratner, professor of law at USC, 1984  (Leonard G. Ratner p.731-2, professor of law at USC, 1984 Hofstra Law Journal. “The Utilitarian Imperative: Autonomy, Reciprocity, and Evolution” HeinOnline)

Evolutionary progression toward majoritarian decision-making follows from the utilitarian function of social organization to enhance human need/want fulli1lment.“ Because the need/want preference of community members are best known to them, resource allocations and behavior constraints that significantly reflect their in- put best implement those preferences. The need/want fulfillment of such members expands with their approval of community decision-making institutions. Such approval lowers the costs of dissenter disruption while increasing psychological security and productive efficiency. The utilitarian enhanced-fulfillment goal is most effectively implemented by communities that optimize (not maximize) individual participation in policy formulation. Optimal participation involves the selection of capable officials who make independent community fulfillment decisions but remain subject to effective community supervision. Self-constrained majoritarianism thus appears to be the evolving political counterpart of utilitarianism, a continuity suggested by the progression of western nations from autocracy toward representative democracy, the enhanced need/want fulfillment that has accompanied the progression, and the inability of totalitarian governments to match that fulfillment.

 AT: Ethics First

Ethics should never come first- utilitarianism is the only means to accurately assess policy decisions because of its concrete nature and political inclusion- that’s Ratner in 84.
And,

Utilitarianism is a prerequisite to ethics.

Singer, Peter. Practical Ethics Second Edition. Professor of Bioethics, Princeton University. 1993.
What does this show? It does not show that utilitarianism can be deduced from the universal aspect of ethics. There are other ethical ideals - like individual rights, the sanctity of life, justice, purity, and so on - that are universal in the required sense, and are, at least in some versions, incompatible with utilitarianism. It does show that we very swiftly arrive at an initially utilitarian position once we apply the universal aspect of ethics to simple, pre-ethical decision making. This, I believe, places the onus of proof on those who seek to go beyond utilitarianism. The utilitarian position is a minimal one, a first base that we reach by universalising self-interested decision making. We cannot, if we are to think ethically, refuse to take this step. If we are to be persuaded that we should go beyond utilitarianism and accept non-utilitarian moral rules or ideals, we need to be provided with good reasons for taking this further step. Until such reasons are produced, we have some grounds for remaining utilitarians.
Determining actions based on ethics is vague and impossible to distinguish.
Zupancic, researcher, Institute of Philosophy in the Slovene Academy of Sciences, 00
(Alenka Zupancic, researcher, Institute of Philosophy in the Slovene Academy of Sciences, 2000, Ethics of the Real, p. 16-17)

By spelling things out in this way we can see clearly that the ethical is, in fact, essentially a supplement.  Let us, then, begin with the first level (the legal).  The content of action (its ‘matter’), as well as the form this content, are exhausted in the notion of ‘in conformity with duty’.  As long as I do my duty nothing remains to be said.  The fact that the act that fulfils my duty may have been done exclusively for the sake of this duty would change nothing at level of analysis.  Such an act would be entirely indistinguishable from an act done simply in accord with duty, since their results would be exactly the same.  The significance of acting (exclusively) for the sake of duty will be visible only on the second level analysis, which we will simply call the level form.  Here we come across a form which is no longer the form of anything, of some content of other, yet it is not so much an empty form as form ‘outside’ content, a form that provides form only for itself.  In other words, we confronted here with a supply which at the same time seems to be ‘pure waste’, something that serves absolutely no purpose.

Consequentialism Best for Threats

Consequentialism is the best approach for threats.

Cowen 2004 [Tyler Cowen, Department of Economics George Mason University “ The epistemic Problem does not refute consequentialism”November2,2004 http://docs.google.com/gview?a=v&q=cache:JYKgDUM8xOcJ:www.gmu.edu/jbc/Tyler/Epistemic2.pdf+%22nuclear+attack+on+Manhattan%22+cowen&hl=en&gl=us] 

Let us start with a simple example, namely a suicide bomber who seeks to detonate a nuclear device in midtown Manhattan. Obviously we would seek to stop the bomber, or If we stop the bomber, we know that in the short run we will save millions of lives, avoid a massive tragedy, and protect the long-term strength, prosperity, and freedom of the United States. Reasonable moral people, regardless of the details of their meta-ethical stances, should not argue against stopping the bomber. No matter how hard we try to stop the bomber, we are not, a priori, committed to a very definite view of how effective prevention will turn out in the long run. After all, stopping the bomber will reshuffle future genetic identities, and may imply the birth of a future Hitler. Even trying to stop the bomber, with no guarantee of success, will remix the future in similar fashion. Still, we can see a significant net welfare improvement in the short run, while facing radical generic uncertainty about the future in any case. Furthermore, if we can stop the bomber, our long-run welfare estimates will likely show some improvement. The bomb going off could lead to subsequent attacks on other major cities, the emboldening of terrorists, or perhaps broader panics. There would be a new and very real doorway toward general collapse of the world. While the more distant future is remixed radically, we should not rationally believe that some new positive option has been created to counterbalance the current destruction and the new possible negatives. To put it simply, it is difficult to see the violent destruction of Manhattan as on net, in ex ante terms, favoring either the short-term or long-term prospects of the world. We can of course imagine possible scenarios where such destruction works out for the better ex post; perhaps, for instance, the explosion leads to a subsequent disarmament or anti-proliferation advances. But we would not breathe a sigh of relief on hearing the news of the destruction for the first time. Even if the long-run expected value is impossible to estimate, we need only some probability that the relevant time horizon is indeed short (perhaps a destructive asteroid will strike the earth). This will tip the consequentialist balance against a nuclear attack on Manhattan.

2NC Consequences Matter

Blind choices and ignoring the consequences of those choices is illogical and turns a blind eye to threats. The possible positive outcome in certain instances shouldn’t moot the idea that negative consequences can and will occur, this justifies all atrocities. That’s Cowen.
 Weigh The Disad (1/2)

Evaluate our impacts- a blend of realism and feminism is the best approach to policy.
Adam Jones, political scientist at University of British Columbia, 1996 (“Does Gender Make the World go round?”  Review of international studies vol 22, number 4, JSTOR)

I do not wish to suggest that all feminists view Realism and a feminist approach to IR as utterly incompatible. One element of the ongoing debate between liberal feminists and their post-positivist counterparts is the occasional recognition that,  with other 'patriarchal' paradigms or institutions, Realism may not be so deeply compromised as to require jettisoning. In her appraisal of Hans J. Morgenthau, for instance, Tickner criticizes Realism as only 'a partial description of international polities', owing to its deeply embedded masculinist bias.33 But partial descriptions are partial descriptions; they are not dead wrong. Tickner attacks Morgenthau's paradigm on several grounds. But her main concern is to offer a 'feminist reformulation' of certain Realist principles. In a similar vein, the central problem may not be with objectivity as such, but with objectivity 'as it is culturally defined . . . [and] associated with masculinity'. The idea of the 'national interest' likewise needs to be rendered more 'multidimensional and contextually contingent', but not necessarily abandoned. Tickner stresses: I am not denying the validity of Morgenthau's work',34 just as Kathy Ferguson emphasizes the importance of 'negotiating] respectfully with contentious others'.35 A similar approach is evident in Cynthia Enloe's Bananas, Beaches and Bases, perhaps the best-known work of feminist IR criticism. Enloe attempts to sup plement the classical framework by considering women's contributions and experiences. But she does not devalue or reject the framework as such. Thus, Enloe looks at international diplomacy, geostrategic military alliances (as symbolized by military bases), international tourism, and First World-Third World economic relations. The first two are hallmark concerns of the classical paradigm. The third and fourth derive from neo-Marxist and IPE theories. In each case, Enloe presents innovative avenues of inquiry, and an intriguing reworking of perspectives that have grown stale. Her study of international diplomacy, for example, concentrates on the role of diplomatic wives in structuring the 'informal relationships' that enable male diplomats 'to accomplish their political tasks'.36 Women, she argues, are 'vital to creating and maintaining trust between men in a hostile world';37 'negotiations "man-to-man" are most likely to go smoothly if they can take place outside official settings, in the "private" sphere of the home or at gatherings that include wives'.38 But Enloe does not seem to be proposing a revision of what constitutes 'the business of international polities', however critical she may be of the way this business operates, or of the (underacknowledged) supporting roles women play in the business. Scholars have always mined the past for insights and guidance. There is a curiosity, a generosity of spirit, in much feminist writing that may facilitate a provisional modus vivendi, though hardly an alliance, between Realist and feminist scholarship. This would demand of the classical tradition that it acknowledge and correct its blank spaces and biased formulations. Feminism, meanwhile, could glean from Realism some sharp insights into the limited but significant veins of inter national politics that the classical tradition has long mined, and not without success. 

Weigh The Disad (2/2)
Weigh our impacts- a multi-dimensional approach to security acknowledges multiple forms of violence and moves away from military prioritization. 
J. Ann Tickner, Prof of IR at USC, M.A. Yale and Ph.D Brandeis, ’92, “Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving International Security,” 22-3

The following three chapters will focus on three topics: national security, political economy, and the natural environment. Besides being central to the contemporary agenda of international relations scholarship, these topics constitute the framework within which an important redefinition of the meaning of security is currently taking place. The achievement of security has always been central to the normative concerns of international relations scholars. But dissatisfied with the traditional models of national security, which focus exclusively on military security, certain scholars of international relations have begun to use the term common security to envisage a type of security that is global and multidimensional with political, economic, and ecological facets that are as important as its military dimensions. The security of individuals and their natural environment are considered as well as the security of the state. Certain peace researchers are beginning to define security in terms of the elimination of physical, structural, and ecological violence. 34 Moving the consideration of violence beyond its relation to physical violence allows us to move beyond simplistic dichotomies between war and peace to a consideration of the conditions necessary for a just peace, defined more broadly than simply the absence of war. Defining security in terms of the elimination of physical, structural, and ecological violence is quite compatible with feminist theories that have long been concerned with all these issues. 35 Thinking of security in multidimensional terms allows us to get away from prioritizing military issues, issues that have been central to the agenda of traditional international relations but that are the furthest removed from women's experiences. Many of the values promoted by supporters of common security are similar to the characteristics that, in our culture, are associated with femininity. Yet, none of this new thinking has considered security from a gendered perspective. Any feminist perspective would argue that a truly comprehensive security cannot be achieved until gender relations of domination and subordination are eliminated.

Weigh the Disad 2NC/2NR

You have to look to our impacts first- only a blend of realism and feminism can accurately approach the problems faced in policy making. Acknowledgement of the impacts of masculinization and realization of the threats of war creates a better approach to evaluating policies- that’s Jones.

And,  this encourages an approach to security that recognizes structural and ecological violence as well while moving away from military prioritization- that’s Tickner.
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