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Strat Sheet *READ THIS FIRST*
Alright, so this is basically two files in one. There’s a fair amount of overlap, but there’s also a lot that’s applicable to both countries. (Also, Vivian hates pages that have “card continues”, so there’s as few of those as possible”) 
Suggested strategies:

Japan

Strategy 1 
·  Gender Training CP
· Guam Redeployment DA

· Patriarchy and Imperialism Frontlines and Solvency

Strategy 2
· Util

· Gender Training CP

· Guam Redeployment DA

· Japan Compensation DA
· If any case, probably the solvency deficits in the Patriarchy Frontline
South Korea
Strategy 

· Util

· Gender Training CP
· South Korea Deterrence DA

· Prostitution Frontline

Possible c-x “Reverse Pit of DOOM”
If hitting a Japan aff – Try to lead them into thinking you’re gonna run T-Substantial, get them to say “Oh, yeah. We’re taking SO MANY troops out of Japan! Our aff is gigantic! Solves for all patriarchy in Japan and imperialism and whatnot!” Then hit them with Redeployment in the 1NC. :)

GOOD LUCK, HAVE FUN!!!! :DDDD
~Love, Vivian and Elina :3
Gender/Patriarchy Frontline (1/3)
1. Militarism and patriarchy inevitable when you ignore the underlying capitalist substructures – dominating relationships lie in the wage-capital relationship
(Otto Frieder Wolf, Professor of Philosophy at the Freie Universitat Berlin, 2007, “The Missed Rendezvous of Critical Marxism and Ecological Feminism” Capitalism Nature Socialism, Volume 18 Number 2, page 120)
Von Werlhof sees ‘‘patriarchy’’ as the ‘‘deeper structure’’ of capitalism. This is, I am convinced, a profoundly ambivalent formulation. On the one hand, it blinds us

to the very real dangers of capitalist accumulation as such*just as it simultaneously threatens to undermine human labor and nature. On the other hand, it misses the

difference between different forms of domination, which is a central achievement of Marx. By this I mean that immediately personal forms of domination like patriarchy,

slave ownership or feudal appropriation are inseparable from lived relations between dominating and dominated human beings. Conversely, objectively ‘‘reified,’’

impersonal forms of domination*like the wage-capital relationship*really function in separation from the personal relations of those involved. To ignore this groundbreaking difference makes it impossible to understand why capitalist

politics historically has always been capable of mobilizing active support for its projects from those oppressed by personal forms of domination*slaves, serfs, and

housewives. A recent example of this is the existence of active support from women*and not only career women*for the neoliberal politics of dismantling
the fordist ‘‘welfare state.’’ This reflects the neoliberal achievement in casting the welfare state as something explicitly patriarchal, while at the same time obscuring the implicit patriarchal functions of neoliberal strategies that create precarious situations for the majority of women around the world.

2. Focusing on the state links to imperialism –The aff is locked into the view that Japanese women must be liberated, which only promotes a pursuit of US “imperial hegemony” in Japan.

Mire Koikari, Director of Women’s Studies at University of Hawaii, 2008, Pedgagoy of Democracy, p. 4

Over the past five decades, belief in the successful transformation of Japanese women’s lives provided many occupiers and subsequent generations of Americans with “unquestionable” evidence that U.S. interventions in Japan were benign, and indeed beneficent. The picture of Japanese women being liberated from male domination and gaining new rights under U.S. tutelage is also etched in the minds of many Japanese, and is understood as a turning point in the history of Japan. This view of the occupation as a remarkably generous effort by the victor to “democratize” Japan and especially its women has constituted an extraordinarily powerful historical account shaping American and Japanese self-understandings. For Americans, the narrative of Japanese women's emancipation has solidified the image of the United States as the leader of freedom and democracy, justifying and promoting its pursuit of imperial hegemony in the post-World War II world. For Japanese, the celebration of the occupation as Japan’s new beginning, its rebirth as a democratic and peace-loving nation, has resulted in historical amnesia about its colonial violence prior to the occupation and subsequent involvement in the Cold War. In crucial though often unacknowledged ways, the gendered narrative of occupation has effected a cleansing of the images of two imperial nations with violent pasts.

Gender/Patriarchy Frontline (2/3)
3. The aff’s solvency deficit is three-fold
a. Prostitution, domestic violence and rape all exist in countries with US bases - women are marginalized and dominated using sexual violence even without military presence
b.  It’s not enough to merely withdraw – It’s crucial in conflict zones to highlight the horrific aftereffects that leaves victims unable to be accepted in their communities and live normal lives
(Elizabeth Heineman, Professor at University of Iowa, 2008, “The History of Sexual Violence in Combat Zones”, http://rhr.dukejournals.org/cgi/reprint/2008/101/5)
But Grossmann’s story of Berlin women’s adaptation after World War II, due in large part to their relative sexual liberation, caused nearly as much disquiet as did Giblin’s story of nonconsensual marriages in precolonial and colonial East Africa. We were faced with a problem familiar to feminists who in the 1970s strove to challenge the treatment of nonconflict-zone rape. To confront attitudes (and the

consequent policing and judicial practices) that minimized the significance of rape, it was necessary to emphasize the crime’s severity, including its potentially crushing social and emotional impact on women. Yet women can be imprisoned as much by fear of rape as by rape itself. The belief that rape is the worst thing that can happen

to a woman has in many settings led communities and families to “protect” women by rigidly limiting their movement. Internalized, this notion leads women to live incompletely, sacrificing social, educational, and professional opportunities in search of a safety that is never guaranteed. After a rape occurs, this same belief dramatically

compounds raped women’s psychological trauma, and it plays prominently in the social ostracism of raped women. In the case of conflict zones, it has been crucial to dislodge the notion that sexual violence is insignificant both in scale and in import, and instead to make clear its dismal impact. Yet for communities to accept violated women — not to mention violated men — and for members of both sexes to recover from their violation, it is necessary to lower the taboo surrounding sexual violence. Sexual violence, that is, must be integrated into individual and community life rather than causing a rupture so severe that its victims must be excised from the community and left to suffer a psychological trauma that erases the experience of

rape from the self.
Gender/Patriarchy Frontline (3/3)
c. Alt causes - Japanese soldiers rape women too - 200,000 women were forced into prostitution, raped and sexually abused by the Japanese Military 
ETAN  Backgrounder, No Date, “Sexual Violence Against East Timorese Women During the Japanese Occupation” http://www.etan.org/issues/ww2.htm
"At the comfort station I was called "Hanako" and had to serve about 20 Japanese solders a day.When the work was over, I couldn't even stand and walk. It was very hard, but I never thought of running away. I thought that if I did, my parents would be killed."  - Lim Fa In served in a comfort station in Aileu An estimated 200,000 Asian women were victims of sexual violence by Japanese soldiers during the Japanese occupation of a number of Asian and Pacific Island nations in World War II. Most documented cases are in Korea, the Philippines, and Taiwan although hundreds of women in Indonesia, Thailand, China and Portuguese Timor (now East Timor) also served as “comfort women” to Japanese soldiers in the region. Since 2000, at least 20 East Timorese women have testified at public hearings in Japan and East Timor on their experiences as “comfort women.” Many women have also testified on sexual violence by Indonesian troops during Indonesia’s illegal 24-year occupation of East Timor, which began in 1975.  Barely out of their teens and some not even having reached puberty, Timorese girls and women were seized from their homes and sent to “comfort stations” near Japanese military camps to provide sex to Japanese soldiers. Raped by soldiers, forced to provide sex to a number of men each day or required to serve as a “local wife” to Japanese officers throughout the occupation, women endured sexual and emotional humiliation Japanese Occupation- Japanese forces landed in East Timor on February 20, 1942, as part of Imperial Japan’s campaign to secure Timor in preparation for an assault on Australia. Eventually, the total number of Japanese soldiers in East Timor numbered 12,000. An estimated 40,000 East Timorese were killed as a result of the Japanese occupation. Japanese officers ordered Timorese village chiefs to bring women to serve soldiers and were threatened with severe punishment if they disobeyed orders. A number of village chiefs were executed for refusing to comply or for trying to protect the women in their village. Women were also forced to the comfort stations by Japanese collaborators. Women from Java and Kisar Island were also brought to East Timor as well. In 1943, several women from Java were among 600 casualties when two Japanese transport vessels were sunk off the coast of Lautem. According to Ines de Jesus, who was held at a station in Oat village in Bobonaro: “I was still a child at that time and my breasts hadn’t developed, but at night between four and eight soldiers would come by turns to my room. I had to provide sex for all of them. I couldn’t even stand after that, much less work. I could only sleep as if I were dead…The soldiers mounted us contemptuously. They were barbaric, treating us worse than animals. Besides being forced to provide sex, sometimes we had to provide entertainment in the form of traditional dancing (tebe-tebe) and songs. We felt we were going to go crazy.” Many women did not even try to escape from the stations for fear that their families and village chiefs would be killed if they did. When the Japanese forces withdrew from East Timor in 1945, some refused to return to their villages due to embarrassment and fear of being discriminated against. While, some women returned to their homes and led normal lives, several were shunned by other villagers. Others were abandoned by their husbands. Some failed to bear children, possibly as a result of the physical trauma caused by years of sexual violence. The issue of “comfort women” was not publicly acknowledged and many women chose to remain silent until after East Timor’s independence referendum in 1999. Like “comfort women” from throughout the region, many East Timorese women chose to remain silent due to humiliation and fear of discrimination. The Campaign- The campaign to raise the issue of East Timorese “comfort women” took form after the UN transitional administration was established. Timorese “comfort women” were encouraged to come forward so that investigators could document their experience and press for justice. Several women first testified at a public hearing in Tokyo in December 2000. Since then, others have testified on personal experiences of sexual violence by occupying Japanese soldiers. A year later, 20 East Timorese NGOs citing Japan’s own occupation and its support for the Indonesian occupation of their country, wrote Japan’s Prime Minister to demand “an official apology and compensation from the government of Japan to the people of East Timor so that our people may feel consoled. Those who suffered during the Japanese military occupation are … ordinary people.” In May 2005, the Japan East Timor Coalition and East Timorese human rights organization, Perkumpulan HAK, launched a joint project to investigate and document sexual violence against East Timorese women during the Japanese occupation. Six Timorese women testified during the first national public hearing on “comfort women” organized by Japanese and East Timorese citizens’ groups in Dili in January 2006. A man who was fathered by a Japanese soldier, men who worked as Japanese auxiliaries, and the wife of a village chief also spoke at the hearing. U.S. Congressional Response- On July 30, 2007, the U.S. House of Representatives passed a non-binding resolution calling on the Japanese government to formally acknowledge and apologize for the sexual slavery of Asian women during World War II. House Resolution 121 was the eighth such resolution introduced in the House of Representatives since 1996, but only the first to pass. In a visit to Washington in April 2007, then Prime Minister Shinzo Abe apologized for the treatment of “comfort women” during World War II but maintained that there is insufficient evidence to prove the involvement of the Japanese government in these war crimes even though it had acknowledged in 1993 that its army ran brothels during the war.
Imperialism Frontline (1/4)
1. Even if the Affirmative wins the argument that the U.S is imperialist, the rise of a nuclear China is much worse: Cooperation between U.S and Japan over military base and forces key to checking China’s proliferation
   
Asia News Network, 03-02-2010, Cooperation with US key to Japan’s defense, 
http://www.asianewsnet.net/news.php?id=9897&sec=3
Amid an increasingly severe security environment, the United States presented its latest defense strategic guidelines, placing emphasis on cooperation with its allies. The US defence department on Monday (February 1) released the Quadrennial Defence Review, the first of its kind under the administration of President Barack Obama. The report listed prevailing in the current wars in Afghanistan and Iraq as the top priority of the United States' defence strategies. The report also pointed out the need for continuous operations to crush Al-Qaida, expressing determination to win the fight against terrorism. The report stressed that the United States will make an all-out military and diplomatic effort to prevent and deter disputes and will make full preparation for any type of contingencies. The latest report was compiled based on the current situation in which the United States faces drastic changes in the security environment due to the rise of China and India, as well as expanding threats of terrorism and nuclear proliferation. The report's emphasis on tackling diversified threats and the importance of close cooperation with its allies and partners reflects its recognition that US military superiority has been eroding. Keeping an eye on China As did the last report, the latest version highlights the Pentagon's vigilance regarding China's military expansion, a process that has lacked transparency. The report says China has been developing and fielding ballistic missiles, new attack submarines, cyber-attack capability, and counter-space systems, pointing out that many doubts remain about their long-term purposes. The report also referred to a fear that nuclear proliferation may proceed at once due to instability or collapse of nuclear powers. This reflects the United States' strong concern about international terrorist organizations, North Korea's nuclear tests and long-range ballistic missiles and Iran's nuclear development. Expansion of various threats may weaken the effectiveness of the forward deployment of US forces and the US nuclear deterrent, something that also would have a serious effect on Japan's security. Thorough coordination between Japan and the United States is necessary. Meanwhile, senior foreign and defense officials from Japan and the United States entered into discussions in Tokyo aimed at deepening the bilateral alliance, as the current bilateral security treaty marked its 50th anniversary this year. Dangers must be considered It is vital that the acknowledgement of the threats posed by China's military expansion and North Korea's nuclear development presented in the report should be reflected in future discussions. In light of the rapid modernisation of China's military, it is indispensable to strengthen cooperation between the Self-Defence Forces and the US military and to make an effort to strengthen deterrence. The report hammered out a policy to steadily implement the realignment of US forces in Japan, ensuring the long term presence of the US forces in Japan and the reorganization of US forces in Guam. It is important that Japan and the United States share awareness of the security environment of Asia and the rest of the world, then continue strategic discussions on examining rolesharing and cooperation. At the same time, to enable such discussions, it is indispensable to resolve the relocation issue of the US Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture, by the end of May. Putting off the issue is no longer acceptable.
Imperialism Frontline (2/4)
2. American power is vital to maintaining peace in South Korea, Japan, Taiwan, Middle East, Europe and checking back for proliferation in hot spots- specifically preventing China from going nuclear  

Peter Brookes, a Senior Fellow for National Security Affairs at The Heritage Foundation. He is also a member of the congressional U.S.-China Economic and Security, 11-24-08, Why the World Still Needs America's Military Might (http://www.heritage.org/Research/Lecture/Why-the-World-Still-Needs-Americas-Military-Might)
Sometimes you don't miss something until it's gone. While this old chestnut is most often rolled out when referring to a lost but seemingly troubled love, or a trying but departed friend, it might be said for American military might as well. Indeed, many are predicting that we're entering the twilight of American power--American preemi­nence. This notion is no doubt reinforced by the cur­rent economic troubles, a contagion that seemingly began in the United States and has since spread around the world. While it might be true that American power has peaked in a comprehensive way, certainly in relative terms, especially with the rise of China, Russia, India, and Brazil, I would suggest that American power, particularly its military dominance, might be sorely missed in the years to come if America is indeed on the wane--a refrain, I'll remind you, that we've heard before. For those who may greet a decline in American power with glee, I admonish you: Be careful what you wish for. You'll be sorry when it's gone. Let's conjure up for a moment what a world without American mil­itary power might look like. The Korean Peninsula Let's start with the Korean Peninsula. Ever since the cease-fire agreement between North Korean and Chinese forces and the United Nations was concluded in 1953, the United States military has been the predominant force reducing the risk of another conflict on the divided Korean Peninsula. Indeed, even today--55 years hence--an American four-star general leads the Combined Forces Com­mand of U.S. and Republic of Korea forces that keep the peace against a North Korean regime that still harbors dreams of uniting--militarily if neces­sary--the North and South under its despotic rule.  Nearly 30,000 U.S. soldiers stand shoulder to shoulder with 650,000 South Korean forces across a surely misnamed demilitarized zone (DMZ)-- arguably the last vestige of the Cold War--deter­ring over one million, ideologically driven North Korean troops. Even though peace has not been officially declared between the two nations, the odds of a conflict breaking out across the DMZ remain slim due to America's commitment to stabil­ity on the peninsula. I would suggest that absent the presence of American forces and the military might behind it, including an extension the U.S.'s nuclear umbrella to South Korea, the history of the past 50 years might be quite different from what has been record­ed today. A second Korean war has been--and still is--a distinct but unfortunate possibility, and I would speculate that a new war would be even more horrific than the last, if that is possible. In March 2008, a North Korean news reader on state television said that if the South Korean govern­ment made even the slightest gesture of an attack, "Everything will be in ashes, not just a sea of fire, if our advanced pre-emptive strike once begins." Considering that the capital of South Korea-- Seoul, a city of more than 10 million--lies within range of 10,000 pieces of Korean People's Army artillery, which could rain an estimated one million rounds on the city in the opening hours of a con­flict, I think we have to take that commentator at his word. Japan And what about Japan? American military might has been primarily responsible for Japanese security since the end of World War II. This has not only allowed Japan to prosper economically and politically--like South Korea and Germany, I might add--but has also kept Japan at peace with its neighbors. The presence of U.S. forces and the American nuclear deterrent has also kept Japan from exercis­ing a nuclear option that many believe it might take, considering the rise of China, North Korea's nuclear breakout, its advanced scientific and technical capa­bilities, and indigenous nuclear power industry--a producer of a significant amount of fissile material from its reactors. Political and historical considerations aside, many believe that Japan could quickly join the once-exclu­sive nuclear weapons club if it chose to do so, result­ing in unforetold challenges to regional security. China and Taiwan Further to the south, what about stability across the Taiwan Strait?  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 The reach of the U.S. military was also critical in providing aid to tsunami victims in Southeast Asia and the devastating earthquake in Pakistan. The American medical ship USNS Mercy and the amphibious ship USS Kearsarge conduct numerous humanitarian missions around the world every year, bringing much-needed care to those in need. Moreover, the U.S. Navy patrols the world's oceans--free of charge, I might add--providing freedom of the seas and protecting against sea ban­ditry and piracy, which is a growing problem, espe­cially in Southeast Asia and off the Horn of Africa. Indeed, should Iran attempt to close the Strait of Hormuz, a strategic waterway which carries 20 per­cent-40 percent of the world's oil supply, which it has threatened to do on numerous occasions, the U.S. Navy is the only maritime force in the world today that could effectively intervene to keep it open--or would be willing to do so. In addition to stationing more than 150,000 of its brave young men and women overseas in Europe and Asia, often far from kith and kin, in pursuit of peace and stability, the American military also sup­ports the over 100,000 troops involved in U.N. peacekeeping operations around the globe. Not only does the U.S. provide the lion's share of the U.N. budget, including peacekeeping, but it also provides soldiers; arguably more important, Ameri­ca's armed forces provide critical logistics, strategic lift, and intelligence support to these forces. In fact, former U.N. Secretary General Kofi Annan said that U.N. peacekeeping just can't be done without Amer­ican involvement. Lastly, U.S. military research has supported the development of new technologies which often find their way to benefit the civilian sector--technolo­gies which directly and indirectly support stability. These innovations include information technology, such as the creation of the Internet, communica­tions, aviation, space systems, medicine, nuclear and alternative fuels, and even clean water technol­ogy--a critical need in the developing world today.

Imperialism Frontline (3/4)
3. Removing essential troops stationed in Okinawa would cause instability in the country and surrounding region 
AFP 2-15-10 
US senator says Japan base presence 'can be modified'http://www.asiaone.com/News/Latest+News/Asia/Story/A1Story20100215-198776.htmlAFP
A senior US senator and defence expert said he believes the American military presence in Japan "can be modified", as a row simmers over an air base with a new centre-left government in Tokyo. But Senator Jim Webb also warned that the near 50,000 US armed forces in Japan, who are now concentrated on southern Okinawa island, remain essential to maintaining stability in the East Asian region. Washington and Tokyo have quarelled over the planned relocation of the Futenma Air Station on Okinawa since a new Japanese government last year said it would review the plan for a fresh base, citing local opposition. Webb - an ex-combat Marine and long-time Japan expert who heads the Senate Foreign Relations subcommittee on East Asia - said that "I believe that the American military presence in Japan can be modified." Even though the Democratic senator does not speak for the Obama administration, his comments suggested a softening tone from Washington, which has repeatedly urged Tokyo to stick with the original relocation plan. The two countries agreed in 2006 to build a new base in a quiet coastal area of Okinawa, but Japan's Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has said he might scrap the plan, with a final decision due to be announced by May. Tokyo and Washington have held ministerial-level meetings over the issue, with Japan seeking to find an alternative site for the new air base. "I think that there would be a number of practical options ... There are ways that the American military can be readjusted, but they should also be able to perform their mission," said Webb, who also heads the Senate Armed Forces subcommittee on personnel. The United States has stationed some 47,000 troops in Japan under a post-war security alliance, but their presence has caused frictions with local communities, especially on Okinawa which hosts most of the troops. Webb stressed that the US forces remain key to regional security. "If the United States were to dramatically draw down, or to be asked to draw down its military forces in Japan in a precipitous way, I think you would see a significant impact on the stability in the region," Webb said. "This is the only place in the world where the strategic and military interests of China, Russia, Japan and the United States directly intersect. It is a region known for a great deal of instability in the past." 
4. Japan concedes that cornerstone of its relations with the U.S and with East Asian countries is its military alliance and base in Okinawa
Daniel Sneider, Associate Director for Research of the Shorenstein Asia-Pacific Research Center at Stanford University, 2-5-10, The new government finds charting a new course not so easy (http://yaleglobal.yale.edu/content/will-japan-emerge-its-shell-%E2%80%93-part-ii)
Beginning in late 2006, a succession of Japanese administrations has made concerted efforts to repair ties with Beijing and Seoul. Though the atmosphere with China has improved, substantive differences remain. In January, Japan’s foreign minister warned that Tokyo would take action if China continued to violate a 2008 deal to develop oil and gas fields jointly. When Ozawa met the Chinese defense minister in December, he said the Japanese see China’s military modernization as a threat. Ozawa suggested that if such fears were not eased, Japan might be prompted to undertake its own arms build up. There is growing evidence of an emboldened China that seems to interpret America’s bid for a strategic embrace with the country as a sign of weakness. The Hatoyama government has also moved to upgrade ties, including security links, with Asian powers that share a fear of China, including India, Indonesia and South Korea. Ozawa stopped in Seoul after his visit to China where he apologized for Japan’s colonial rule in Korea and pledged to push through legislation granting voting rights to Korean residents in Japan, an issue of great importance to Koreans and opposed by conservatives in Japan. Recent events seem to have caused the US to reassess its handling of relations in Northeast Asia. There is growing evidence of an emboldened China that seems to interpret America’s bid for a strategic embrace with the country as a sign of weakness. The authorities in Beijing took a tougher line toward internal dissent, openly clashed with the US at the climate change talks in Copenhagen, balked at cooperation on sanctions against Iran, and brushed off American protests over evidence of cyber attacks on Western firms. After all this, America has begun to soften its tone toward Tokyo. Officials pledge patience as the new government looks for a solution to the base problem, while also mounting a public effort to convince Japan that the Marine presence in Okinawa is key to “deterrence” of North Korea and China. There is a renewed emphasis on broadening the security agenda to include other issues, from cyber security to climate change. Hatoyama, too, has emphasized that the Japan-US alliance remains “a cornerstone for Japan to enhance its cooperative relations with other Asian countries, including China.” Whether any real lessons have been learned in Tokyo or Washington remains to be seen. But perhaps the turn in Sino-US relations has reminded people in Tokyo and Washington that there remains a strategic purpose to the alliance.
Imperialism Frontline (4/4)
5. Japanese Foreign Minister Okada states: U.S military presence in Japan is critical to his country’s  security and stability
Reuters, 5-21-10 Japan says U.S. military presence indispensable http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTKZ00643920100521
TOKYO 
May 21 (Reuters) - Japanese Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada said on Friday that the U.S. military presence in Japan was indispensable for the security of Japan and the region. "I want to explain frankly to the Japanese people that the presence of U.S. troops in Japan is indispensable to Japan's security and to the peace and stability of the region in the current security environment," he told a news conference after a meeting with U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.

6. The variety of American imperialist activities throughout the world guarantee its strength – removing troops from Okinawa won’t have an impact
David Healy, writer for the New American Nation, no date, “Imperialism” http://www.americanforeignrelations.com/E-N/Imperialism-The-cold-war-and-its-aftermath.html
In any case, the worldwide distribution of U.S. military bases, security agreements, investments, multinational corporations, foreign-aid programs, and open and undercover political activities gave rise to the charge that American imperialism had not only revived but had expanded over enormous areas. Some critics described an "open door empire" in which American foreign policy sought to impose everywhere the conditions necessary for the penetration of American exports and enterprise, while keeping underdeveloped nations in a state of perpetual economic colonialism. From this point of view, the term "imperialism" applied to virtually every overseas activity of the United States. Given the undeniably great impact of the United States in the postwar world, the issue was not whether there had been an American influence on other societies but whether that influence was best described as imperialism. Since the United States annexed no territory during the period in question, the most obvious form of imperialism does not apply; there was no formal empire. There were, however, attempts at neo-imperial control of other states. In 1965 the Dominican Republic experienced a U.S. military intervention that imposed a new president, who was retained in power for many years by the active use of American influence and machinations of the Central Intelligence Agency. The Ronald Reagan administration (1981–1989) supported civil wars in El Salvador and Nicaragua in an attempt to bolster right-wing regimes against leftist opponents. Other cases could be cited, but blanket assertions of imperialism went too far. It was doubtful terminology to apply that label to the postwar American record in Europe. It is true that the United States threw its influence into an effort to erect a liberal-capitalist system in Western Europe, just as the Soviet Union worked for Marxist-Leninist states in Eastern Europe. Given a virtual power vacuum in one of the world's vital centers, no less was to be expected of either superpower. It is also true that the Marshall Plan and companion policies were designed not only to aid European economic recovery but to boost European purchases of American exports. Yet the end result was not merely exploitive, for it helped to recreate in Western Europe one of the great industrial centers of the world, which soon offered stiff competition to the United States itself. Like Japan, West Germany pressed American manufacturers hard in their own markets and often bested them in markets abroad. In time, many European states became effective competitors. To call this performance economic imperialism is both misleading and intellectually counterproductive. The U.S. military intervention in Southeast Asia during the 1960s ended in the following decade in humiliating failure and a national reappraisal of the American role abroad. For a time, the shadow of Vietnam inhibited further overseas adventures, but the global network of American commitments and interests continued largely intact. Foreign involvements reappeared with the previously mentioned Reagan administration's activities in Central America, as well as its military deployments in Grenada (1983) and Lebanon (1984), but on a limited scale. The end of the Cold War in 1989 and the subsequent breakup of the Soviet Union changed the global situation fundamentally, leaving the United States as the only superpower. The Cold War justification for foreign military interventions thereby disappeared, but new reasons for such ventures multiplied. In varying scales of magnitude, U.S. armed forces were deployed in Panama (1989), Somalia (1992), Haiti (1994), Bosnia (1995), and Kosovo (1999), the latter including a bombing campaign against Serbia. By far the largest overseas operation was the Gulf War of 1991 against Iraq, which involved more than 500,000 U.S. troops to protect the industrial world's oil supply, but motives for the other interventions varied widely. In Somalia, for example, where no visible U.S. interests were at stake, the goal was to remove the obstacles to feeding a starving population, and in Bosnia and Kosovo it was to prevent the out-break of regional war and prevent mass genocide. Some saw the United States as world policeman, others as global bully, but none could deny the reality of the nation's power and influence virtually everywhere on the globe. As the world's strongest and wealthiest nation for the last half century, the United States was responsible for its full share of neo-imperialist hegemony. At times, however, it acted abroad in conjunction with less powerful nations that lacked the American capacity to project force quickly to crisis areas. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the Gulf War both saw U.S. military power enlisted in the service of a broad coalition of nations and interests. Operating within a highly competitive global economy, U.S. economic power was great but hardly hegemonic, while its cultural influences were eagerly received in large parts of the world even if deeply resented in others. No single definition can contain the enormous variety of American activities, motives, and effects on the world; certainly the term "imperialism" cannot.
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1.  Status Quo Solving - New measures being implemented to fight the system of prostitution in East Asian countries
 Amanda Kloer 5-5-10 “Congress Fights Prostitution Near U.S. Military Bases in Korea”, 
http://humantrafficking.change.org/blog/view/congress_fights_prostitution_near_us_military_bases_in_korea
The system of South Korean "juicy bars" — bars which cater to U.S. military bases in the country — has come under fire lately for links to prostitution and human trafficking. But Congress has introduced a bill to better monitor what prostitution or human trafficking, if any, is happening near U.S. military bases and figure out how best to reduce it. Here's how the "juicy bar" system works: Filipina and other foreign women are brought to South Korea by brokers as "entertainers." The brokers then rent the women out to bars, priced depending on the girl's "talents" or attractiveness and the bar's needs. There, they flirt with and kiss soldiers and tourists, in an attempt to keep them buying the girls expensive juice drinks. If a girl sells her quota of juice drinks in the evening, all is usually well. But if she doesn't, she's expected to make up the difference. And her only means of doing that is prostitution. Both South Korea and the U.S. have laws in place to prevent prostitution from being targeted to U.S. soldiers, but the juicy bar system has long skirted the laws. The new bill on the table in Congress would both place stronger restrictions against juicy bars and do a better job of monitoring U.S. military activities that may be connected to human trafficking. It would also promote cooperation between the military and local NGOs, to help identify situations of human trafficking. The Department of Defense would also be required to step up monitoring of cases where service members have been accused of facilitating human trafficking or other organized crime. And that includes buying sex from a trafficked girl or woman. So far, an outright ban on the juicy bars has been rejected, since not all of them promote prostitution or coerce the women who work there into prostituting on the side. But the U.S. government and the Department of Defense will certainly be keeping a closer watch on the situation if the proposed legislation passes. And they might even be on the lookout if it doesn't. Because the last thing any branch of the military wants is to be tied to forced prostitution at a juicy bar.

2. Alt cause - Korean college students sell their bodies due to desperate need for money to pay tuition fees

Asian Correspondent, 9-2-08, Another Vital Expose of Korean Prostitution, http://us.asiancorrespondent.com/korea-beat/-p-1657
There are also sponsor cafes that take fees for connecting men with female college students. One worker at such a cafe said, "there are a lot female college students who want to buy brand-name goods and look for a sponsor but don't want a long-term relationship, so they become 'travelling doumis' who accompany men on overseas business trips." Even if it's not Louis Vitton bags they're after, there still are plenty of college students doing it for their tuition and other school fees. According to research by the part-time jobs site "Arbei Heaven" (알바천국), half of all college students, facing high costs, have thought about doing illegal work. There are many kinds of "kiss arbei" from brothels to love by proxy. 29% said the biggest reason for falling into this line of work was tuition fees. 25% wanted more spending money. 24% said they wanted to make money quickly, and 23% said they had an urgent need for money. For these various reasons are cities tainted with vice. For these reasons immoral business spring up like poisonous toadstools, with the Special Law on Prostitution effective only here and there. One can't avoid the criticism that the Special Law on Prostitution, enacted to stop prostitution and shield its victims, aiding them in achieving independence, is not enough to stop the culture that supports these businesses which can wriggle out from under the police. And because of this these businesses even move into homes and apartments. Today city streets are filled with immoral places. This is a time when more effective policies are needed.    
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3. This isn’t Okinawa - South Korean Sex Workers protest against Anti-Prostitution laws – sex holds the key to their economic livelihood and survival 
Sealing Cheng, a Rockefeller post-doctoral fellow in the Program for the Study of Sexuality, Gender, Health, and Human Rights at Columbia University, New York. She is an anthropologist who has been researching on prostitution-related issues in Korea since 1998, Korean sex trade 'victims' strike for rights, 12-22-04 (http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/FL22Dg01.html)

South Korean sex workers have been on a hunger strike in front of the National Assembly building, protesting the new new anti-prostitution law for more than one and a half months. On October 7 and November 1, more than 2,000 sex workers took to the streets of Seoul in protest. Braving the stigma of prostitution with only sunglasses and masks, female sex workers have been making the strongest public statement ever in Korea against threats to their livelihood and well-being - and those of their families. But no one is listening. Their hunger strike began on November 2. The South Korean government implemented a new law to "eradicate prostitution" in September. Both the Ministry of Gender Equality and key women's organizations claim the new law advances women's rights. So why are female sex workers going on a hunger strike and taking to the streets to protest the law? And why won't the ministry or women's organizations meet with the strikers? (Hunger strikes usually are carried out in relays, so that no single woman goes without food or water for what now would be 50 days.) The Sex Trade Prevention Act, at first glance, looks like a welcome departure from the old law that penalized all women in prostitution as "fallen women". It offers protection for "victims" and penalizes all involvement in the sex trade. While clients, brothel owners, and pimps can get jail sentences and fines, "victims" are entitled to shelter, health services, vocational training, and even alternative-business start-up funds. This all sounds good. What could be so wrong with the new law that those whom it intends to protect are protesting so vehemently against it? What could they possibly object to? They object to the loss of their livelihoods. They object to police crackdowns that are forcing them to work clandestinely, exposing them to great danger, and threatening their well-being and that of their families (sex workers have families too). They object to being arrested along with clients, brothel owners and pimps. For the sex workers, the new law is in effect an instrument of harassment. The law protects only women who want to leave the sex trade but penalizes those who want to stay. Only "victims" who have been coerced into the sex trade are eligible for services. Yet those who cannot prove their victimhood, such as independent sex workers, could be charged with violating the law, and penalized. The underlying assumption of the law, therefore, is wrong. Not all women in the sex trade are "victims" who want to be rescued from the brothels. That they want to be free from exploitation and abuse does not mean that they want to be out of a job. Instead, this law is subjecting them to violence (through police harassment) by assuming that women could be forced out of prostitution. The principles of human rights demand that governments do no harm to a person and take extra care to promote the rights of people who are already marginalized. South Korean sex workers are now publicly demanding what other workers take for granted: their right to a livelihood. Their constitutional right as citizens to pursue happiness with dignity and worth as human beings. And with that, the recognition of sex work as a legitimate form of work. To the sex workers, the current attempts of the government and women's organizations to eradicate prostitution are in effect destroying their lives. Their public petition eloquently declares:We feel only forsaken by the good-for-show policy of the Ministry of Gender Equality that has no correspondence with our realities. Those who are wealthy and in lack of nothing seem not even interested in how difficult and urgent our immediate realities are. They are drowned in their own illusion, thinking that they are helping us but in effect they have pushed us to this cold and bleak place. Why are the Korean government and women's organizations ignoring the voices of the sex workers? Why the rush to eradicate prostitution after years of tolerance of this illegal trade? The South Korean government has been under relentless pressure from the United States to demonstrate its commitment to combat trafficking in women and girls. As part of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act (TVPA) passed in 2000, the US State Department publishes the yearly Trafficking in Persons Report to monitor world efforts to combat trafficking. In 2001, it identified South Korea along with other lowest-ranking countries such as Sudan and Myanmar. This represented a huge international embarrassment to the South Korean government, which has taken pride as a regional leader in democracy. (Persistent violations can carry sanctions by the US.) The South Korean government thus set out to prove its anti-trafficking commitments. While "trafficking" refers to the use of force, fraud, and deception in exploiting labor in all sectors, the US administration of President George W Bush has implemented its anti-trafficking policy with a preoccupation with prostitution. In this context, a momentous shift from tolerance to "zero-tolerance" in the Korean government's approach to prostitution followed, with a big push from women's organizations. The fervor of women's organizations to eradicate prostitution is rooted in the conviction that prostitution is the key issue to women's subordination in South Korea. They believe that prostitution is a form of male violence against women, and that no woman engages in prostitution voluntarily. 
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For well over a month, the hunger strike and mass protests clearly have disproved this last point - that no one does it voluntarily.
 Women in sex work do experience violence and discrimination, but this is because they are marginalized and denied the rights that everyone should enjoy. Two fires in 2000 and 2002 killed 20 sex workers who had been locked inside their workplaces by their employers. These tragedies should never have been allowed to happen. But it would be a mistake to extrapolate from these bad experiences to imply that all sex work is violence. The most visible sex workers are often the hardest hit by state persecution in times of a moral panic against prostitution. The thousands of protesting sex workers come from red-light districts all over South Korea, the chief targets of police raids and arrests. Yet it is no news that some teenage girls, university students, and housewives have engaged in the exchange of sex for material rewards, a phenomenon exclusive neither to prostitution nor to Korea. The bold suggestion in their petition, therefore, is a protest not only against their persecution but also their stigmatization: "Do you not think that strategic marriages among the families of large corporations (chaebol) are prostitution?" Exploitation is a problem faced by all women, not just prostitutes, and it needs to be tackled at its roots - in the family, the workplace and schools; class inequalities and restrictive ideas about sexuality also need to be addressed, among other issues. Women's subordination and their impeded access to valuable resources are entrenched in these social institutions. Prostitution is only an expression, not the cause, of such inequalities. An effective intervention must be based on sincere interactions with the very women whom law enforcement and women's organizations are trying to assist. Those who have good intentions must realize that dealing with violence in the sex trade does not mean eradicating prostitution. Prostitution is not identical to violence or sex trafficking. Korean sex workers have refused to be "victims" by speaking up. If the new law genuinely aims at promoting these women's rights, then neither the Korean government nor women's organizations can afford to ignore their voices. 

4. Strong current of sex trafficking from South Korea fills U.S based massage “parlors”- disguised brothels popular among Korean men

Kari Lydersen, a freelance writer whose work has appeared in the Washington Post, In These Times, LiP Magazine, Clamor, and The New Standard, Infoshop News
February 29, 2008, Korean Massage Parlors Thrive on Women’s Struggle to Survive (http://news.infoshop.org/article.php?story=2008lydersen-trafficking)

Korean massage parlors are a common presence in most major U.S. cities – so much that those in the know refer to them with the acronym of KMPs. It is also widely known that these venues offer more than a massage – they function essentially as brothels, where South Korean women work as prostitutes controlled by a wide-reaching, shadowy and highly profitable network of traffickers and pimps.  Anti-trafficking, women’s rights and immigrants rights advocates are increasingly focusing on this segment of trafficking and sexual exploitation in the United States. The Polaris Project has focused extensively on Korean massage parlors and trafficking of Korean women in California. In Chicago, a coalition of immigrants’ rights, anti-domestic violence and ethnic groups are in the early stages of developing an outreach and advocacy structure for Korean women caught up in these situations. Trafficking for sex work, domestic work and other types of labor is a poisonous manifestation of the increasingly global economy, where people in impoverished countries – especially women – fall prey to traffickers’ false promises of a better life in another country or are even literally sold into slavery by family members or kidnappers. The U.S. government estimates that about 17,500 foreigners are trafficked into the U.S. annually, though some NGOs put the number much higher. Sex trafficking is considered to make up about 80 percent of cases, with trafficking for domestic, agricultural, food service and other types of labor making up the rest.  In general the pipeline of trafficked people flows from the most impoverished countries to wealthier ones within a region; for example from El Salvador to Mexico; or Romania to the Czech Republic; or Nepal to India. Then, either after going through those pipelines or directly from their points of origin, people are trafficked across continents to the wealthiest destinations: the U.S., Israel and parts of Western Europe. 
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1. Japan’s long-time sexist and discriminatory court and police systems make it impossible for rape victims to access proper medical treatment or trials against their offenders:
Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center (AJWRC) October, 2008, Review of Japan

Alternative Report on Discrimination and violence against women (http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrc/docs/ngos/AJWRCJapan94.pdf)

1. Protection from Gender-based Violence (Article 2)1-1. Rape and other forms of sexual violence Over the past few years, the Japanese government has taken measures to better support victims of sexual crimes: in 2004, the crime of gang rape was added to the Penal Code, and in 2005, the six-month limitation on filing complaints for sexual crimes was abolished and the Law to Protect Victims of Crime passed through legislation. However, more fundamental reforms of related laws and criminal proceedings are needed, as the narrow definition of rape in the Penal Code, gender-biased judges, and ineffective police response remain serious problems for victims of sexual violence seeking justice. Problems with the definition of rape The definition of the crime of rape under Article 177 of the Penal Code is problematic in many ways. Firstly, the definition refers only to the forcible insertion of a penis into a vagina, excluding all other forms of sexual abuse, including the rape of male victims. Secondly, the definition of “forcible intercourse through assault or intimidation” necessitates that victims provide evidence of having resisted the attack—which is unrealistic since most victims are unable to resist sexual assault because of fear and shock—rather than requiring the perpetrator to show evidence that there was mutual agreement to have sex. Thirdly, the minimum prison sentence for rape is only three years, which is unreasonably lenient considering the sometimes life-long effects of rape on victims. Fourthly, rape within marriage is not specifically defined as constituting a crime of rape. Finally, even when police are aware that a rape has occurred, rape and other forms of sexual violence cannot be prosecuted or investigated without a complaint filed by the victim (except in cases in which the victim was under 13 years of age). Although this provision is usually explained as a means of protecting a victim’s “honour,” due to discriminative investigation and court processes, it effectively prevents many victims from seeking justice. Problems with criminal proceedings- While more women are being encouraged to report sexual assaults and are overcoming their sense of shame and fear, women who report sexual assaults may face further suffering due to inadequate police response and discriminatory judges. In recent years, the police have improved their response to sexual violence in several ways, such as making medical services for victims free and providing a hotline service to encourage victims to file complaints. But there is a need for more a comprehensive system to assist survivors in accessing medical treatments, counselling, legal procedures, and other supports, in coordination with related institutions and NGOs. The lack of doctors and nurses with specialized training in sexual assault is one of most serious problems. While there are initiatives by some institutions and NGOs to provide such specialized services and training, they are faced with difficulties due to the lack of government support and a lack of coordination with the police. There is also a need for more funding and more thorough training of police officers to better enable them to deal with sexual assault. Further, while the National Police Agency has drawn up policies for victim support, these are only guidelines without strong enforcement and monitoring mechanisms, and no punitive sanctions are taken even if inappropriate actions by officers are identified. The lack of gender sensitivity training for judges and the narrow interpretation of rape which specifies that it involves a certain degree of tangible force “which makes resistance by the victim very difficult” often leads to impunity or light sentences for perpetrators and to further sufferings for victims. Victims also often face questions about their behaviour or past sexual experience or are repeatedly asked to explain why they didn’t resist or cry for help—even in
cases where an unambiguous power disparity existed between the victim and the perpetrator. In cases where the victim was working in entertainment sector, met the perpetrator through a dating service, or had had a previous relationship with the perpetrator, perpetrators often receive lenient sentences or are even set free. In a recent ruling from the Osaka District Court on June 27, 2008, a 25-year-old man who raped a 14-year-old girl was set free, as the court decided “it was possible for him to mistakenly believe that she gave consent to have sex,” since the girl had agreed to date him. The judges further ruled that while the 25-years-old man hovered over her during the rape, he did not use force or intimidation to the degree to make her resistance impossible. Such persistent gender bias in the courts also negatively affects the investigation process, since the prosecutors are reluctant to press charge for cases that have a narrow chance of winning. Thus, victims are often discouraged to file a complaint, or, even if victims do file complaints, there is a good chance that prosecutors will drop charges.
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2. Japan is the largest sex industry for Asian women - The industry accounts for 1 percent of the Gross National Product and equals Japan’s defense budget.

The Coalition Against Trafficking in Women (CATW), 09Trafficking in Women and Prostitution in the Asia Pacific Southeast Asia and Pacific (http://www.catwinternational.org/factbook/Asia_Pacific.)
The following are statistics on the trafficking and prostitution of women in Asia Pacific countries. Australia Federal Police estimate that prostitution grosses A$30 million annually. International crime syndicates traffic drugs and women, with 10 smaller syndicates trafficking 300 Thai women yearly. Recruiters go to Russia to hire women for 'tabletop dancing' in clubs often with links to brothels. The Australian Council of Trade Unions recently recognized women in prostitution as a labor sector. Korea: Around the military bases, there are 18,000 registered and 9,000 unregistered prostitutes. Forms of prostitution include escort and call girls, street prostitution, and from cafes, clubs, cabarets, show cases, massage parlors and beauty shops. Women suspected of prostitution can be confined in rehabilitation centers without due process. Malaysia There are an estimated 142,000 women in prostitution in Malaysia, with between 8,000-10,000 in Kuala Lumpur. Main channels of sexual exploitation: recreation businesses, i.e. entertainment, fitness clubs and the like. Almost every town has a red-light district. Bangladesh There are an estimated 200,000 women trafficked to Pakistan in the last 10 years, continuing at the rate of 200-400 women monthly. In 1994, 2,000 women were prostituted in six cities in India. Nepal

There are an estimated 5,000 women trafficked to India yearly. After India with 100,000 women, Hong Kong is the second biggest market. Organizers in rural areas, brokers and even family members sell girls. Husbands sometimes sell their wives to brothels. Burma (Myanmar on Map) There are an estimated 20,000 - 30,000 Burmese women in Thailand. Forms of trafficking: deceptive job placements that land women in brothels, abduction by agents for clients, sale of girls from hill tribes. As illegal immigrants in Thailand, prostitutes are arrested, detained and deported back to Burma, with 50-70 percent being HIV positive. Philippines There are an estimated 300,000 women in prostitution, and 75,000 prostituted children.'Entertainment' is the main channel, but a range of establishments from dirt-floor beer houses to karaoke clubs to beach resorts to expensive health clubs provide prostitution for men of every social class. Government policies favor the export of entertainers and domestic helpers that put women at risk. China Shangchuandao island off Guandong is a tourist spot offering drugs and sex casinos with 300 women from all over China. In 1994, 500,000 tourists spent HK$55.8 million on legal tourist services alone. There is a resurgence of prostitution all over China. Women are also being trafficked for sale as wives to husbands who often resell them. Sri Lanka Eighty percent of labor migration in 1994 was of women workers. Job trainees in Korea and Japan have disappeared into underground labor markets, including prostitution..

Hong Kong Fake contracts for domestic work land the women in brothes that employ Chinese minders to prevent runaways. Influx of East European women in high-priced clubs. Macau has Russian mafia bringing in women. In 1994, a woman attempting to escape was murdered. India There are an estimated 2.3 million women in prostitution, of which a quarter are minors. Over 1,000 red-light districts all over India, where cage prostitutes are mostly minors often from Nepal and Bangladesh. Forms of trafficking: economic incentives offered to parents to part with the children, fake job or marriage promises, abductions. Taiwan Forty percent of young prostitutes in the main red-light district are aborginal girls. Girls under 13 have been made to undergo hormone injections by brothels owners to hasten their physical development. Indonesia There are 65,582 registered prostitutes in 1994, with an estimated total of 500,000 in prostitution. Localized bordello complexes, 'localisasi,' are managed under local government regulations. The estimated financial turnover of the sex industry ranges from US$ 1.2 billion to US$ 3.6 billion.

Thailand Estimates on the number of women in prostitution range from 300,000 to 2.8 million, of which a third are minors. Thai women are also in prostitution in many countries in Asia, Australia, Europe and the US. 4.6 million Thai men regularly, and 500,000 foreign tourists annually, use prostituted women. Vietnam Most trafficking is to China and to Cambodia, including children. Trafficking happens through kidnapping, especially for brothels, deceptive job offers or tourist trips, match-making with foreigners who often sell and resell the women abroad. Prostitution is becoming a feature of the burgeoning tourism industry: hotels and tourist companies provide women to clients. Also, business deals are closed with presents of women. Japan: The largest sex industry market for Asian women. Over 150,000 non-Japanese women in prostitution, more than half are Filipinas, 40 percent are Thai women. One 'sex zone' in Tokyo, only 0.34 sq. km., has 3,500 sex facilities: strip theaters, peep shows, 'soaplands,' 'lover's banks,' porno shops, telephone clubs, karaoke bars, clubs, etc. Japanese men also constitute the largest number of sex tourists in Asia. The sex industry accounts for 1 percent of the Gross National Product and equals the defense budget.
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3. Japan’s Buddhist values of obedience and hierarchy place women at the bottom of society – no other means of income leads women into prostitution from which there is no escape. Prostitution and trafficking continued to exist due to the fact that Japanese government officials and police officers are among the cliental. 


Skrobanek, Siriporn, Nattaya Boonpakidi, and Chutima Janthakeero. 1997 The Traffic In Women: Human Realities of the International Sex Trade. New York: Zed Books Ltd., 1997. Confinement of Women- prostitution in Japan, http://academic.mu.edu/meissnerd/japan-women.html 
Confined by culture, women in Asia are assigned a subservient role to the dominant male population. Throughout history, Asian women have been forced to satisfy the desires of men. The conceptual underpinnings of buying women and committing rape are referred to as the phallic myth, defining male lust as uncontrollable. Often times, young Asian women are forced to serve male lust as prostitutes in Japan’s prosperous sex industry. Historical Background Women’s Traditional Status in Confucian Society Japan is a nation deeply enriched with the tradition of Confucianism and Buddhism. The foundation of these ancient values is a hierarchal system that is maintained by the promotion of community, obedience, and a system of dominant relationships. In order for the existence of a perfect society, individuals must conform and adhere to the defined societal structure of relationships. Throughout the history of Japanese society, Japanese men have occupied the higher ranks of the hierarchical structure of domination while women are confined to the lower rungs; therefore it is the woman’s duty to attend to the    dominant relationships within the community. The Buddhist values of honor and service hold women responsible for the care of children and elderly parents. As a result of society and gender roles, women’s employment is confined to prostitution, domestic and factory work, and overseas migrant work. “In many Southeast Asian countries, children, especially girls, are brought up to feel a sense of duty or oral obligation to earn money to repay the care and protection given them by their parents in raising them. After entering prostitution, against their will, many children felt that they had fulfilled their obligations for the care and protection given them by their parents in raising them. Their fulfillment of parental care gains them merit according to Buddhist principles” (Lin Lian Lim 12). Research Report The History of Child Prostitution during the “Comfort Women” System The Women’s role of servitude that existed in traditional Japan continues to exist in modern times. The practice of “comfort women”, by the Imperial Japanese Army during the Second World War, emphasized the submissive role of women in Japanese society. The notion of comfort women arrived during the Japanese expansion efforts into Manchuria and China in 1932, where they encountered prostitution in Shanghai. Upon seeing the boost in morale, the Japanese army started sending comfort women to China during the Sino-Japanese War in 1937. These “comfort women” were forced to serve as sexual slaves to the Japanese Imperial Army from 1932 to 1945. The adoption of the “comfort women” system was an effort by the Japanese government to control the outbursts of the Japanese soldier’s sex drive. The conviction of the “comfort women” system was that having sexual relations would arouse the soldier’s fighting spirit, provide them with an outlet for the frustration and fear fostered by hierarchy military life and allegedly prevent mass random rapes as the one that occurred in Nanjing. In order to attain efficiency within the system, Japanese labor brokers “recruited” 200,000 young women throughout Asia to “service” 30-40 soldiers, daily. The military believed that government supervision of these women would prevent the soldiers from contracting VD and raping civilians. The military officials required the comfort women to undergo routine gynecological examinations to prevent an outbreak of venereal disease among the Japanese Army and creating massive public health problems. Japanese trafficking of young Asian women for the prostitution industry began during the “comfort women” system. Poor economic conditions in Korea and other Southeast Asian countries resulted in a destitute peasantry forced to sell their daughters into prostitution due to economic necessity and survival. Japanese military subcontractors targeted young daughters of poor peasants families, knowing they were relatively easy to trick because of their uneducated state (Tanka 30). These young women were led to believe that factory work awaited them in Japan. It was not until arrival at the comfort station that these women learned the true nature of their work, sex slaves for the military officers. These young women were forced into compliance out of fear of the torture and death that resulted from refusal to adhere to the dominant system. Trafficking of Foreign Children to the Japanese Sex Industry The traditional Japanese patriarchal society, that institutionalized prostitution, remains existent in modern day Japan. The objectification of women as servants to men’s sexuality is evident through the enslavement of millions of young Asian women in Japan’s prosperous sex industry. Beginning in the late 1970’s, rapid economic development in Asia, based on the free market system, resulted in the development of the Japanese sex industry and the international trafficking of millions of women and children. Historically tolerant of prostitution, Japan serves as the world’s largest market for enslaved woman. Statistics declare that an estimated 150,000 non-Japanese women are employed in the Japanese sex industry; the majority of these women are from Thailand and the Philippines. Similar to the recruitment of comfort women, young women from Southeast Asia are lured into Japan under false pretenses of opportunity to work in factories, restaurants and bars. These women were led to believe that within a short time of employment, they could pay off their debts and send considerable amounts of money home to their families, making their parents very happy (Ampo 111). 
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Siriporn Skrobanek, Bangkok’s Foundation for Women, adds, “Many of these foreign women are from rural families, stripped of economic sustenance as a result of urbanization, seeking work to support their struggling families. It is not until arrival in Japan that these women learn the true nature of their new work, serving as prostitutes in Japan’s thriving sex industry” (Skrobanek). Persuaded by the promise of monetary gain, village chiefs, priests, teachers, parents and relatives are more than willing to recruit young girls to the sex industry. It is believed that working as a prostitute generates more money than domestic labor can ever provide. “Work in the sex industry is one of the few channels open to women with low levels of education, which permits women to make money rapidly” (Skrobanek). The young girls are continuously sold to labor agents throughout the sex trade; the result of these numerous transactions is a dramatic increase in the woman’s debt. The brokers involved in recruiting foreign women into Japan derive enormous profits from their earnings. The freedom of these women is very limited; their passports are confiscated and they are closely guarded by the Yakuza and cannot operate freely until their highly inflated “debt” is repaid. Upon arrival in Japan, most trafficked Thai women have accumulated, on average, a debt of around 4 million Japanese yen, approximately $25,000” (Facts). It is not until repayment of their debt that these women are allowed to collect profit from their work as prostitutes. These young women must serve as captured sex slaves. Human-rights activist, Yayori Matsui, describes Japan’s sex slaves as contemporary comfort women to Japan’s corporate soldiers. Child Prostitution in Japan’s Modern Sex Industry Currently, the popularity of the sex industry generates 4 trillion yen annually ($33.6 billion), 1% of Japan’s GNP and equals the country’s defense budget. Despite the current struggling national economy, Japan’s underground economy, consisting of cheap drugs and sex, flourishes due to the market’s low price that attracts many customers (Taipei Times). The popular establishments include cheap massage parlors and low-budget prostitution services that charge 10,000-yen in comparison the 60,000-yen charge at traditional establishments. The result of these low prices is an increase in the sex services prostitutes must provide in order to maintain economic efficiency. Children are at the center of this prosperous underground economy. The number of teenage prostitutes began to incline around 1974. According to a 1996 UN report, over one million children in Asia are forced into participation in the sex trade. The United Nations Children’s Fund estimates that one-third of all sex workers in Southeast Asia are between the ages of 12-17. Child prostitution in Asia continues to increase at 20% annually. Japan has the worst record of child prostitution among Asian nation, due to the society’s observance of very relaxed laws against sex with minors and prostitution. Under Japanese criminal code, sex with those less than 13 years of age is prohibited but consensual sex with those ages 13 and older is not prosecutable. Japan’s market economy and tourism resulted in an influx of foreigners seeking cheap and safe tours that will present little danger of AIDS and other venereal diseases, particularly in sexual intercourse with children. Child prostitutes are more economically efficient, in that the child’s virginity is bought at a significantly higher price. Child prostitution is promoted by an Asian myth that having sex with a young virgin will help them succeed in business, increase their longevity, fuel their strength and restore their youth. Historical Significance Response of the Japanese Government Prostitution in Japan is officially prohibited, yet the Japanese government acknowledged and legitimized its existence. Prostitution and trafficking continued to exist due to the fact that Japanese government officials and police officers are among the cliental.
Utilitarianism

1. Acting in accordance with ideologies skews perspective and rational thinking – prevents rational analysis. Only Util presents a calculus for evaluating impacts and post-plan changes.
2. Consequentialism is the best framework to use when evaluating the impacts of our actions; short term impacts are key even when the longterm impacts are uncertain.
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] 
           .

One case where consequences clearly should matter  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 at least try to reduce the probability of a detonation. We can think of this example as standing in more generally for choices, decisions, and policies that affect the long-term prospects of our civilization. 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. If this example does not convince you, consider the value of stopping a terrorist attack that would decimate the entire United States. Or consider an attack that would devastate all of Western civilization, or the entire world. At some point we can find a set of consequences so significant that we would be spurred to action, again in open recognition of broader long-run uncertainties. Surely at some point the upfront change must be large enough to provide a persuasive reason for or against it. What if a cosmological disaster destroyed 99.9999 percent of all intelligent life across the universe? Yes, it is possible that subsequent cosmological events could lead to an even greater blossoming of wonders, but at some point of comparison this point is simply fatuous. Most of the life in the universe is being destroyed and more likely than not this is a horrible catastrophe even in the much longer run. So we can argue “how large” an upfront event is needed to sway us toward an evaluative judgment, but a sufficiently large upfront event should do the trick. We should not confuse the epistemic argument from the very different argument from infinity. It might be argued, for instance, that the universe contains an infinite amount of expected value or welfare (Bostrom 2004). Any apparently positive or negative change therefore has zero import relative to the larger infinity. Whether or not this argument is powerful, it is not the problem at hand. The infinity argument does not require uncertainty at all, as it would hold even if we had perfect information about all future consequences. In contrast, the epistemic argument cites a high variance for potential future outcomes, or an inability to forecast the future, as reasons not to assign moral importance to current consequences. We are not comparing an upfront benefit to infinity, we are comparing it to some hard-to-estimate magnitude.
3. Policymakers should adopt utilitarian calculus – moral and ethical guidelines best in cases of making decisions affecting only individuals

Goodin90 [RobertE. Goodin “The Utilitarian Response.”  Ed p. 140-1 http://books.google.com/books?id=l3ZBwjK_1_QC&pg=PA61&lpg=PA61&dq=%22That,+I+submit,+is+a+fallacy%22+goodin&source=bl&ots=9hUQGnLTzV&sig=URHUw3uamFPyVmKwTyG1onBQvZI&hl=en&ei=zKxmSsfVMpCEtgfLvP3yDw&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&resnum=1] 

The distinction I shall here propose works along a dimension orthogonal to that one. Instead of differentiating utilitarianisms on the basis of what they are used to choose, I suggest doing so on the basis of who is supposed to use the utilirarian calculus to make choices, Implicitly, contemporary discussions of varieties of utilitatianism are all standardly addresses, first and foremost, to individuals acting in their personal capacities and making choices which, while they may affect others as well, principally affect the chooser’s own lives, Implicitly, public officials’ choices of general social policy. A different menu of options – in some respects greater, in others, less, but in any case different- is available to public and private users. That, I submit, is a fallacy. It does not matter who is using the utilitarian calculus, in what circumstances and for what purposes. Using the felicific calculus for micro-level purposes of guiding individuals choices of personal conduct is altogether different from using it for macro-level purposes of guiding public officials’ choices of general social policy. A different menu of options – in some respects greater, in others, less, but in any case different – is available to public and private choosers. Those differences are such as to neutralize in the public sphere, most of the objections standardly lodged against utilitarianism in the private sphere. True through such complaints may be as applied to utilitarianism as a standard of personal conduct, they are irrelevant (or anyway much less problematic) as applied to utilitarianism as a standard of public policy. Or so I shall argue. 


***LINKS***
Security K Links
Human Security discourse rationalizes intervention by claiming the globe as the states field of operation 
De Larrinaga and Doucet 08 (Miguel and Marcm, Associate Professor in the Department of Political Science at Saint Mary's University “Sovereign Power and the Biopolitics of Human Security” Security Dialogue 2008; 39; 517) p 11-12

This article has sought to explore the interconnections between biopower and sovereign power in relation to the human security discourse. An entry point into understanding factors contributing to such an assemblage is to be found precisely in the shifting conceptions of security in the postwar period. In this frame, the circulatory dynamics become the new grounds upon which to understand global order in terms of security. From here, the broadening and deepening of security can be traced to the apprehension of irremediable threats at a global level. It is from this general context that we can com- prehend the advent of the human security discourse in both its broad and narrow forms. While the human security discourse draws from the transformations of security in the postwar environment, it also, we argued, moves towards new terrain. Most notably, it casts the problematique of (in)security in biopolitical terms by having the health and welfare of populations as its referent. Much of the initial work of the human security discourse has been about properly ordering, categorizing and accounting for the ‘true’ threats to human life. More recently, the formalization and institutionalization of the human security discourse within the UN has begun to locate areas of strategic intervention that, informed by rationalities of governmentality, are meant to minimize risks by distinguishing between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ circulation. In the post-9/11 era, we identify continuity rather than rupture in the human security discourse. While many would see the humanitarian impulse within the human security discourse as anathema to emerging patterns of world order signed by the ‘global war on terrorism’, we make the argument that, in rendering life in biopolitical terms, this discourse in fact prepares the ground for the operation of a form of sovereign power that claims the globe as its field of operation. What an institutional examination of the human security discourse affords us is a way in which we can trace the assemblage of sovereign power and biopower in the contemporary moment while concurrently revealing a complexity to this articulation that escapes its more formal theorization. In rendering life bare and politically unqualified, human security enables a form of human subjectivity amenable to the sway of sovereign power exercised from the global realm. Moreover, we argue that the human security discourse is intimately bound with the problematique of exceptionality, and thus participates in providing the ground for the justification of suspending founding elements of international law while simultaneously seeking the force that law must entail in order to authorize a new form of international intervention. Finally, we suggest that this production of human subjectivity that the human security discourse participates in enabling, coupled with the logic of exceptionality in the post-9/11 moment, can be understood as providing the grounds for an exercise of sovereign power on a planetary scale. 

Fem IR K Links

Generic

a. Focusing on the state reinforces the public-private dichotomy

Jill Steans March 1999, “The Private is Global: Feminist Politics and Global Political Economy,” New Political Economy, Vol. 4, Issue 1.

The main implications of feminist critiques of existing scholarship in GPE is that the public/private divisions which underpin such conceptions of economic and political activity render invisible what Youngs describes as deep social relations of power.(n6) That is, personal, familial and domestic relations and social reproduction do not appear in public statistics, but they nonetheless constitute a world in which significant economic production and servicing takes place--a world characterised by particular forms of power relations.(n7) As Benhabib has argued, along with the development of commodity relations in capitalism, the socialisation of the economy, the decline of the subsistence household and the emergence of national and global markets, there has been a privatisation of the intimate sphere (the production of daily necessities, reproduction and care of the young, the old and the sick).(n8) Whitworth has lamented the failure of critical theorists to theorise gender, precisely because critical theory claims to understand social and political complexes as a whole rather than as separate parts.(n9) GPE neglects the degree to which states, for example, are involved in the social and political institutionalisation of gendered power differences by confirming and institutionalising the arrangements that distinguish the public from the private. Goetz argues that 'part of the definition of the state and the delimitation of the state's proper sphere involves the active codification and policing of the boundaries of the public and the private' which 'delineate gendered spheres of activity, where the paradigmatic subject of the public and economic arena is male and that of the private and domestic is female'.(n10) According to Goetz, states set the parameters for women's structurally unequal position in families and markets by condoning gender-differential terms in inheritance rights and legal adulthood, by tacitly condoning domestic and sexual violence, or by sanctioning differential wages for equal or comparable work.(n11) Feminists have challenged the conceptual boundary between the public and private realms and demanded that GPE scholars devote critical and sustained attention to the connections between the two realms. As Youngs notes, political and economic relations do not operate on either side of public and private, but across them.(n12)

b. We must escape the nation-state paradigm for an adequate critical framework

Jill Steans March 1999, “The Private is Global: Feminist Politics and Global Political Economy,” New Political Economy, Vol. 4, Issue 1.

The GPE conception of historically constituted structures and practices within which political and economic activity takes place is helpful to feminists.(n15) A feminist critical political economy requires a theoretical and conceptual framework which allows us to think about gender relations beyond the realm of the nation-state. Critical global political economy provides a sophisticated understanding of the driving force of globalisation--global capitalism. The phenomenon of globalisation has fostered a view of the state as a particular territorial and political space in which a distinct mixture of wider and more local social relations, layer upon layer of different linkages, local to world-wide, exists.(n16) This is welcomed by many feminist scholars who are interested to identify 'global gender issues',(n17) and to map the global dimensions of feminist politics.(n18)
Japan – Okinawa
Their anti-base demands sideline feminist agendas

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, I 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 trope 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.

The aff’s representation of the rape as part of a larger question of sovereignty obscures the deeper issue of gender violence

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
South Korea Redeployment Link
South Korea being pressed to allow redeployment of South Korean and US troops
(Joseph Gerson, Ph.D. in Politics and International Security Studies, Union Institute and Director of Programs and Director of the Peace and Economic Security Program for the American Friends Service Committee, 2009, “US Foreign Military Bases and Military Colonialism: Personal and Analytical Perspectives”, “The Bases of Empire: The Global Struggle against U.S. Military Posts”, Page 61)
South Korea is being pressed to assume greater “burden sharing” not only on the Korean Peninsula, but globally, as was the case with Seoul’s grudging deployment of 3,000 South Korean soldiers to Iraq and a smaller deployment to Afghanistan as part of the “diversification,” U.S. troops are also being redeployed from the Demilitarized Zone along the 38th parallel – perhaps the most militarized piece of real estate in the world – to less vulnerable bases South of Seoul.
*** 1NC Off-Case Shells***

Gender Training CP

Text: The United States Federal Government should implement Security Sector Reform in the form of gender mainstreaming for all members of US security institutions
Solvency
Gender Based Violence is the biggest threat to human security but is not adequately addressed – Security Sector has to take steps to prevent GBV
(Kristin Valasek, Gender and SSR Project Coordinator for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces and coordinated gender, peace and security policy, research and training at the UN International Research and Training Institute for the Advancement of Women, 2008,  “Security Sector Reform and Gender”, Gender and SSR Toolkit,http://sandbox.aquashell.com/files/ssr%20and%20gender_UN%20INSTRAW.pdf)
To effectively provide security to individuals and communities it is necessary to take into account that men, women, girls and boys face different insecurities based upon socio-cultural gender roles (see Box 2). Gender-based violence, including human trafficking, intimate partner violence, sexual assault and anti-gay violence, is one of the largest threats to human security worldwide. Globally, one out of every three women is the victim of GBV.43 Men and boys are also victims of GBV, however global statistics are scarce. Gender-based violence has a devastating impact upon the victim, and also creates enormous costs to society. In the United States (US), for example, where it is estimated that every year 1.3 million women are

physically assaulted by their intimate partner, the health costs amount to US $5.8 billion annually.44 Despite the high prevalence of GBV, security sector initiatives to address these crimes are often not given

priority and are inadequately funded. For instance, it is estimated that 10% of the wartime rapes in Bosnia were of men,45 but GBV programming targeting men and boy survivors is virtually non-existent among conflict-affected populations.46 In order to fulfil its mandate as a security and justice provider, security sector institutions and oversight bodies – including police, border authorities, justice and penal institutions and relevant government ministries – must take concrete steps to effectively prevent and punish GBV, and provide support for survivors (see Box 7). 
Taking measures to work on gender issues leads to more effective provision of security services in multiple ways
(Kristin Valasek, Gender and SSR Project Coordinator for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces and coordinated gender, peace and security policy, research and training at the UN International Research and Training Institute for the Advancement of Women, 2008,  “Security Sector Reform and Gender”, Gender and SSR Toolkit,http://sandbox.aquashell.com/files/ssr%20and%20gender_UN%20INSTRAW.pdf)
 Collaboration with women’s and men’s organisations (and other civil society organisations that work on gender issues) can lead to a more effective provision of security and justice. Such civil society organisations have capacities, expertise and access to knowledge that can be of great benefit to security sector institutions (see Box 8). Collaboration with civil society organisations that specialise on gender issues can: Build the capacity of security sector institutions and personnel to better respond to the security needs of individuals and communities. - For example: providing training on gender issues, such as on identifying and interviewing victims of human trafficking  Provide complementary services to victims of violence and people deprived of their liberty, increasing their security and health. - For example: providing safe houses for victims of domestic violence; psychological support for victims of torture, anti-gay violence, or excombatants; men’s organisations providing services and support to men in maximum-security prisons Increase access to justice. - For example: through legal aid services and legal literacy programmes  Improve intelligence. - For example: providing information on small arms in the community, or conflict early warning information  Enhance research on improving security and justice delivery. - For example: undertaking community-level research on effective prevention and response to gang violence Provide policy advice on improving security and justice delivery. - For example: participating in local citizen security councils; having gender experts testify before parliament.
Solves root cause of patriarchal military actions – Gender mainstreaming would require discussions and recognition of gender in the Security Sector

(Kristin Valasek, Gender and SSR Project Coordinator for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces and coordinated gender, peace and security policy, research and training at the UN International Research and Training Institute for the Advancement of Women, 2008,  “Security Sector Reform and Gender”, Gender and SSR Toolkit,http://sandbox.aquashell.com/files/ssr%20and%20gender_UN%20INSTRAW.pdf)
Two complementary strategies can be used to integrate gender issues – the particular needs and roles of men, women, boys and girls – into SSR and security institutions: gender mainstreaming and promoting the equal participation of men and women. These strategies can be applied both to the SSR process itself (e.g. by ensuring gender training for personnel responsible for SSR policy and planning) and to the institutions undergoing SSR (e.g. by including gender training for new recruits as part of a police reform process). 

4.1 Gender mainstreaming

‘Understanding the role of women is important when

building stability in an area… If women are the daily breadwinners and provide food and water for their families, patrolling the areas where women work will increase security and allow them to continue. This is a tactical assessment… Creating conditions for a functioning everyday life is vital from a security perspective. It provides a basis for stability.’ Brigadier Karl Engelbrektson, Force Commander of the Nordic Battlegroup 22 Gender mainstreaming is ‘the process of assessing the implications for women and men of any planned

action, including legislation, policies or programmes, in all areas and at all levels. It is a strategy for making women’s as well as men’s concerns and experiences an integral dimension of the design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of policies and programmes in all spheres so that women and men benefit equally

and inequality is not perpetuated.’23 Gender mainstreaming means that the impact of all SSR policies and programmes on women, men, boys and girls should be considered at every stage of the programme cycle, including assessment, planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation. For example, mainstreaming gender into an SSR assessment involves including questions to identify the different insecurities faced by men, women, girls and boys. The results of the assessment might in turn highlight the need to include ‘gender initiatives’, and/or initiatives that address the particular security needs of women, men, boys or girls within the SSR process.

Japan Compensation
A. F-22 sales are blocked now but pressure can lift the ban
Daniel Darling, international military markets analyst with Forecast International Inc; staff writer for The Financial Times, Flight Global, National Defense Magazine, 8/3/09, The Faster Times, “Shadows Lengthen for the F-22 Raptor’, http://thefastertimes.com/defensespending/2009/08/03/shadows-lengthen-for-the-f-22-raptor//sb

But Defense Secretary Robert Gates is determined to halt the program and shift the military procurement focus towards equipment needed for the wars being fought today. The Pentagon leadership is betting that a conventional air war remains a distant possibility and that the counter-insurgency efforts such as the one U.S. military is currently undertaking will be the mission-type for the near future. With this in mind they see a large fleet of pricey aerial dogfighters as an accessory that provides little added benefit to American forces facing improvised explosive devices and insurgent guerrillas with no air elements of their own. The program’s proponents argue that while this is true, the nation can ill-afford not to take into account tomorrow’s threats and note that the high unit cost of the plane is partially due to so few having been ordered. But Pentagon officials are confronting the hard truth that hanging on to one expensive program cuts into the funding for others. In other words, more F-22s means less invested towards other requirements such as unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) and transport aircraft. And while production for the F-22 will be drawn to a close under Pentagon plans, large orders of F-35 Joint Strike Fighters should ease the concerns of those who fret over relinquishing control of the skies to an as-yet unseen foe. One noticeable aspect of the entire debate is the lack of protest by prime contractor Lockheed Martin at the cutting of funds for the F-22 Raptor program. The absence of a lobbying effort by the defense giant over the elimination of one of its larger programs exposes the most crucial element in the F-22 debate: politics. When the contract was first awarded Lockheed shrewdly sprinkled its subcontracts around the country, placing workshare in some 44 states. This, of course, ensured that any future vote on Capital Hill over whether to cut funding for the program would be politically delicate. For those who want to see the F-22 program kept alive there is an alternative remaining: placing the aircraft on the export market. At present such an option is negated by the Obey Amendment, a provision placed in the 1998 defense amendment prohibiting the Air Force from selling the plane to another nation. The basis for the amendment concerned the potential for the planes advanced technologies to be passed into the hands of countries potentially hostile to U.S. interests. But sufficient Congressional pressure might be able to spur a reexamination of the export restriction. U.S. allies such as Japan, Israel and Australia have each shown interest in purchasing the aircraft and asked Washington to drop the export barriers on a single-case basis to afford them the opportunity to buy the aircraft. Japan has been especially assertive in its lobbying efforts, while Israel has repeatedly expressed a desire to procure the F-22. Yet exporting the F-22 may prove more trouble than its worth. Aside from the obvious necessity of lifting the export barrier in Congress, the sheer cost of preparing the aircraft for the export market (i.e., removing aspects of its sensitive technology before transferring the plane into the hands of the recipient nation) is often estimated at $1 billion. As for the potential buyers, in the case of Japan such a sale would be seen by China as a direct threat and might result in a regional arms escalation with South Korea also requesting the opportunity to purchase the aircraft. Any acquisition by Israel would come via U.S.-provided Foreign Military Financing (FMF) - meaning out of the pockets of the American taxpayer. Meanwhile, Australia is opting for a purchase of around 70 Joint Strike Fighters making any buy of the Raptor an unlikelihood even if the option were afforded to Canberra. Many other U.S. allies with the financial strength to afford the aircraft have already moved forward with purchases of the Eurofighter Typhoon, thus reducing the scale of the F-22 export market. The F-22s proponents will likely continue arguing that exporting the aircraft to American allies means the production line stays open, jobs are preserved and the aircraft remains a viable future procurement alternative for the Air Force. However, the benefits to exporting the F-22 would only be translatable to the Pentagon should they procure more of the aircraft in the future, otherwise only the industrials involved in the program would profit. Thus the Beltway battle to keep the F-22 production line seems to have reached a conclusion - though history shows that large domestic defense programs such as the Raptor often prove difficult to kill.
B. Japan determines U.S. commitment SOLELY on the amount of military presence—reduction in troops cause Japan to feel abandoned

Brad Glosserman, executive director of the Pacific Forum CSIS in Honolulu, Hawaii, 05/2007, Pacific Forum Center for Strategic and International Studies, “U.S.-Japan-ROK Relations for the 21st Century”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/issuesinsights_v07n05.pdf//sb

The debate in Japan and Korea over the value of alliance with the U.S. (that is, the debate among those who support the alliance) often (though not always) becomes limited or trivialized to the size of the U.S. military presence: how many troops remain, how large the bases are, etc. This happens because Japan and Korea see these as indicators of U.S. security commitment and resolve. This is an important aspect, but is very one-sided. This “What can U.S. do for us?” type of thinking lingers from the “occupied state mentality” that still exists in Japan and Korea since the end of World War II. And if U.S. forces should be reduced or redeployed elsewhere, the fear of abandonment is voiced. However, when the U.S. asks Japan or Korea, “what can you do for us?” as allies, Japan and Korea tend to shy away, for fear of entrapment. This kind of debate is unhealthy and not one of mature alliance partners. If we measure the value of an alliance by the sheer size of the U.S. military presence, then most NATO allies, and Australia in the Asia-Pacific will be at the bottom of the list. 
C. U.S. sales of F-22s are stalled because of a gridlock about military bases. Withdrawal allows for compensation with F-22 sales

Christopher Bolkcom Specialist in Military Aviation and Emma Chanlett-Avery Specialist in Asian Affairs, 03/11/09, Congressional Research Service, “Potential F-22 Raptor Export to Japan”, pg online @ http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/weapons/RS22684.pdf//sb)

The F-22A Raptor1 is the U.S. Air Force’s, and according to many observers, the world’s, most advanced manned combat aircraft. Developed principally to defeat Soviet aircraft in air-to-air combat, the F-22 exploits the latest developments in stealth technology to reduce detection by enemy radar, as well as thrust-vectoring engines for more maneuverability, and avionics that fuse and display information from on-board and off-board sensors in a single battlefield display. Current plans call for the U.S. purchase of 183 F-22s, with the last aircraft being procured with FY2009 funds. Air Force leaders say that they require 381 F-22s, but lack the funds to purchase 198 additional aircraft. The debate over the export of F-22s, though not new, has become more pointed as the end of procurement funding (FY2009), and the closure of the assembly line, nears. Whether to continue production of the F-22 is an issue that will confront the 111th Congress early in its first session. The Department of Defense (DoD) is officially neutral on whether the F-22 should be exported, but senior leaders have suggested that they favor foreign sales of the F-22.2 However, since 1998, Congress has prohibited the use of appropriated funds to approve or license the sale of the F-22 to any foreign government.3 This provision, known as the “Obey Amendment,” was debated in the 109th Congress. The House Defense Appropriations Bill for FY2007 proposed to repeal the law, but export opponents in the House prevailed with the Senate in conference.4 Japan’s Defense Policy For the United States, its alliance with Japan provides a platform for U.S. military readiness in Asia. About 53,000 U.S. troops are stationed in Japan and have the exclusive use of 89 facilities throughout the archipelago. Okinawa, hosting 37 of the facilities, is the major U.S. forward logistics base in the Asia-Pacific region. Echoing his predecessors, President Obama has labeled the U.S.-Japan alliance the “cornerstone of East Asian security.” High-level U.S.-Japan bilateral initiatives since 2001 declared an expanded commitment to security cooperation by outlining major command changes and calling for greater interoperability between the two militaries.5 Several of the agreements have stalled, however, due to resistance to base realignment by local host governments and political gridlock in Tokyo. Japan faces a challenging regional context: both direct and potential security threats, as well as suspicion from other states that changes to Tokyo’s defense policy indicate a return to its militarist past. North Korea poses a particularly acute and proximate threat to Japan, heightened by Pyongyang’s ballistic missile and nuclear explosive device tests in 2006. 

D. F-22 export to Japan deters US competitiveness- tech is transferred to commercial sector

Jeremiah Gertler, Specialist in Military Aviation, 12/22/09, Congressional Research Service, “Air Force F-22 Fighter Program:

Background and Issues for Congress”, http://www.au.af.mil/au/awc/awcgate/crs/rl31673.pdf//sb
Air Force leaders have consistently described the F-22 as the world’s most technologically advanced and capable fighter aircraft. Protecting U.S. intellectual property in F-22 technologies and denying adversaries access to these technologies are high national security priorities. It is unclear whether the United States and Japan could agree on the terms and conditions for selling F-22s to Japan. Japan would likely want version of the F-22 that is the same as, or similar to, the version flown by the U.S. Air Force. Japan might also want to license or co-manufacture the aircraft, which would create manufacturing jobs in Japan and permit Japan to acquire F-22 engineering and design knowledge.86 U.S. officials, on the other hand, might want to sell Japan a version of the F-22 that is less capable than what Japan might prefer, in part to protect key F-22 technologies, and might not support licensing or co-production. The potential for technology transfer touches upon both military and economic concerns. Unlike some countries, Japan does not have a track record of re-exporting technology that it acquires through import. However, an inadvertent leak of U.S. technology or knowledge could also be a threat. The leak of secret data associated with the Aegis weapon system by Japanese military personnel in 2002 is an example of this potential danger.87 Japan is a military ally, but also considered by some to be an economic rival. Many of the F-22 technologies or industrial processes could have commercial application. Some may be concerned that F-22 technology or knowledge could find their way into a myriad of Japanese products, to the competitive detriment of U.S. industry.

E. Competitiveness is key to economy—particularly in the recession

Martin N. Baily, chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers during the second Clinton Administration, Senior Fellow at the Peterson Institute for International Economics, vice Chairman of National Academy of Sciences/National Research Council, ph.D from MIT, and Matthew J. Slaughter, Associate Dean of the MBA Program and Professor of International Economics At Dartmouth, Research Associate at the National Bureau of Economic Research; a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations, ph.D. from MIT, 12/08, Private Equity Council, “Strengthening U.S. Competitiveness in the Global Economy”, http://www.privateequitycouncil.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/pec_wp_strengthening_120908a.pdf//sb
What do we mean by competitiveness? The most important aspect of competitiveness is productivity. How do the level and rate of growth of American productivity compare with other countries, and can strong productivity growth be sustained in the future? Productivity is central because it measures the extent to which the economy obtains goods and services of value from the labor and capital inputs it provides and this, in turn, is strongly linked to average living standards. The ability of the economy to compete in international trade is a second important element of competitiveness that our report also addresses, given concerns about persistently large U.S. trade deficits. We judge that the U.S. economy today retains many competitive strengths. The manufacturing, service, and agricultural sectors all remain highly productive relative to other countries. American companies lead the world in information technology, biotechnology and in more prosaic but equally important capabilities such as supply-chain management. These competitive strengths continue to rely both on the skills of American workers and on the competitive intensity of the private sector. But despite these continuing strengths, there are signs gathering that U.S. competitiveness may be waning. Today’s immediate priority for policymakers is the severe financial crisis gripping the world—both stopping the crisis itself and also limiting the severity of the economic recession it seems to have fostered. Overall U.S. economic performance is likely to be poor for many quarters. The focus of this paper is on America’s competitiveness in the longer run, beyond the crisis and any related economic downturn. Indeed, we contend that this crisis has made even more urgent addressing long-run competitiveness. Many countries—e.g., Japan in the generation since the early 1990s—have suffered protracted economic slowdowns in the years after financial crises have passed.

F. Depression leads to wars of desperation against totalitarian nations

Mead 9 – Henry A. Kissinger Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations (Walter Russell, “Only Makes You Stronger,” The New Republic, 2/4/09, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-

92e83915f5f8&p=2)

History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. The wars of the League of Augsburg and the Spanish Succession; the Seven Years War; the American Revolution; the Napoleonic Wars; the two World Wars; the cold war: The list of wars is almost as long as the list of financial crises. Bad economic times can breed wars. Europe was a pretty peaceful place in 1928, but the Depression poisoned German public opinion and helped bring Adolf Hitler to power. If the current crisis turns into a depression, what rough beasts might start slouching toward Moscow, Karachi, Beijing, or New Delhi to be born? The United States may not, yet, decline, but, if we can't get the world economy back on track, we may still have to fight.

Awesome K Japan Redeployment DA

Plan leads to Guam relocation – it is contingent upon resolution of the Futenma issue

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, Lexis |JC)
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.

Small Pacific islands such as Guam and Japan have historically been the victims of militarism and continue to be subject to cultural coercion

(Ronni Alexander, professor of transnational relations at the Graduate School of International Cooperation Studies, Kobe University Japan and holds a Ph.D. in International Relations, 2008, “Confronting Militarization: Struggles for Peace and Security by Pacific Island Women”,http://www.research.kobe-u.ac.jp/gsics publication/jics/alexander_16-1.pdf)
Ironically, while the distance of small islands from the suzerain made colonialization expensive and difficult, it is precisely that location in a ‘far sea’ that led to their exploitation by extra-regional powers. For example, for France and Britain, the Pacific was used as a far removed and therefore ‘safe’ place to send prisoners. Before modern transportation made crossing the Pacific with-out refueling or  provisioning, the islands provided way stations for military, trading and fishing/whaling vessels and aircraft. During World War, the Pacific was the site of heavy fighting and the Micronesian islands were used as stepping stones for Allied Forces to attack Japan. After the war, the Pacific became a place to test American, French and British nuclear weapons which were deemed too dangerous and unpopular to test at home. Today, some Pacific is-lands continue to be militarized and colonized spaces, providing harbors and bases for American military forces. The islands also serve to provide access to fisheries and other military resources as well as potentially to the minerals which lie beneath the ocean’s surface. As such, they are linked not only with the regional powers but with countries at the center of the world-economy. The colonization and militarization of Pacific spaces has not been limited to physical spaces, but has created militarized cultures, identities and bodies. Mili-tary coercion has become em-bodied through the inter-generational effects of nuclear and/or toxic contamination on Pacific peoples, their forced migration/relocation due to the contamination of their living spaces, and the Amerasian and other children of mixed background living near military bases. It is visible as well in the Pacific Islancers serving overseas in Iraq, and the families those soldiers are supporting both through wages and sometimes through death. 
The more that the dominated island nations push back, the more important the base is viewed by the military – relocation of troops to Guam is an example.
(Ronni Alexander, professor of transnational relations at the Graduate School of International Cooperation Studies, Kobe University Japan and holds a Ph.D. in International Relations, 2008, “Confronting Militarization: Struggles for Peace and Security by Pacific Island Women”,http://www.research.kobe-u.ac.jp/gsics publication/jics/alexander_16-1.pdf)

The militarized Pacific is also visible in the increase in intra-regional and internal conflicts since the end of the Cold War. Militarization has exacerbated the difficulty of negotiating post-independence, resulting in, for example, four coups in Fiji, armed conflicts in the Solomon Islands, Papua New Guinea, Timor Leste and West Paupa, and political violencein Tongo and New Caledonia. Moreover, as Asian countries such as the Philippenes and Japan attempt to re-assert their sovereignty and oust US bases, the relative importance of military facilities on US Pacific territories grows. An example that will be considered here is the current US plan to relocate roughly 8000 marines and their families from Okinawa (The Marine Corps Air Station Futenma) to Guam. 
Redeployment to Guam would create otherizing gender hierarchies, recreating the gender based violence in Okinawa
(Ronni Alexander, professor of transnational relations at the Graduate School of International Cooperation Studies, Kobe University Japan and holds a Ph.D. in International Relations, 2008, “Confronting Militarization: Struggles for Peace and Security by Pacific Island Women”,http://www.research.kobe-u.ac.jp/gsics publication/jics/alexander_16-1.pdf)
Conflict arises in all social situations, but most conflicts do not escalate into war, or even violence. ‘Othering’ is a form of cultural governance that legitimizes violence against certain groups. It imposes distinctions on people, often in contra-diction to their personal preferences and identities. Gender hierarchies are a form of ‘othering;’ cultural governance combines these ethnic, religious and other hierarchies to create difference. Gender mainstreaming, in its ideal form, is one such attempt. Another example would be the struggle of women on Bougainville. In the Bougainville Crisis, women on both sides recognized the importance of unity in ending the fighting, and arranged first for discussions amoung Bougainvilleans of opposing viewpoints without participation from PNG, New Zealand, Australia or outside parties. These discussion paved the way for the official peace talks. In the case of Okinawa/Guam, the requirements of cultural governance from the perspective of Tokyo call for the incorporation of Okinawa into Japan, gloss-ing over its history of colonization and different culture. A similar process occurs with Guam, which from a Washington perspective is essentially, if not techni-cally a part of the United States. Opposition to the planned relocation of US marines from Okinawa to Guam has created a new site for resistance to US and Japanese cultural governance, as it has brought women of both sides together in a united stand. This has also meant that they address the question of militarize-tion as one of structural violence, and has forced them to look at the violent intersection of militariazation, gender and racism. Here we will focus on how a group of women opposing the bases in Okinawa has changed to incorporate the struggle in Guam.

Japan Congo Redeployment DA

 8,000 U.S Marines are being relocated from Okinawa to the Congo due to increased cases of rape among Japanese women in order to provide sensitivity training on sexual violence to the Congolese Military

Ann Wright, a 29 year US Army/Army Reserves veteran who retired as a Colonel and a former US diplomat who resigned in March, 2003 in opposition to the war on Iraq. She served in Nicaragua, Grenada, Somalia, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Sierra Leone, Micronesia and Mongolia, 8-21-09, With its Record of Rape, Don’t Send the U.S. Military to the Congo to Give “Sensitivity” Training to the Congolese Military! (http://www.afterdowningstreet.org/node/45383)
Part of the new U.S. initiative in the DRC includes a baffling addition to U.S. government agencies involved in prevention and response to sexual assault and rape of the women of the Congo—the U.S. military! According to the State Department’s August 12, 2009 fact sheet on the U.S. partnership with the DRC on gender-based violence, the U.S. military’s Africa Command (AFRICOM) is sending an assessment team to “determine how to best assist survivors,” and provide “sensitivity training on sexual violence and legal seminars that contribute to the professionalization of the Congolese military.” AFRICOM is the U.S. military’s newest command and is looking for missions to justify its existence—in this case with new funding available--in rape prevention. The Bush administration more than tripled U.S. assistance to Africa, to about $9 billion annually. U.S. military training for African forces has steadily expanded, and U.S. troops have dug wells, built schools and clinics and have provided medical care as humanitarian assistance. In the past decade, the U.S. military has created and funded programs in fields that are normally done by other U.S. government agencies. Arguing that the militaries of other countries are key organizations to prevent the spread of HIV/AIDS, the U.S. military carved out a major role in the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) program, in HIV/AIDS prevention, treatment, and care, strategic information, human capacity development, and program and policy development in host militaries and civilian communities of 73 countries around the world.

AFRICOM had to reduce its initial goals after African governments refused to provide a location for its headquarters and civilian aid groups protested plans to expand the military's role in economic development in the region. Warning: U.S. Military Rape Statistics Show They Should Not be “Sensitizing” Any Other Military If the women of the Congo should Google, “U.S. military - sexual assault and rape,” I suspect they will decline the offer of assistance from the African Command. 1 in 3 women in the U.S. military are sexually assaulted or raped. Women and girls in countries with U.S. military bases are raped by U.S. military. 8,000 U.S. Marines are being “re-located” from Okinawa in great measure because of citizen activist pressure following the numerous rapes of women and girls there. Prosecution rates in rape cases in the military are abysmal- 8% versus 40% in civilian cases.
US officials applaud US military efforts in the DRC despite thousands of unprosecuted rapes
(Washington Post, 8-10-09, “Congo’s Rape Epidemic Worsens During U.S. – Backed Military Operation”, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/08/10/AR2009081000492.html?sid=ST2009081001043) 

For the women of eastern Congo, a U.S.-backed Congolese military operation meant to save them from abusive rebels has turned into a nightmare of its own. An already staggering epidemic of rape has become markedly worse since the January deployment of tens of thousands of poorly trained, poorly paid Congolese soldiers, with people in front-line villages such as this one saying the soldiers are not so much hunting rebels as hunting women. And so as the sun dropped behind the soaring jungle here one recent day, little girls, mothers and grandmothers began heading home, some closing curtains and padlocking wooden doors. It was time, they explained, to lock themselves indoors. "To avoid getting raped, after 6 p.m., women are not allowed to go out of the house," said Maria Bitondo, who said she was among three women attacked by a soldier last month. "With the soldiers here, no woman is safe to go out and walk. We do not even go to the bathroom at night." On Monday, a coalition of 88 aid groups called the operation, which is supported by the United Nations, "a human tragedy" and urged Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton, who is to visit eastern Congo on Tuesday, to push for better civilian protection. Clinton has vowed to make the prevention of sexual violence a priority in Congo, where the United States pays about a quarter of the cost of U.N. peacekeeping efforts. "We have to speak out against the impunity of those in positions of authority who either commit these crimes or condone them," Clinton said at a town hall meeting in the capital of Kinshasa on Monday. She added, "There are even some cases of these terrible crimes committed by members of the Congolese military." But U.S officials have also applauded the operation, calling it an important diplomatic step in mending a destructive relationship between Congo and Rwanda. The operation, which is being supported with helicopters, trucks and other logistics by U.N. peacekeepers here, is targeting Rwandan rebels including some who fled here after participating in the 1994 Rwandan genocide. Although all sides in Congo's messy 15-year conflict have used rape as a weapon of war -- particularly the Rwandan rebels -- the spike since January is being widely blamed mostly on the army. The number of soldiers roaming these eastern hills has almost tripled to 60,000, and rapes have doubled or tripled in the areas they are deployed. Aid groups said the number of rapes so far this year is probably in the thousands. Though Congolese President Joseph Kabila recently declared a policy of "zero tolerance" for sexual violence, fewer than a dozen soldiers have been convicted of rape this year. In May, the U.N. Security Council handed Kabila a list of five senior army officials, including a general, accused of rape, but so far none have been prosecuted.

War rape is devastating physically, psychologically and socially – The conflict in the Congo has created hundreds of thousands of victims
(PLoS Magazine, 2009, “Rape in War is Common, Devastating, and too Often Ignored”, ftp://ftp.apop.allenpress.com/EP-inbox/plme-06-01-collect/plme-06-01-19.pdf)
Rape in war is by no means a new phenomenon, but its escalation as a deliberate, strategic, and political tactic is now undeniable. Most of its victims are women and girls, but men and boys suffer too. Whether

isolated or systematic, rape’s effects are devastating to individuals and damaging to whole communities. The physical consequences can include unwanted pregnancies, sexually transmitted infections including HIV, and genital injury including fistula, all of which can leave women scarred, disabled, unable to conceive, and deemed unsuitable for marriage [1,2]. The brutality of war rape is evident in genital mutilation, forced captivity, gang rapes in public or in front of

family members, and rape with objects such as glass, sticks, gun barrels, and machetes [1,3]. Psychologically the effects are no less devastating. Traumatized by the event, women are often unable to care for their children or households, fear leaving their homes, can become socially ostracized and isolated, and may be rejected by their husbands, families, or communities [1–3]. First recognized as a problem internationally in the mid-1990s when “rape camps” that enslaved women and girls were discovered in the former Yugoslavia, systematic rape is now understood not as an unfortunate but inevitable by-product of war, but instead as a defining tactic of modern conflicts. Following the genocide in Rwanda, where an estimated 500,000 women were raped in 1994, a landmark decision by the International Criminal Tribunal recognized rape as a crime of

genocide under international law [4]. Mass rape has been documented for recent conflicts in Bangladesh, Burma, Columbia, Liberia, Sierra Leone, and Somalia [5,6]. The toll of the ongoing conflict in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) is staggering: an

estimated 5.5 million deaths [7], 1.5 million displaced people [8], and

500,000 victims of sexual violence [9] since 1991. Recent escalation of fighting has fuelled international press reports of a country more lawless than perhaps anywhere else on earth and where women are frequently and systematically victimized [10–13]. This “pandemic of sexual violence,” says Stephen Lewis, the former United

Nations special envoy for HIV/AIDS in Africa, is “obscene,” “insanely savage,” and can only be described as “femicide” [10,14]. Dr. Denis Mukwege, the founder of the Panzi Hospital in eastern Congo that treats ten women survivors of rape every day, calls this war on women “the monstrosity of the century” [15]. Nonetheless, in areas of armed conflict rape is committed mostly with impunity and has been largely ignored by the international community

This patriarchal framework drives and sustains wars

Karen J. Warren, Philosophy Professor, Macalester, and Duane L. Cady, Philosophy Professor, Hamline U., Spring 94, Hypatia 9:2

Conceptually, a feminist perspective suggests that patriarchal conceptual frameworks and the behavior they give rise to, are what sanction, maintain, and perpetuate "isms of domination"-sexism, racism, classism, warism,4 naturism5 and the coercive power-over institutions and practices necessary to maintain these "isms." If this is correct, then no account of peace is adequate which does not reveal patriarchal conceptual frameworks; they underlie and sustain war and conflict resolution strategies. (Examples of why we think this is correct are laced throughout the remainder of the paper.) One glaring example of how the dominant cultural outlook manifests this oppressive conceptual framework is seen in macho, polarized, dichotomized attitudes toward war and peace. Pacifists are dismissed as naive, soft wimps; warriors are realistic, hard heroes. War and peace are seen as opposites. In fact few individual warists or pacifists live up to these exaggerated extremes. This suggests a reconceptualization of values along a continuum which allows degrees of pacifism and degrees of justification for war (Cady 1989).

South Korea Deterrance DA
1. Ground troops are uniquely key to credible deterrence – navy and air forces aren’t suitable

Singh and Il-Young, 03 - senior research fellow at the Institute for Far Eastern Studies in Seoul and president of the Indo-Korean Policy Forum [2003, Lakhvinder Singh and Il-Young Kim , “Time to Keep Going: The Role and Structure of U.S. Forces in a Unified Korea,” Pacific Focus, Volume 18 Issue 1, Pages 65 – 87, Center for International Studies, Inha University]
Such intelligence capabilities of the U.S. forces would be a key element of deterrence, and would provide the capability to swiftly repel enemy attack with minimal casualties in a unified Korea. In particular, the awareness of Korea's neighbors of such intelligence capabilities would in and of itself, have a substantial deterrent effect.27 The U.S. forces in a unified Korea, equipped with high-tech equipment, would be capable of bringing new forms of warfare in the 21st century28 The ROK armed forces has endeavored to acquire and enhance its intelligence collection and management system during the past ten years. However, considering the probable future economic status of a unified Korea, it would be hard to expect South Korea to keep an independent and complete eye on potential enemies. For example, it costs 1 million US dollars per mission for the U-2 reconnaissance aircraft. Considering the fact that the U.S. operates an overlapping reconnaissance aircraft and surveillance system manned 24 hours a day, the total sum of such an operation is astronomical. These U.S. intelligence forces, thus must constitute the core of U.S. forces in a unified Korea.

In a unified Korea, China and Russia would be the two main countries with which Korea could possibly have a military conflict.29 Both these countries have modem military technology which makes naval and air forces very vulnerable. High-tech sensors in their possession would make it difficult for American naval and air forces to operate because they stand out against the back-ground of air and sea and thus would be easy to locate and destroy. On the other hand, American ground forces, given the mountainous terrain of Korea, are less vulnerable to advanced technology and thus could operate more easily.30 Air and naval forces would have a very limited role to play in any future war in Korea. As the Gulf War should, it was American tanks which destroyed more Iraqi tanks than the allied air forces, even though the terrain and the absence of an opposing air force facilitated the task of allied pilots.31 Any possible future military conflict involving Korea would almost certainly be won or lost on land. Ac​cordingly, infantrymen and tanks must remain an essential component of the American forces in Korea. What's more, dependence on air and naval forces for the protection of Korea would weaken traditional alliances and deterrents as well as American support for the very values and political principles that make other countries respect and trust the United States.32

As has been shown in the recent military conflicts in Europe and South Asia, almost all military contingencies still require the use of ground forces to fight or to deter wars, despite the increasingly excessive use of air or naval force. Thus, even if U.S. air and naval forces remained stationed in Korea, the absence of U.S. ground forces would seriously undermine the deterrent and fighting power of the United States in the region. American soldiers have a stronger deterrent value because they represent the world's only superpower on both a direct and symbolic level. One country fighting another nation, which is helped only by U.S. air and naval forces, may rethink that it can escape a frontal clash with the United States; but no rational aggressor would dream of simultaneously fighting U.S. ground forces while avoiding confrontation with America.33

Though there is no doubt that in this age of supersonic speed, ground forces can be flown or shipped anywhere in the world in a short span of time in case of some military contingency, they do not have the same deterrent effect as the advance deployment of forces in places where the chances of military conflict are high. This can be clearly seen in the context of the Gulf War crisis. Despite the American diplomatic commitment to the region, Saddam Hussein occupied Kuwait. He underestimated the American resolve because of the absence of any U.S. troops in the region. American verbal commitment to the region failed to deter him, and, despite the massive use of high​speed ships and airplanes, it took the U.S. more than 6 months to build up the forces to where they were strong enough to take on and overcome Saddam Hussein's aggressive actions. In case of war on the Korea peninsula, the U.S. might not have that much time available. Given the firepower of bordering countries, it is commonly accepted among military analysts that Seoul would be completely destroyed within the first few hours of a war. Thus the situation on the Korean peninsula is very peculiar and resembles no other situation in the rest of the world. For the protection of Seoul and thus the whole of South Korea, it would be necessary to push the aggressor back in the first few hours of any conflict and not allow him to seriously damage Seoul. To accomplish this, the ability to gather massive ground force within the shortest possible time would be necessary. American air and naval forces alone would not be enough to stop powerful militaries marching towards Seoul. Though South Korean forces are much better equipped than ever before, they may not be able to stop the marching forces from bombing Seoul with artillery and short-range missiles. Only the U.S. forces equipped with state-of-the-art, high-tech weapons, stationed in Seoul in advance, would the have this ability to defend Seoul. Thus any argument for the withdrawal of U.S. ground forces from Korea must take this point into account.

2. Withdrawal causes Japanese rearm and Chinese regional aggression

Dao, 03 (1/5/03, James, NY Times, “Why Keep U.S. Troops in South Korea?” http://www.nytimes.com/2003/01/05/weekinreview/05JDAO.html, JMP)

Deciding if now is the time depends on how well the United States is able to project power across the Pacific, as well as on its responsibilities as the globe's presumptive supercop. Withdrawing forces in Korea would reverberate powerfully in Tokyo, Beijing, Taipei and beyond, raising questions in an already jittery region about Washington's willingness to maintain stability in Asia. "In the present mood, the Japanese reaction could be quite strong," said Zbigniew Brzezinski, the national security adviser to Jimmy Carter. "And under those circumstances, it's hard to say how the Chinese might respond." In the 1970's, Mr. Brzezinski took part in the last major debate over reducing American forces in Korea, when President Carter, motivated by post-Vietnam doubts about American power, proposed withdrawing ground forces from the peninsula. He faced resistance from the South Korean government, the Pentagon and the Central Intelligence Agency. The arguments against withdrawal then still apply today, Mr. Brzezinski says. A secure Korea makes Japan more confident, he contends. An American withdrawal from Korea could raise questions about the United States' commitment to the 40,000 troops it has in Japan. And that could drive anxious Japanese leaders into a military buildup that could include nuclear weapons, he argues. "If we did it, we would stampede the Japanese into going nuclear," he said. Other Asian leaders would be likely to interpret a troop withdrawal as a reduction of American power, no matter how much the United States asserts its commitment to the region. China might take the opportunity to flex its military muscle in the Taiwan Straits and South China Sea. North Korea could feel emboldened to continue its efforts to build nuclear arms. "Any movement of American forces would almost certainly involve countries and individuals taking the wrong message," said Kurt Campbell, a deputy assistant secretary of defense during the Clinton administration. "The main one would be this: receding American commitment, backing down in the face of irresponsible North Korean behavior. And frankly, the ultimate beneficiary of this would be China in the long term." "Mind-sets in Asia are profoundly traditional," he said. "They calculate political will by the numbers of soldiers, ships and airplanes that they see in the region."
3. China-Taiwan war causes extinction – ignites other hotspots and draws in the US

The Strait Times, 2000 [“No one gains in war over Taiwan”, June 25, Lexis]  

The high-intensity scenario postulates a cross-strait war escalating into a full-scale war between the US and China. If Washington were to conclude that splitting China would better serve its national interests, then a full-scale war becomes unavoidable. Conflict on such a scale would embroil other countries far and near and -horror of horrors -raise the possibility of a nuclear war. Beijing has already told the US and Japan privately that it considers any country providing bases and logistics support to any US forces attacking China as belligerent parties open to its retaliation. In the region, this means South Korea, Japan, the Philippines and, to a lesser extent, Singapore. If China were to retaliate, east Asia will be set on fire. And the conflagration may not end there as opportunistic powers elsewhere may try to overturn the existing world order. With the US distracted, Russia may seek to redefine Europe's political landscape. The balance of power in the Middle East may be similarly upset by the likes of Iraq. In south Asia, hostilities between India and Pakistan, each armed with its own nuclear arsenal, could enter a new and dangerous phase. Will a full-scale Sino-US war lead to a nuclear war? According to General Matthew Ridgeway, commander of the US Eighth Army which fought against the Chinese in the Korean War, the US had at the time thought of using nuclear weapons against China to save the US from military defeat. In his book The Korean War, a personal account of the military and political aspects of the conflict and its implications on future US foreign policy, Gen Ridgeway said that US was confronted with two choices in Korea -truce or a broadened war, which could have led to the use of nuclear weapons. If the US had to resort to nuclear weaponry to defeat China long before the latter acquired a similar capability, there is little hope of winning a war against China 50 years later, short of using nuclear weapons. The US estimates that China possesses about 20 nuclear warheads that can destroy major American cities. Beijing also seems prepared to go for the nuclear option. A Chinese military officer disclosed recently that Beijing was considering a review of its "non first use" principle regarding nuclear weapons. Major-General Pan Zhangqiang, president of the military-funded Institute for Strategic Studies, told a gathering at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in Washington that although the government still abided by that principle, there were strong pressures from the military to drop it. He said military leaders considered the use of nuclear weapons mandatory if the country risked dismemberment as a result of foreign intervention. Gen Ridgeway said that should that come to pass, we would see the destruction of civilization. There would be no victors in such a war. While the prospect of a nuclear Armageddon over Taiwan might seem inconceivable, it cannot be ruled out entirely, for China puts sovereignty above everything else.
4. Japan prolif causes a chain reaction in Asia and collapses the NPT. 

Halloran, 2009 [Richard, Military correspondent for The New York Times for ten years, 5-24, “The Dangers of a Nuclear Japan,” Real Clear Politics, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2009/05/24/nuclear_japan_96638.html]

That anxiety has reinvigorated a debate about whether Japan should acquire a nuclear deterrent of its own and reduce its reliance on the US. Japan has the technology, finances, industrial capacity, and skilled personnel to build a nuclear force, although it would be costly and take many years. The consequences of that decision would be earthshaking. It would likely cause opponents to riot in the streets and could bring down a government. South Korea, having sought at least once to acquire nuclear weapons, would almost certainly do so. Any hope of dissuading North Korea from building a nuclear force would disappear. China would redouble its nuclear programs. And for the only nation ever to experience atomic bombing to acquire nuclear arms would surely shatter the already fragile international nuclear non-proliferation regime. The main reason Japan has not acquired nuclear arms so far has been a lack of political will. After the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945, the Japanese experienced a deep-seated nuclear allergy. That and the threat from the Soviet Union during the Cold War kept Japan huddled under the US nuclear umbrella. 

5. Nuclear war. 

Cimbala, 2008  [Stephen, Distinguished Prof. Pol. Sci. – Penn. State Brandywine, Comparative Strategy, “Anticipatory Attacks: Nuclear Crisis Stability in Future Asia”, 27, InformaWorld]

If the possibility existed of a mistaken preemption during and immediately after the Cold War, between the experienced nuclear forces and command systems of America and Russia, then it may be a matter of even more concern with regard to states with newer and more opaque forces and command systems. In addition, the Americans and Soviets (and then Russians) had a great deal of experience getting to know one another’s military operational proclivities and doctrinal idiosyncrasies, including those that might influence the decision for or against war. Another consideration, relative to nuclear stability in the present century, is that the Americans and their NATO allies shared with the Soviets and Russians a commonality of culture and historical experience. Future threats to American or Russian security from weapons of mass destruction may be presented by states or nonstate actors motivated by cultural and social predispositions not easily understood by those in the West nor subject to favorable manipulation during a crisis. The spread of nuclear weapons in Asia presents a complicated mosaic of possibilities in this regard. States with nuclear forces of variable force structure, operational experience, and command-control systems will be thrown into a matrix of complex political, social, and cultural crosscurrents contributory to the possibility of war. In addition to the existing nuclear powers in Asia, others may seek nuclear weapons if they feel threatened by regional rivals or hostile alliances. Containment of nuclear proliferation in Asia is a desirable political objective for all of the obvious reasons. Nevertheless, the present century is unlikely to see the nuclear hesitancy or risk aversion that marked the Cold War, in part, because the military and political discipline imposed by the Cold War superpowers no longer exists, but also because states in Asia have new aspirations for regional or global respect.12 The spread of ballistic missiles and other nuclear-capable delivery systems in Asia, or in the Middle East with reach into Asia, is especially dangerous because plausible adversaries live close together and are already engaged in ongoing disputes about territory or other issues.13 The Cold War Americans and Soviets required missiles and airborne delivery systems of intercontinental range to strike at one another’s vitals. But short-range ballistic missiles or fighter-bombers suffice for India and Pakistan to launch attacks at one another with potentially “strategic” effects. China shares borders with Russia, North Korea, India, and Pakistan; Russia, with China and NorthKorea; India, with Pakistan and China; Pakistan, with India and China; and so on. The short flight times of ballistic missiles between the cities or military forces of contiguous states means that very little time will be available for warning and attack assessment by the defender. Conventionally armed missiles could easily be mistaken for a tactical nuclear first use. Fighter-bombers appearing over the horizon could just as easily be carrying nuclear weapons as conventional ordnance. In addition to the challenges posed by shorter flight times and uncertain weapons loads, potential victims of nuclear attack in Asia may also have first strike–vulnerable forces and command-control systems that increase decision pressures for rapid, and possibly mistaken, retaliation. This potpourri of possibilities challenges conventional wisdom about nuclear deterrence and proliferation on the part of policymakers and academic theorists. For policymakers in the United States and NATO, spreading nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction in Asia could profoundly shift the geopolitics of mass destruction from a European center of gravity (in the twentieth century) to an Asian and/or Middle Eastern center of gravity (in the present century).14 This would profoundly shake up prognostications to the effect that wars of mass destruction are now passe, on account of the emergence of the “Revolution in Military Affairs” and its encouragement of information-based warfare.15 Together with this, there has emerged the argument that large-scale war between states or coalitions of states, as opposed to varieties of unconventional warfare and failed states, are exceptional and potentially obsolete.16 The spread of WMD and ballistic missiles in Asia could overturn these expectations for the obsolescence or marginalization of major interstate warfare.
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