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Alliance ADV F/L (1/2)
1. U.S.-Japan Alliance is set in stone, 50 years of experience and multilateral organizations prove 
IIPSI, Institute for International Policy Studies, is a policy research organization founded on June 28, 1988 for the purpose of closely studying important topics facing the international community from an independent perspective, and issuing creative and constructive recommendations, in both domestic and international spheres, 2009 “A New Phase in the Japan-U.S. Alliance,” September, accessed on 7-6-10) SM
In comparison with the twentieth century, present-day Japan and the USA enjoy a number of advantages. On the other hand, however, they are facing challenges of a greater magnitude. One advantage is that Japan and the USA are able to tackle this crisis from the firm foundation of an alliance with a history of over fifty years that dates back to the end of World War Two. This represents an enormous asset. Over the course of half a century’s historical experience with their alliance, Japan and the USA have cultivated bilateral systems and conventions for smoothing over differences in views and interests, and reconciling policy in various fields, including economics, finance, politics, diplomacy, and military affairs. Moreover, this bilateral Japan–US relationship is also embedded in various larger-scale multilateral organizations. Naturally, the United Nations and its associated organizations, such as the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), are flawed in many respects and in need of reform, but compared to how they were in the last century, they are making progress. The role of the G8 (based on Japan, the USA, and Europe) can no longer be ignored—notwithstanding the rise of the emerging nations. In the security domain, NATO and the Japan–US alliance, which were established during the Cold War period, still continue to function in solid fashion. It could be said that these alliance relationships are in need of reform to bring them into line with the conditions of the post-Cold War era. However, we are in a far better position than our ancestors were in the period between the two world wars (the 1920s and 1930s), which was wracked by tremendous upheaval—and which was devoid of any comparable stable and sustainable institutional framework. 

2. No reason Okinawa protests can fracture a 50 year long alliance – politicians would never force the U.S. out and the U.S. would never leave Okinawa, it has no incentive to due so 

3. Okinawa not key to the alliance – Japanese politics and demographic challenges will threaten the alliance

Prashanth Parameswaran, is a research assistant at the Project 2049 Institute, a Washington D.C.-based think tank covering Asian security issues, July 7, 2010 “The Future of the U.S. Japan-Alliance,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/5975/the-future-of-the-u-s-japan-alliance, 
Yet several trends in Japanese politics have also added strains to the alliance. These tensions became evident in the months after the Democratic Party of Japan's (DPJ) historic election victory last year, which ended the five-decade long hegemony of the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). The problem is not that the DPJ's victory illustrates uncertainty in Japan about the validity of the U.S.-Japan alliance, or about the value of Japan's broader relationship with the United States. As Michael Green pointed out (.pdf), the 2009 election was primarily about domestic political and economic reform, rather than foreign or defense policy: Public opinion polls and surveys in Japan show historically high support for the alliance, and continued uneasiness about China and North Korea. The issue is simply that political changes in Japan may make it much more difficult for Washington and Tokyo to make necessary adjustments in the relationship, which has been periodically redefined in the interest of both parties since the 1960s. But with four prime ministers in the past five years, Japan has had a recent shortage of strong leaders able to reshape the alliance in the way that Ryutaro Hashimoto did in the 1990s or Junichiro Koizumi did in the early 21st century. Other developing trends in Japan, such as the increasing power of local governments over the central government or the DPJ's proposed plan to put politicians -- instead of experienced bureaucrats -- in charge of foreign policy issues, can also complicate decision-making, as was seen with the Futenma base issue. Japan also faces daunting demographic challenges (.pdf) in the upcoming decades that could further undermine its economic growth, leading some to now wonder whether the country might turn inward in response. 

Alliance ADV F/L (2/2)
4. No impact – the dispute over Okinawa has underlined the importance of the Alliance – an aggressive North Korea prove 

John Bray, “China Calling”, 2010 The World Today. London: Aug/Sep 2010. Vol. 66, Iss. 8/9; pg. 10, 3 pgs
http://proquest.umi.com/pqdlink?Ver=1&Exp=07-30-2015&FMT=7&DID=2093493611&RQT=309&cfc=1) SM
Before coming to power, Hatoyama promised to review a 2006 agreement with the US over moving the Futenma air base from a crowded residential site to a new, but ecologically sensitive, area of reclaimed land in northern Okinawa. This promise was consistent both with his plans for a wider review of Japanese policy and with local aspirations in Okinawa: it raised hopes that the base could be removed altogether.

However, it seems that he had no game plan beyond a reconsideration of the issue. His ultimate submission to US pressure to stick to the original scheme raised doubts on his political judgement in highlighting the issue. It is scarcely surprising it proved politically fatal.Kan has likewise promised to stick to the 2006 plan to keep the base in Okinawa. Recent developments in the wider Asian region, notably the sinking of the South Korean warship Cheonan inMarch, have no doubt underlined the importance of the US alliance.Okinawa will remain a running sore both in Japan's internal politics and its relationship with the US, but the basic calculation behind the alliance remains. The two sides need each other all themore in an era of rising geopolitical uncertainty.Meanwhile, no one should underestimate the extent to which American influence has been incorporated into the fabric of Japanese society, the sight of ten-year old boys in neatly laundered uniforms cycling off to Saturday morning baseball practice is reminder enough.
5. New agreement and new Japanese leadership solves – the Alliance is back on safe footing

 Abraham M. Denmark is a Fellow at CNAS. Dr. Daniel M. Kliman is a Visiting Fellow at CNAS. “

Cornerstone: A Future Agenda for the U.S.-Japan Alliance” Center for New American Security June) SM
The election of the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) on August 30, 2009 inaugurated a new phase in the U.S.-Japan alliance. After coming to power, the DPJ embarked on a foreign policy emphasizing Japan’s relations with East Asia and calling for a “more equal” alliance with the United States. Although this rhetoric unnerved some in Washington, what most troubled the alliance was the DPJ’s attempt to fulfill a campaign pledge by renegotiating a 2006 agreement with the United States that called for closing Futenma, a U.S. Marine base in Okinawa, and building a new runway in the waters off Camp Schwab – another U.S. Marine base on the island. The U.S. government initially resisted the DPJ’s bid to reopen negotiations over Futenma, arguing that an agreement was already in place and revisions would jeopardize the entire effort to transfer U.S. forces out of Japan to reduce the basing footprint there.1 Frustration mounted in Washington and Tokyo, and some observers voiced concerns about an alliance adrift.2 The United States and Japan remained at odds over Futenma for nine months until a combination of intensive U.S. diplomacy and growing disenchantment in Japan with then Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama’s handling of the alliance finally broke the impasse. The new agreement, issued in May 2010 via a joint statement that reaffirmed the 2006 accord, clearly weakened Hatoyama. With his support in freefall, his governing coalition in revolt, and elections for Japan’s Upper House scheduled in July 2010, Hatoyama resigned shortly thereafter. Although the new agreement will likely face consid- erable resistance from vocal opposition groups in Okinawa, it nonetheless removes a major roadblock to advancing the alliance on other fronts. The agreement on Futenma coupled with Hatoyama’s resignation heralded the end of a tur- bulent period. An alliance agenda once consumed by Futenma is now open to more productive pur- suits. And in newly chosen Prime Minister Naoto Kan, Washington has a new partner in Tokyo who does not carry the baggage of Hatoyama’s approach to Futenma, is more experienced, and, by many accounts, operates more pragmatically than his predecessor.3 Thus, the 50th anniversary of the alliance’s founding, until recently considered a squandered opportunity, can still serve as a spring- board for adapting the alliance for the political and strategic challenges of the 21st century.

EXT 1NC #1 – Alliance will not Break

Extend 1nc #1 – The alliance truly is indestructible – the U.S. and Japan have had 50 years of experience and have used their bilateral relationship to tackle domestic, foreign policy, and military issues, and even if relations deteriorate, they would never collapse, their alliance is embedded in multi-national organizations like the World Bank, IMF, and NATO – that’s our IIPSI evidence

And,
No risk of a broken alliance – U.S. and Japan share too many common objectives 

Prashanth Parameswaran, is a research assistant at the Project 2049 Institute, a Washington D.C.-based think tank covering Asian security issues, July 7, 2010 “The Future of the U.S. Japan-Alliance,” http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/5975/the-future-of-the-u-s-japan-alliance, ) SM
The United States and Japan commemorated the 50th anniversary of their security alliance last month with an uneasy sense of ambivalence. On the one hand, the sheer fact that the alliance, firmly rooted in the common interests and shared values of both countries, has persisted for so long is reason enough to celebrate. The U.S. and Japan, in addition to being democracies, are the world's top two economies and two of the largest funders of multilateral institutions. They share a long list of common objectives, from ensuring that China's rise is peaceful and deterring a nuclear North Korea to policing global sea lanes and addressing issues like climate change and human rights. 

The alliance is also vital for both countries, albeit for different reasons. For Japan, the alliance has been essential to its security posture, since no other Japanese ally is committed to defending the island country in the event of an armed attack. For the United States, it has provided a means to maintain U.S. forward bases in Japan, both to deter wider regional crises and for operational use in the event that one does arise. The alliance has also allowed the U.S. to maintain a close relationship with a country not only at the heart of Asian security issues, but one that has also made significant contributions to global security, from reconstruction in Afghanistan to aid during the 2004 Asian tsunami to anti-piracy operations in the Gulf of Aden.
The Alliance is rock solid – the Okinawa dispute has shown how important the U.S.-Alliance is

Washington Post, July 28, 2010, “Japan, America’s top Asian ally, seems adrift. But it’s not time to panic”
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/2010/07/27/AR2010072705314.html) MS

All of this has left many Japanese, and some of Japan's overseas friends, wondering if Japan's problems are simply too big for its politics. Such pessimism is understandable but wrong, or at least premature. Japan remains a wealthy, productive, stable society with the world's second-largest economy. The instability of its politics reflects a healthy debate on what is, after all, a daunting problem, and one humans have never had to face in this way: how to maintain economic prosperity while declining birthrates and increasing longevity produce an older and older population. If Japanese voters are unsure about whether it's better to raise taxes or cut spending, well, join the club. The challenge for U.S. officials is to manage day-to-day relations while safeguarding what remains a hugely important alliance in the shadow of China's growth. The bad news is that the issue that bedeviled the relationship throughout the past year, a realignment of U.S. forces in Okinawa, is likely to get kicked down the road yet again. The more important good news is that the past year's turmoil has only reaffirmed the importance of the alliance for most Japanese. Mr. Hatoyama, who came into office flirting with a more China-centric foreign policy, found little appetite for that among his compatriots. Americans should keep that in mind as the U.S.-Japan alliance bumps along in the coming months. 

Global Warming ADV F/L – (1/4)

1. Status quo solves – their Calder evidence indicates the threat of warming will eventually force U.S. and Japan to strengthen their security alliance and that this environmental cooperation will boost relations 

2. No impact – the doom-gloom scenarios for warming does not exist

Patrick J. Michaels, is senior fellow in environmental studies and author of Climate of Extremes: Global Warming Science They Don't Want You to Know, September 23, 2009, “The Dog Ate Global Warming,”) SM  
Interpreting climate data can be hard enough. What if some key data have been fiddled?Imagine if there were no reliable records of global surface temperature. Raucous policy debates such as cap-and-trade would have no scientific basis, Al Gore would at this point be little more than a historical footnote, and President Obama would not be spending this U.N. session talking up a (likely unattainable) international climate deal in Copenhagen in December.Steel yourself for the new reality, because the data needed to verify the gloom-and-doom warming forecasts have disappeared.Or so it seems. Apparently, they were either lost or purged from some discarded computer. Only a very few people know what really happened, and they aren't talking much. And what little they are saying makes no sense.In the early 1980s, with funding from the U.S. Department of Energy, scientists at the United Kingdom's University of East Anglia established the Climate Research Unit (CRU) to produce the world's first comprehensive history of surface temperature. It's known in the trade as the "Jones and Wigley" record for its authors, Phil Jones and Tom Wigley, and it served as the primary reference standard for the U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) until 2007. It was this record that prompted the IPCC to claim a "discernible human influence on global climate."Putting together such a record isn't at all easy. Weather stations weren't really designed to monitor global climate. Long-standing ones were usually established at points of commerce, which tend to grow into cities that induce spurious warming trends in their records. Trees grow up around thermometers and lower the afternoon temperature. Further, as documented by the University of Colorado's Roger Pielke Sr., many of the stations themselves are placed in locations, such as in parking lots or near heat vents, where artificially high temperatures are bound to be recorded.So the weather data that go into the historical climate records that are required to verify models of global warming aren't the original records at all. Jones and Wigley, however, weren't specific about what was done to which station in order to produce their record, which, according to the IPCC, showed a warming of 0.6° +/- 0.2°C in the 20th century. 

Global Warming ADV F/L – (2/4)

3. Plan can’t solve warming, without the U.S.’s full commitment; Japan’s attempt to solve warming will be futile
Kishore Mahbubani, staff writer for Project Syndicate, 11/16 2009 “Asia’s Energy Future,” http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/mahbubani7/English, ) SM

The West industrialized rapidly without worrying about climate change, contributing mightily to the stock of greenhouse gases that has led the world ever closer to the tipping point at which global warming can no longer be halted.If the West now wants to hold Asian countries responsible for restraining new sources of greenhouse-gas emissions, it must first hold itself accountable for its old stock and current emissions. This is why there is unanimous agreement in Asia, including China and India, that any just solution for climate change demands greater sacrifice from rich Western countries.The good news is that robust public policy, coupled with rapid advances in technology, could help humanity as a whole reduce its energy consumption. Consistent policy and superior technology explain why Japan uses one-tenth the energy that China uses to generate the same amount of economic output. Both China and India can learn a lot from Japan, and both governments, fortunately, are firmly committed to increasing their energy efficiency and use of green technology. Zhenhua Xie, Chinese President Hu Jintao’s special representative on climate change, has stated categorically that China has no other choice than to pursue sustainable development.In 2007, China founded its National Leading Group on Climate Change, headed by President Hu, and adopted its National Climate Change Program, the first by any developing country. China aims to lower its energy consumption per unit of GDP by 20% relative to 2005 levels by 2010.As for India, at the G-8 Summit in July 2009, Prime Minister Manmohan Singh said, “Nothing could be farther from the truth than the notion that the developing countries were complacent or were not interested in addressing the consequences of climate change.” Indeed, in 2008 India unveiled an ambitious National Action Plan on Climate Change, which includes eight national missions, including solar and enhanced energy efficiency missions.Asia is also at the forefront of innovative energy technology and policy efforts. The nonprofit company Grameen Shakti currently leads the world in the installation of solar panels for the rural poor. From 1996 to 2009, Grameen Shakti installed 750,000 solar home systems in Bangladesh to provide emissions-free electricity to more than two million people.China doubled the efficiency of rural energy consumption between 1983 and 1998 by distributing safer and cleaner stoves to 185 million households. In Singapore, regulators are developing an innovative Electricity Vending System to give 1.2 million consumers real-time price signals so that they can learn to conserve electricity during peak periods.

India, China, and a handful of other Asian countries are also witnessing remarkable growth in local alternative energy companies and the use of renewable energy. India ranks fifth in the world in total production of wind power and third in terms of wind power added in 2008. Suzlon Energy, an Indian company started in 1995 with just 20 people, has become one of the world’s leading wind power companies, with offices in 21 countries.Moreover, China is the world leader in total renewable energy capacity, small hydroelectric capacity, and the use of solar hot water heaters; second for wind power added in 2008 (ahead of Germany and Spain); and third in total ethanol production. Suntech, a Chinese company founded in 2001, is the third largest manufacturer of solar cells in the world. Japan and South Korea were third in the amount of grid-connected solar photovoltaic panels added in 2008; the Philippines was second for total geothermal power and third for total biomass power; Indonesia was third for total geothermal power. Yet neither policy nor technological innovations in Asia will solve the world’s climate change problem. Only a major global bargain between the West and the rest will suffice.In the eyes of most Asian policymakers, the proposed contribution by the West, especially America, towards solving the problem is woefully inadequate. The American public is simply not being asked to make any serious sacrifices. The G-8’s declaration that its members will reduce carbon emissions by 80% in 2050 contains no upfront commitments. And the clock is ticking. Today, Earth’s atmosphere already contains 380 parts per million of CO2. The “tipping point” could come when we reach 450 ppm.Developing countries, particularly those in Asia, will suffer the worst consequences of global warming: storm damage, rising sea levels, and massive refugee flows. The Maldives will likely disappear entirely.In these circumstances, Asians cannot afford to sit back and moralize. They must formulate and present realistic solutions, and negotiate forcefully and realistically before and during the Copenhagen conference in December 2009 in order to produce a global agreement that is based on an equitable sharing of the global commons. The biggest challenge Asians face is to use their intellectual and political leadership to save the world and themselves.

Global Warming ADV F/L – (3/4)

4. No Link – the Security alliance has existed for 50 years, no reason that a stable alliance now would force the U.S. to  adopt stringent emission standards and alternative energy incentives as per the Calder ev

5. Environmental cooperation is impossible – Obama has abandoned the climate bill and is focused on jobs and the Afghanistan war, similarly, Kan has no political capital and is only focusing on tax reform and deteriorating Japanese economy 

6. Sqo solves – Japan and the U.S. are already cooperating on warming – our ev postdates 

Kurt M. Campbell, Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, July 27, 2010
 U.S.-Japan Relations for the 21st Century,” http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2010/07/145191.htm
Japan is one of the United States’ closest partners as we confront the global challenge posed by climate change. Last fall, the President endorsed the U.S.-Japan Clean Energy Action Plan, which will build on our extensive scientific cooperation to help our economies transition to greater reliance on renewable forms of energy and ensure that transition creates economic opportunities here at home. We are both committed to ensuring all countries do their part to address this global threat, assisting those that can benefit from our technical expertise. Japan was a strong partner in developing the Copenhagen Accord, and pledged in Copenhagen to provide as much as $15 billion in financing to assist developing countries in combating climate change, premised on the development of a fair and effective global framework. We continue to coordinate closely as we look to the next Conference of the Parties in Mexico this winter.

Global Warming ADV F/L – (4/4)
7. And even if the U.S. commits to warming it will fail – the workforce lacks education and skilled workers

Teryn Norris, Director of Americans for Energy Leadership, Senior Advisor at the Breakthrough Institute, and a Public Policy student at Stanford University, March 18, 2010 “Racing for Clean-Tech Jobs: Why America Needs an Energy Education Strategy,”http://itsgettinghotinhere.org/2010/03/18/racing-for-clean-tech-jobs-why-america-needs-an-energy-education-strategy/) 
A growing consensus suggests that clean tech will be one of our generation’s largest growth sectors. The global clean-tech market is expected to surpass $1 trillion in value within the next few years, and a perfect storm of factors – from the inevitability of a carbon-constrained world, to skyrocketing global energy demand, to long-term oil price hikes – will drive global demand for clean-energy technologies.That is why the national debate about global clean-tech competitiveness is so important, sparked by the rapid entry of China and other nations. My colleagues and I recently contributed to the discussion with “Rising Tigers, Sleeping Giant,” a large report providing the first comprehensive analysis of competitive positions among the U.S. and key Asian challengers. In order to compete, we found, “U.S. energy policy must include large, direct and coordinated investments in clean-technology R&D, manufacturing, deployment, and infrastructure.”

But even if the United States adopts a real industrial policy for clean energy, there is little evidence that our workforce is skilled enough to compete. Unfortunately, according to the Department of Energy, “The U.S. ranks behind other major nations in making the transitions required to educate students for emerging energy trades, research efforts and other professions to support the future energy technology mix.”A competitive energy workforce requires much more than technicians and building retrofitters. Scientists, engineers, high-tech entrepreneurs, and advanced manufacturers will play a critical role, just as they have in strategic sectors like infotech, aerospace, and biotech. The federal government has started to address the need for green technician and efficiency retrofit training, such as with the Green Jobs Act, but it has not implemented an education strategy to keep the U.S. at the leading edge of energy science, technology, and entrepreneurship.Unfortunately, the majority of our colleges and universities lack degree programs focused on energy, and the U.S. power engineering education system is on the decline. Over the next five years, 45 percent of electric utility engineers will be eligible for retirement, along with 40 percent of key power engineering faculty at U.S. universities, according to a report by IEEE. “Engineering workforce shortages are already occurring,” the report concludes. “We need more electrical engineers to solve industry challenges, and to build the 21st century electric power grid… Meeting these needs requires long-term investment now.”Meanwhile, other countries are producing a substantially larger portion of scientists, engineers, and researchers that will benefit their clean-tech industries. Science and engineering make up only about one-third of U.S. bachelor’s degrees, compared to 63 percent in Japan, 53 percent in China and 51 percent in Singapore, and the number of Chinese researchers is now on par with the United States (though some have pointed out that the quality of these graduates and researchers is not always comparable). “Over time,” stated a recent report by the National Science Board, “the United States has fallen from one of the top countries in terms of its ratio of natural science and engineering degrees to the college-age population to near the bottom of the 23 countries for which data are available.”The energy workforce deficit and STEM education gap will substantially limit the nation’s ability to lead the clean-tech industry and accelerate clean energy development. As Nobel Laureate Paul Krugman put it, “If you had to explain America’s economic success with one word, that word would be ‘education.’” In order to succeed in the clean-tech industry, the U.S. must develop an energy education strategy to develop tens of thousands of advanced energy scientists, engineers, and entrepreneurs, as well as technicians.Recognizing these trends, several experts have called for federal programs to develop our advanced energy workforce. In April 2009, President Obama took up these recommendations by announcing the first nationwide initiative to inspire and train young Americans “to tackle the single most important challenge of their generation — the need to develop cheap, abundant, clean energy and accelerate the transition to a low-carbon economy.” The proposal, called RE-ENERGYSE (Regaining our Energy Science and Engineering Edge), is part of the administration’s 2011 budget request, which will be considered by Congress in the months ahead. With oversight from the Department of Energy and National Science Foundation, it would educate thousands of clean-energy scientists and engineers, beginning with $74 million for energy-related programs at universities, community and technical colleges and K-12 schools, with the largest component focusing on higher education.RE-ENERGYSE is an important step toward creating a competitive U.S. clean-energy workforce – that is why thousands of students and dozens of professional associations want it to succeed, and that is why Congress should fund it at the full budget request. Beyond RE-ENERGYSE, the federal government should work to expand these programs into a clean-energy education strategy on par with the National Defense Education Act of 1958, which helped reposition the U.S. in the space race and achieve revolutions in information technology.The global clean-energy race represents one of the greatest challenges for American leadership in a generation, and now is a critical moment. If we do not immediately implement a national strategy for energy leadership – including smart investments to educate the energy generation – we will miss a historic economic opportunity. American students are willing to rise to this national challenge, and we need the support of our government to succeed.
Ext 1nc #2 – Warming not too bad 
Global Warming is a guesstimate not a science – escalation is unlikely 
Swaminathan S. Anklesaria Aiyar, is a research fellow at the Cato Institute's Center for Global Liberty and Prosperity” july 14, 2010 “Climategate: Beyond Inquiry Panels”http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11987 
Two British committees, one Dutch committee and a US Senate committee have investigated Climategate — the disclosure from emails that scientists at the Climate Research Unit (CRU) of East Anglia University sought to withhold data from and sabotage research publications of other scientists questioning the conventional wisdom on global warming.

The first three committees gave CRU scientists and collaborators — including Phil Jones, Michael Mann, Keith Briffa and Kevin Trenberth — a slap on the wrist without calling them outright frauds. The Minority Staff Report of the US Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works, however, has accused the scientists of (a) obstructing release of damaging data and information, (b) manipulating data to reach preconceived conclusions, (c) colluding to pressure journal editors who published work questioning the climate science 'consensus', and (d) assuming activist roles to influence the political process.Critics have lambasted the supposedly-independent inquiry by Sir Muir Russell because he himself is a climate change crusader. He interviewed the CRU scientists but not the climate sceptics whom the scientists were targeting. This has been called "a trial with judge, jury, reporters, spectators and defendant, but no plaintiff. The plaintiff is locked outside the courtroom sitting in the hall hollering and hoping the jury hears some of what he has to say."At the end of it all, two things are clear. First, it is fantasy for crusaders to claim that catastrophic global warming is established science: the emails reveal doubts and caveats even among true believers in CRU. Second, the International Panel on Climate Change must disavow its claim made first in 2001 — based on the 'hockey stick' graph of Michael Mann using historical tree-ring data — that the world is warmer today than ever before.Tree-ring data after 1961 indicate cooling, but actual temperatures show warming. So, Jones resorted to the 'trick' of splicing tree-ring data up to 1961 with actual temperatures after 1961, thus manufacturing a steadily-rising temperature trend in the 20th century. The splicing was dishonest and an insult to science. Yet, the independent inquiry did not condemn it, showing how easily crusader-inquirers forgive transgressions that promote their private agenda.The IPCC needs to revert to the earlier scientific consensus — maintained from its first report in 1990 to 2001 — that the medieval warm period of 800-1,300 AD — well before fossil fuels were extracted — was warmer than it is today.This is inconvenient for climate crusaders who blame fossil fuels for all warming. But it will provide citizens with basic information they need before deciding whether to spend trillions on combating a problem that may or may not be real.To throw light on these two issues, it is worth citing some of the emails.Phil Jones (regarding queries from climate sceptic S McIntyre). "I had some emails with him a few years ago when he wanted to get all the station temperature data we use here in CRU. I hid behind the fact that some of the data had been received from individuals and not directly from Met Services through the Global Telecommunications Service (GTS) or through GCOS."Phil Jones to Michael Mann. "And don't leave stuff lying around on ftp [file transfer protocol] sites — you never know who is trawling them. The two MMs have been after the CRU station data for years. If they ever hear there is a Freedom of Information Act now in the UK, I think I'll delete the file rather than send it to anyone."KEITH Briffa. "I know there is pressure to present a nice tidy story as regards apparent unprecedented warming in a thousand years or more in the proxy data, but in reality, the situation is not quite so simple. We don't have a lot of proxies that come right up to date and those that do (at least a significant number of tree proxies) show some unexpected changes in response that do not match the recent warming..."Phil Jones. "The scientific community would come down on me in no uncertain terms if I said the world had cooled from 1998. OK, it has, but it is only seven years of data and it isn't statistically significant ."On February 13 this year, Phil Jones told BBC that "there has been no statistically significant warming over the last 15 years."Kevin Trenberth, UCAR, October 12, 2009, "We can't account for the lack of warming at the moment and it is a travesty that we can't ."Professor Mojib Latif, an IPCC member, recently said, "For the time being, global warming has paused, and there may well be some cooling." Breaking with climate-change orthodoxy, he said North Atlantic Oscillation (NAO) cycles were probably responsible for some of the strong global warming seen in the past three decades. The NAO was now moving into a colder phase (New Scientist, September 2009).The National Research Council appointed by US Congress concluded that "the substantial uncertainties in the quantitative assessment of large-scale surface temperature changes prior to about AD 1600 lower our confidence in this (hockey stick) conclusion compared to the high level of confidence we place in the Little Ice Age cooling and 20th century warming. Even less confidence can be placed in the original conclusions by Mann et al(1999) that the 1990s are likely the warmest decade, and 1998 the warmest year, in at least a millennium."Climategate fortifies my own convictions as a critical agnostic on global warming. We know so little about the weather that we cannot predict it five days ahead, let alone one century ahead. This also means we know too little to rule out guesstimates — like the six IPCC scenarios — about a possible catastrophe.The case for combating global warming rests not on established proof of warming but on insuring against a catastrophe that may not happen. If the public decides to spend a trillion dollars on such speculative insurance, so be it. I doubt if this will happen once people learn that catastrophic global warming is a guesstimate, not proven science.
AT Patrick Michaels has no quals 

Cato Institute, No Date Given, “Patrick J. Michaels, Senior Fellow in Environmental Studies” http://www.cato.org/people/patrick-michaels
Distinguished Senior Fellow in the School of Public Policy at George Mason University. 

He is a past president of the American Association of State Climatologists and was program chair for the Committee on Applied Climatology of the American Meteorological Society. 

Michaels was also a research professor of Environmental Sciences at University of Virginia for thirty years. 

Michaels is a contributing author and reviewer of the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, which was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 2007. 

His writing has been published in the major scientific journals, including Climate Research, Climatic Change, Geophysical Research Letters, Journal of Climate, Nature, and Science, as well as in popular serials such as the Washington Post, Washington Times, Los Angeles Times, USA Today, Houston Chronicle, and Journal of Commerce. 

He was an author of the climate "paper of the year" awarded by the Association of American Geographers in 2004. He has appeared on most of the worldwide major media. 

Michaels holds A.B. and S.M. degrees in biological sciences and plant ecology from the University of Chicago, and he received a Ph.D. in ecological climatology from the University of Wisconsin at Madison in 1979

Ext 1nc #6 – Warming not too bad 

Squo solves – key countries are committed to solving for climate change
Scientific American, July 20, 2010, “Countries pledge global support for clean energy,”http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=countries-pledge-global-support) SM
WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The United States and dozens of other countries have pledged hundreds of millions of dollars toward clean energy initiatives to help battle climate change, U.S. Energy Secretary Stephen Chu said on Tuesday.

Meeting in Washington, D.C., for a two-day conference, delegations from 24 countries representing 80 percent of global energy consumption promised 11 initiatives that would mean building fewer power plants and using more clean energy.

"We know the clean energy challenge won't wait, and we won't wait either," Chu said.With the U.S. Senate virtually gridlocked on passing an energy and climate change package this year, the Obama administration is under pressure to provide leadership in global climate talks that are making little progress.The countries pledged to improve energy efficiency in appliances and buildings, accelerate deployment of smart grid technology and electric vehicles, and help developing countries embrace low-carbon technologies.These initiatives "will save enough energy in the next 20 years to equal the output of 500 medium-sized power plants," Chu said.Eight companies, including Wal-Mart Stores Inc, Target Corp, Marriott International Inc and Nissan Motor Co Ltd, along with the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, backed a plan to create efficiency standards for buildings and industrial facilities.Britain's Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change, Chris Huhne, said a group led by his government and Australia will help advance carbon capture and storage (CCS), a technology its backers hope will reduce fossil fuel emissions."CCS is going to play absolutely a vital role in tackling global climate change," Huhne said.The group will reveal recommendations for accelerating the use of CCS technologies before 2020 at the next ministerial meeting in 2011.India, Italy and the United States agreed to work together to supply developing countries with solar projects not connected to energy grids and other alternative power.The U.S. Energy Department said this initiative would help light the homes of 10 million people within five years.The program was officially activated on Tuesday with Italy's $10 million contribution to the International Finance Corporation, the first transfer of funds for the project."The main goal of this program is to create stable market conditions in developing countries in order to make off-grid, high quality energy technologies commercially viable, and therefore affordable to the local population," said Stefania Prestigiacomo, Italy's Minister for Environment, Land and Sea.The meeting in Washington brought together delegations from the European Commission, Mexico, Canada, China, Japan, South Korea, India, Sweden, Russia, South Africa and other nations."What this is about is taking concrete action, concrete steps," Chu said. "This is not about philosophical positioning. This is about really saying, 'We're going to do this.'"Chu said that the international talks and agreements made during the meeting would help broker understanding at the global climate talks.
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Text: The United States federal government should commit to meeting the United Nations’ Millennium Development Goals.

That solves warming.

Indur M. Goklany, science and technology policy analyst at the US Department of the Interior, Ph. D. (1973), M.S. (1969) in Electrical Engineering, Michigan State University, B.Tech. (1968) in Electrical Engineering, Indian Institute of Technology, Bombay , 2005, National Center for Policy Analysis, “Living with Global Warming,” http://www.ncpa.org/pdfs/st278.pdf cp
Developing countries are most vulnerable to warming because they lack adaptive capacity. That capacity can be increased by enhancing economic development, human capital and the propensity for technological innovation, which are precisely the goals of sustainable development. Moreover, enhancing adaptive capacity would also increase their ability to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions.Such an integrated strategy — simultaneously pursuing sustainable development while advancing the capacity to adapt to and/or mitigate climate change — could be accomplished by meeting the United Nations' Millennium Development Goals. In any event, achieving those goals would cost no more than the Kyoto Protocol while delivering substantially greater benefits.Accordingly, over the next few decades the focus of climate policy should be to: (a) broadly advance sustainable development, (b) reduce vulnerabilities to climate-sensitive problems that are urgent today and might be exacerbated by future climate change, and (c) implement “no-regret” policies, such as eliminating subsidies for energy consumption, land conversion and agricultural overproduction in developed countries, while (d) striving to expand the universe of such measures through research and development of cleaner and more affordable technologies. Such a policy would help solve urgent problems facing humanity today while preparing it to face future problems that might be caused or heightened by climate change.

Solvency – Global Warming

Climate mitigation is not feasible—only adaption solves.

Indur M. Goklany, science and technology policy analyst at the US Department of the Interior, Ph. D. (1973), M.S. (1969) in Electrical Engineering, Michigan State University, B.Tech. (1968) in Electrical Engineering, Indian Institute of Technology, Bombay , 2005, National Center for Policy Analysis, “Living with Global Warming,” http://www.ncpa.org/pdfs/st278.pdf cp

Should we try to prevent global warming? Or should we use our resources to adapt to the consequences of warming? An argument for the former is that climate change will exacerbate existing problems — specifically, malaria, hunger, water shortage, coastal flooding and threats to biodiversity. This is a particular concern for developing countries, many of which are beset by these problems but lack the economic and human resources needed to obtain and implement technologies that would finesse or cope with them. This paper analyzes costs and benefits of two different approaches. One approach — mitigation — would limit carbon dioxide (CO2) in the atmosphere largely by reducing emissions due to human activities. The Kyoto Protocol is an example of this approach. The second approach — adaptation — would reduce society’s vulnerability to, or help cope with, the consequences of global climate change due to higher CO2 emissions.

The projections underlying this study are from researchers who are sympathetic to mitigation.

However, their conclusions show that adaptation is preferable. Cost estimates are based on reports from various United Nations-affiliated organizations. The findings:

● By 2085, the contribution of (unmitigated) warming to the above listed problems is generally smaller than other factors unrelated to climate change.

● More important, these risks would be lowered much more effectively and economically by reducing current and future vulnerability to climate change rather than through its mitigation.

● Finally, adaptation would help developing countries cope with major problems now, and through 2085 and beyond, whereas generations would pass before anything less than draconian mitigation would have a discernible effect. The Kyoto Protocol will cost participating countries about $165 billion annually. Kyoto, however, will not stabilize, much less reduce, atmospheric concentrations of CO2. Stabilizing atmospheric levels of CO2 at 550 parts per million (much higher than today’s levels) would cost several trillion dollars. Halting climate change, if that were possible, would cost many more trillions of dollars. Focused adaptive measures to reduce or eliminate the risks posed by malaria, hunger, water shortage, coastal flooding and threats to biodiversity, by contrast, would cost less than $10 billion a year. Moreover, these measures can be implemented now:
Solvency – Global Warming

Only adaptation solves—most qualified experts agree.

Science Daily, 2/8/2007, “Adaptation To Global Climate Change Is An Essential Response To A Warming Planet,” http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2007/02/070207171745.htm cp

While many consider it taboo, adaptation to global climate change needs to be recognized as just as important as "mitigation," or cutting back, of greenhouse gases humans pump into Earth's atmosphere. The science policy experts, writing in the Feb. 8, 2007 issue of Nature, say adapting to the changing climate by building resilient societies and fostering sustainable development would go further in securing a future for humans on a warming planet than just cutting gas emissions.

"New ways of thinking about, talking about and acting on climate change are necessary if a changing society is to adapt to a changing climate," the researchers state in "Lifting the Taboo on Adaptation."

The policy experts include Daniel Sarewitz, director of Arizona State University's Consortium for Science, Policy & Outcomes; Roger Pielke Jr., University of Colorado, Boulder; Gwyn Prins, London School of Economics, London, England, and Columbia University, New York; and Steve Rayner of the James Martin Institute at Oxford University, Oxford, England.

Sarewitz and his colleagues argue that the time to elevate adaptation to the same level of attention and effort as the more popular mitigation of greenhouse gases is now, and that the future of the planet demands realistic actions to help the survival of humans."The obsession with researching and reducing the human effects on climate has obscured the more important problems of how to build more resilient and sustainable societies, especially in poor regions and countries," Sarewitz said.
"Adaptation has been portrayed as a sort of selling out because it accepts that the future will be different from the present," Sarewitz added. "Our point is the future will be different from the present no matter what, so to not adapt is to consign millions to death and disruption."Adaptation is the process by which societies prepare for and minimize the negative effects of a variety of future environmental stresses on society, Sarewitz said. Mitigation is the effort to slow and reduce the negative impacts of climate change by slowing the accumulation of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere.

"The key difference is that adaptation is the process by which societies make themselves better able to cope with an uncertain future, whereas mitigation is an effort to control just one aspect of that future by controlling the behavior of the climate," Sarewitz said.Policy discussions on climate change in the 1980s included adaptation as an important option for society. But over the past two decades, the idea of adapting to global environmental changes has become problematic for those advocating emissions reductions and was "treated with the same distaste as the religious right reserves for sex education in schools -- both constitute ethical compromises that will only encourage dangerous experimentation with undesired behavior," the policy experts state.Over the years, mitigation was favored as the global response to climate change, and adaptation seemed relegated to local responses to the specific changes brought on by global warming. Major global efforts to cut emissions were convened in the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) and the Kyoto Protocol. In those efforts, mitigation was talked about in the grandest of levels and adaptation as only having a limited impact.

As a result, adaptation was often looked upon in a negative sense, to be used if the grander plans failed. All the while, the effects of global warming were beginning to be felt, most notably in poorer countries and regions.

"To define adaptation as the cost of failed mitigation is to expose millions of poor people in compromised ecosystems to the very dangers that climate policy seeks to avoid," the authors state. "By contrast, defining adaptation in terms of sustainable development, would allow a focus both on reducing emissions and on the vulnerability of populations to climate variability and change, rather than tinkering at the margins of both emissions and impacts."By introducing sustainable development into the framework, one is forced to consider the missed opportunities of an international regime that for the past 15 years or more has focused enormous intellectual, political, diplomatic and fiscal resources on mitigation, while downplaying adaptation by presenting it in such narrow terms so as to be almost meaningless," they add. "Until adaptation is institutionalized at the level of intensity and investment at least equal to the UNFCCC and Kyoto, climate impacts will continue to mount unabated, regardless of even the most effective cuts in greenhouse gas emissions."
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A. Closing the Futenma base sparks wildfire grass-root movements against the U.S. military  – this is the only scenario for a complete drawdown in U.S. military forces 
John Feffer is the co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies and writes its regular World Beat column, Mar 6, 2010, “Okinawa and the new domino effect”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LC06Dh02.html) SM
Wherever the US military puts down its foot overseas, movements have sprung up to protest the military, social, and environmental consequences of its military bases. This anti-base movement has notched some successes, such as the shut-down of a US navy facility in Vieques, Puerto Rico, in 2003. In the Pacific, too, the movement has made its mark. On the heels of the eruption of Mt Pinatubo, democracy activists in the Philippines successfully closed down the ash-covered Clark Air Force Base and Subic Bay Naval Station in 1991-1992. Later, South Korean activists managed to win closure of the huge Yongsan facility in downtown Seoul. Of course, these were only partial victories. Washington subsequently negotiated a Visiting Forces Agreement with the Philippines, whereby the US military has redeployed troops and equipment to the island, and replaced Korea's Yongsan base with a new one in nearby Pyeongtaek. But these not-in-my-backyard (NIMBY) victories were significant enough to help edge the Pentagon toward the adoption of a military doctrine that emphasizes mobility over position. The US military now relies on "strategic flexibility" and "rapid response" both to counter unexpected threats and to deal with allied fickleness. The Hatoyama government may indeed learn to say no to Washington over the Okinawa bases. Evidently considering this a likelihood, former deputy secretary of state and former US ambassador to Japan Richard Armitage has said that the United States "had better have a plan B". But the victory for the anti-base movement will still be only partial. US forces will remain in Japan, and especially Okinawa, and Tokyo will undoubtedly continue to pay for their maintenance. Buoyed by even this partial victory, however, NIMBY movements are likely to grow in Japan and across the region, focusing on other Okinawa bases, bases on the Japanese mainland, and elsewhere in the Pacific, including Guam. Indeed, protests are already building in Guam against the projected expansion of Andersen Air Force Base and Naval Base Guam to accommodate those Marines from Okinawa. And this strikes terror in the hearts of Pentagon planners. In World War II, the United States employed an island-hopping strategy to move ever closer to the Japanese mainland. Okinawa was the last island and last major battle of that campaign, and more people died during the fighting there than in the subsequent atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki combined: 12,000 US troops, more than 100,000 Japanese soldiers, and perhaps 100,000 Okinawan civilians. This historical experience has stiffened the pacifist resolve of Okinawans. The current battle over Okinawa again pits the United States against Japan, again with the Okinawans as victims. But there is a good chance that the Okinawans, like the Na'vi in that great NIMBY film Avatar, will win this time. A victory in closing Futenma and preventing the construction of a new base might be the first step in a potential reverse island hop. NIMBY movements may someday finally push the US military out of Japan and off Okinawa. It's not likely to be a smooth process, nor is it likely to happen any time soon. But the kanji (a form of Japanese writing) is on the wall. Even if the Yankees don't know what the Japanese characters mean, they can at least tell in which direction the exit arrow is pointing. 
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B. These grass-root movements would not only push the U.S. military presence out of Japan, they would threaten the very bilateral security alliance between the U.S. and Japan and derail the credibility of the U.S. in East Asia 
Michael Auslin, director of Japan studies at the American Enterprise Institute, JUNE 16, 2010, “The Real Futenma Fallout”, http://online.wsj.com/article/NA_WSJ_PUB:SB10001424052748704324304575307471399789704.html )
Japanese military officials worry that this year's protests in Okinawa could have spillover effects, inspiring protesters around Atsugi to demand a reduced American presence, and possibly even agitating against the government plan to move Japanese planes there. Moreover, Iwakuni's mayor might reject the new burden of potentially hosting the George Washington's air wing. That, in turn, would embolden antinuclear protesters in Yokosuka, the U.S. Navy's main base, to step up their ongoing pressure to move the nuclear-powered George Washington, the Navy's only permanently forward deployed aircraft carrier, out of Japanese waters. This worst-case scenario would be a series of simultaneous, grassroots movements against the U.S. military presence in Japan that could potentially put fatal stress on the bilateral security alliance and effectively isolate Japan militarily in the western Pacific. Given Mr. Hatoyama's fate when he botched this issue, politicians now are more likely to respond to public demands or they will be replaced by those who do. The resulting political clash would either reaffirm tight ties with Washington or lead to endemic paralysis in Japan's national security establishment. Given that the U.S. has permanently forward deployed ships and planes only in Japan, any scenario like the one sketched out above could significantly weaken U.S. capability to operate in the western Pacific, and thus call into question U.S. credibility as the underwriter of regional stability at a time when a crisis is brewing on the Korean peninsula and China continues to flex its naval and air muscle. Anyone concerned about that scenario, even if unlikely, realizes that the next half-decade of U.S.-Japan relations will have to go back to basics: rebuilding trust in the relationship, agreeing on a common set of objectives in Japan's waters and throughout Northeast Asia, and strengthening a commitment to upholding the alliance's military capabilities. The good news is that Japan's bureaucrats and military leaders remain more committed than ever to revitalizing the alliance. Whether politicians on both sides of the Pacific are willing to follow them, however, is another matter. 

C. Regional states’ confidence in the U.S. commitment is key to East Asian stability and U.S. global leadership – the impact is rapid Japan remilitarization, China conflict and war in India-Pakistan and Korea

Evelyn Goh– Lecturer in International Relations in the Department of Politics and International Relations at the Univ of Oxford , International Relations of the Asia-Pacific, “Hierarchy and the role of the United States in the East Asian security order,” 2008 8(3):353-377, Oxford Journals Database)

The centrality of these mutual processes of assurance and deference means that the stability of a hierarchical order is fundamentally related to a collective sense of certainty about the leadership and order of the hierarchy. This certainty is rooted in a combination of material calculations – smaller states' assurance that the expected costs of the dominant state conquering them would be higher than the benefits – and ideational convictions – the sense of legitimacy, derived from shared values and norms that accompanies the super-or dinate state's authority in the social order. The empirical analysis in the next section shows that regional stability in East Asia in the post-Second World War years can be correlated to the degree of collective certainty about the US-led regional hierarchy. East Asian stability and instability has been determined by U.S. assurances, self-confidence, and commitment to maintaining its primary position in the regional hierarchy; the perceptions and confidence of regional states about US commitment; and the reactions of subordinate states in the region to the varied challengers to the regional hierarchical order. 4. Hierarchy and the East Asian security order Currently, the regional hierarchy in East Asia is still dominated by the United States. Since the 1970s, China has increasingly claimed the position of second-ranked great power, a claim that is today legitimized by the hierarchical deference shown by smaller subordinate powers such as South Korea and Southeast Asia. Japan and South Korea can, by virtue of their alliance with the United States, be seen to occupy positions in a third layer of regional major powers, while India is ranked next on the strength of its new strategic relationship with Washington. North Korea sits outside the hierarchic order but affects it due to its military prowess and nuclear weapons capability. Apart from making greater sense of recent history, conceiving of the US' role in East Asia as the dominant state in the regional hierarchy helps to clarify three critical puzzles in the contemporary international and East Asian security landscape. First, it contributes to explaining the lack of sustained challenges to American global preponderance after the end of the Cold War. Three of the key potential global challengers to US unipolarity originate in Asia (China, India, and Japan), and their support for or acquiescence to, US dominance have helped to stabilize its global leadership. Through its 
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dominance of the Asian regional hierarchy, the United States has been able to neutralize the potential threats to its position from Japan via an alliance, from India by gradually identifying and pursuing mutual commercial and strategic interests, and from China by encircling and deterring it with allied and friendly states that support American preponderance. Secondly, recognizing US hierarchical preponderance further explains contemporary under-balancing in Asia, both against a rising China, and against incumbent American power. I have argued that one defining characteristic of a hierarchical system is voluntary subordination of lesser states to the dominant state, and that this goes beyond rationalistic bandwagoning because it is manifested in a social contract that comprises the related processes of hierarchical assurance and hierarchical deference. Critically, successful and sustainable hierarchical assurance and deference helps to explain why Japan is not yet a ‘normal’ country. Japan has experienced significant impetus to revise and expand the remit of its security forces in the last 15 years. Yet, these pressures continue to be insufficient to prompt a wholesale revision of its constitution and its remilitarization. The reason is that the United States extends its security umbrella over Japan through their alliance, which has led Tokyo not only to perceive no threat from US dominance, but has in fact helped to forge a security community between them (Nau, 2003). Adjustments in burden sharing in this alliance since the 1990s have arisen not from greater independent Japanese strategic activism, but rather from periods of strategic uncertainty and crises for Japan when it appeared that American hierarchical assurance, along with US' position at the top of the regional hierarchy, was in question. Thus, the Japanese priority in taking on more responsibility for regional security has been to improve its ability to facilitate the US' central position, rather than to challenge it.13 In the face of the security threats from North Korea and China, Tokyo's continued reliance on the security pact with the United States is rational. While there remains debate about Japan's re-militarization and the growing clout of nationalist ‘hawks’ in Tokyo, for regional and domestic political reasons, a sustained ‘normalization’ process cannot take place outside of the restraining framework of the United States–Japan alliance (Samuels, 2007; Pyle, 2007). Abandoning the alliance will entail Japan making a conscience choice not only to remove itself from the US-led hierarchy, but also to challenge the United States dominance directly. The United States–ROK alliance may be understood in a similar way, although South Korea faces different sets of constraints because of its strategic priorities related to North Korea. As J.J. Suh argues, in spite of diminishing North Korean capabilities, which render the US security umbrella less critical, the alliance endures because of mutual identification – in South Korea, the image of the US as ‘the only conceivable protector against aggression from the North,’ and in the United States, an image of itself as protector of an allied nation now vulnerable to an ‘evil’ state suspected of transferring weapons of mass destruction to terrorist networks (Suh, 2004). Kang, in contrast, emphasizes how South Korea has become less enthusiastic about its ties with the United States – as indicated by domestic protests and the rejection of TMD – and points out that Seoul is not arming against a potential land invasion from China but rather maritime threats (Kang, 2003, pp.79–80). These observations are valid, but they can be explained by hierarchical deference toward the United States, rather than China. The ROK's military orientation reflects its identification with and dependence on the United States and its adoption of US' strategic aims. In spite of its primary concern with the North Korean threat, Seoul's formal strategic orientation is toward maritime threats, in line with Washington's regional strategy. Furthermore, recent South Korean Defense White Papers habitually cited a remilitarized Japan as a key threat. The best means of coping with such a threat would be continued reliance on the US security umbrella and on Washington's ability to restrain Japanese remilitarization (Eberstadt et al., 2007). Thus, while the United States–ROK bilateral relationship is not always easy, its durability is based on South Korea's fundamental acceptance of the United States as the region's primary state and reliance on it to defend and keep regional order. It also does not rule out Seoul and other US allies conducting business and engaging diplomatically with China. India has increasingly adopted a similar strategy vis-à-vis China in recent years. Given its history of territorial and political disputes with China and its contemporary economic resurgence, India is seen as the key potential power balancer to a growing China. Yet, India has sought to negotiate settlements about border disputes with China, and has moved significantly toward developing closer strategic relations with the United States. Apart from invigorated defense cooperation in the form of military exchange programs and joint exercises, the key breakthrough was the agreement signed in July 2005 which facilitates renewed bilateral civilian nuclear cooperation (Mohan, 2007
). Once again, this is a key regional power that could have balanced more directly and independently against China, but has rather chosen to align itself or bandwagon with the primary power, the United States, partly because of significant bilateral gains, but fundamentally in order to support the latter's regional order-managing function. Recognizing a regional hierarchy and seeing that the lower layers of this hierarchy have become more active since the mid-1970s also allows us to understand why there has been no outright balancing of China by regional states since the 1990s. On the one hand, the US position at the top of the hierarchy has been revived since the mid-1990s, meaning that deterrence against potential Chinese aggression is reliable and in place.14 On the other hand, the aim of regional states is to try to consolidate China's inclusion in the regional hierarchy at the level below that of the United States, not to keep it down or to exclude it. East Asian states recognize that they cannot, without great cost to themselves, contain Chinese growth. But they hope to socialize China by enmeshing it in peaceful regional norms and economic and security institutions. They also 
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know that they can also help to ensure that the capabilities gap between China and the United States remains wide enough to deter a power transition. Because this strategy requires persuading China about the appropriateness of its position in the hierarchy and of the legitimacy of the US position, all East Asian states engage significantly with China, with the small Southeast Asian states refusing openly to ‘choose sides’ between the United States and China. Yet, hierarchical deference continues to explain why regional institutions such as the ASEAN Regional Forum, ASEAN + 3, and East Asian Summit have made limited progress. While the United State has made room for regional multilateral institutions after the end of the Cold War, its hierarchical preponderance also constitutes the regional order to the extent that it cannot comfortably be excluded from any substantive strategic developments. On the part of some lesser states (particularly Japan and Singapore), hierarchical deference is manifested in inclusionary impulses (or at least impulses not to exclude the United States or US proxies) in regional institutions, such as the East Asia Summit in December 2005. Disagreement on this issue with others, including China and Malaysia, has stymied potential progress in these regional institutions (Malik, 2006). Finally, conceiving of a US-led East Asian hierarchy amplifies our understanding of how and why the United States–China relationship is now the key to regional order. The vital nature of the Sino-American relationship stems from these two states' structural positions. As discussed earlier, China is the primary second-tier power in the regional hierarchy. However, as Chinese power grows and Chinese activism spreads beyond Asia, the United States is less and less able to see China as merely a regional power – witness the growing concerns about Chinese investment and aid in certain African countries. This causes a disjuncture between US global interests and US regional interests. Regional attempts to engage and socialize China are aimed at mediating its intentions. This process, however, cannot stem Chinese growth, which forms the material basis of US threat perceptions. Apprehensions about the growth of China's power culminates in US fears about the region being ‘lost’ to China, echoing Cold War concerns that transcribed regional defeats into systemic setbacks.15 On the other hand, the US security strategy post-Cold War and post-9/11 have regional manifestations that disadvantage China. The strengthening of US alliances with Japan and Australia; and the deployment of US troops to Central, South, and Southeast Asia all cause China to fear a consolidation of US global hegemony that will first threaten Chinese national security in the regional context and then stymie China's global reach. Thus, the key determinants of the East Asian security order relate to two core questions: (i) Can the US be persuaded that China can act as a reliable ‘regional stakeholder’ that will help to buttress regional stability and US global security aims;16 and (ii) can China be convinced that the United States has neither territorial ambitions in Asia nor the desire to encircle China, but will help to promote Chinese development and stability as part of its global security strategy? (Wang, 2005). But, these questions cannot be asked in the abstract, outside the context of negotiation about their relative positions in the regional and global hierarchies. One urgent question for further investigation is how the process of assurance and deference operate at the topmost levels of a hierarchy? When we have two great powers of unequal strength but contesting claims and a closing capabilities gap in the same regional hierarchy, how much scope for negotiation is there, before a reversion to balancing dynamics? This is the main structural dilemma: as long as the United States does not give up its primary position in the Asian regional hierarchy, China is very unlikely to act in a way that will provide comforting answers to the two questions. Yet, the East Asian regional order has been and still is constituted by US hegemony, and to change that could be extremely disruptive and may lead to regional actors acting in highly destabilizing ways. Rapid Japanese remilitarization, armed conflict across the Taiwan Straits, Indian nuclear brinksmanship directed toward Pakistan, or a highly destabilized Korean peninsula are all illustrative of potential regional disruptions. 5. Conclusion To construct a coherent account of East Asia's evolving security order, I have suggested that the United States is the central force in constituting regional stability and order. The major patterns of equilibrium and turbulence in the region since 1945 can be explained by the relative stability of the US position at the top of the regional hierarchy, with periods of greatest insecurity being correlated with greatest uncertainty over the American commitment to managing regional order. Furthermore, relationships of hierarchical assurance and hierarchical deference explain the unusual character of regional order in the post-Cold War era. However, the greatest contemporary challenge to East Asian order is the potential conflict between China and the United States over rank ordering in the regional hierarchy, a contest made more potent because of the inter-twining of regional and global security concerns. Ultimately, though, investigating such questions of positionality requires conceptual lenses that go beyond basic material factors because it entails social and normative questions. How can China be brought more into a leadership position, while being persuaded to buy into shared strategic interests and constrain its own in ways that its vision of regional and global security may eventually be reconciled with that of the United States and other regional players? How can Washington be persuaded that its central position in the hierarchy must be ultimately shared in ways yet to be determined? The future of the East Asian security order is tightly bound up with the durability of the United States' global leadership and regional domination. At the regional level, the main scenarios of disruption are an outright Chinese challenge to US leadership, or the defection of key US allies, particularly Japan. Recent history suggests, and the preceding analysis has shown, that challenges to or defections from US leadership will come at junctures where it appears that the US commitment to the region is in doubt, which in turn destabilizes the hierarchical 
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order. At the global level, American geopolitical over-extension will be the key cause of change. This is the one factor that could lead to both greater regional and global turbulence, if only by the attendant strategic uncertainly triggering off regional challenges or defections. However, it is notoriously difficult to gauge thresholds of over-extension. More positively, East Asia is a region that has adjusted to previous periods of uncertainty about US primacy. Arguably, the regional consensus over the United States as primary state in a system of benign hierarchy could accommodate a shifting of the strategic burden to US allies like Japan and Australia as a means of systemic preservation. The alternatives that could surface as a result of not doing so would appear to be much worse. 

2nC O/V – Reverse Island Hop

Closing Futenma would be the catalyst for a reverse island hop that could finally lead to the drawdown of all U.S. military forces – the plan would be seen as a win for the protesters and ensure them that pushing their grass0root movements will get them future wins in the future – that’s Feffer 

Prefer the specicifity of our evidence – the closing of Futenma would be a direct spillover to other bases like Atsugi where anti-nuclear movements are gaining momentum – that’s Feffer 
Indopak conflict leads to extinction


Dr. Ghulam Nabi Fai, Executive Director of the Washington-based Kashmiri American Council, “India Pakistan Summit and the Issue of Kashmir,” 7/8, 2001 Washington Times, http://www.pakistanlink.com/Letters/2001/July/13/05.html)
The foreign policy of the United States in South Asia should move from the lackadaisical and distant (with India crowned with a unilateral veto power) to aggressive involvement at the vortex. The most dangerous place on the planet is Kashmir, a disputed territory convulsed and illegally occupied for more than 53 years and sandwiched between nuclear-capable India and Pakistan. It has ignited two wars between the estranged South Asian rivals in 1948 and 1965, and a third could trigger nuclear volleys and a nuclear winter threatening the entire globe. The United States would enjoy no sanctuary. This apocalyptic vision is no idiosyncratic view. The Director of Central Intelligence, the Department of Defense, and world experts generally place Kashmir at the peak of their nuclear worries. Both India and Pakistan are racing like thoroughbreds to bolster their nuclear arsenals and advanced delivery vehicles. Their defense budgets are climbing despite widespread misery amongst their populations. Neither country has initialed the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, or indicated an inclination to ratify an impending Fissile Material/Cut-off Convention.

Japan rearm leads to nuclear war

Interfax, “Nuclear Japan Would Trigger Terrible Arms Race in Asia,” 06, http://lists.econ.utah.edu/pipermail/a-list/2006-November/063410.html)

The emergence of nuclear weapons in Japan would trigger an arms race in Asia and neighboring regions, Politika Foundation President Vyacheslav Nikonov said. "The situation would take a very dangerous turn should Japan take this path: the nonproliferation regime would be undermined and a terrible arms race would begin in Asia," Nikonov told Interfax on Tuesday. Nikonov made these remarks while commenting on the Japanese government's statement that Japan could legally possess nuclear weapons "however minimal the arsenal might be." "If this happens, South Korea could claim nuclear status and China would no longer put up with the small nuclear arsenal it has. The chain reaction would then entangle India, Pakistan and Iran," the Russian expert said. "This race could ultimately result in the use of such weapons," he said.
2nC O/V – Reverse Island Hop

China war leads to extinction

The Straits Times (Singapore), “No one gains in war over Taiwan”, June 25, 2000, L/N)

The doomsday scenario 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 civilisation. There would be no victors in such a war. While the prospect of a nuclear Armaggedon over Taiwan might seem inconceivable, it cannot be ruled out entirely, for China puts sovereignty above everything else.

Korea war goes nuclear

Chol, Director Center for Korean American Peace, 2002 10-24, http://nautilus.org/fora/security/0212A_Chol.html)

Any military strike initiated against North Korea will promptly explode into a thermonuclear exchange between a tiny nuclear-armed North Korea and the world's superpower, America. The most densely populated Metropolitan U.S.A., Japan and South Korea will certainly evaporate in The Day After scenario-type nightmare. The New York Times warned in its August 27, 2002 comment: "North Korea runs a more advanced biological, chemical and nuclear weapons program, targets American military bases and is developing missiles that could reach the lower 48 states. Yet there's good reason President Bush is not talking about taking out Dear Leader Kim Jong Il. If we tried, the Dear Leader would bombard South Korea and Japan with never gas or even nuclear warheads, and (according to one Pentagon study) kill up to a million people." Continues…The first two options should be sobering nightmare scenarios for a wise Bush and his policy planners. If they should opt for either of the scenarios, that would be their decision, which the North Koreans are in no position to take issue with. The Americans would realize too late that the North Korean mean what they say. The North Koreans will use all their resources in their arsenal to fight a full-scale nuclear exchange with the Americans in the last war of mankind. A nuclear-armed North Korea would be most destabilizing in the region and the rest of the world in the eyes of the Americans. They would end up finding themselves reduced to a second-class nuclear power.
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Text: The United States federal government should cooperate and engage with Japan as per our Denmark and Kliman evidence.
Broad cooperation and engagement reinforces the foundation of the alliance – key to overall stability of relations 

Abraham Denmark is a Fellow with the Center for a New American Security (CNAS). At CNAS, Mr. Denmark directs the Asia-Pacific Security Program and several defense strategy and planning projects and Daniel Kliman is a visiting fellow at the Center for a New American Security. He contributes to the Asia-Pacific Security Program and other initiatives, a Japan Policy Fellow at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and an Adjunct Research Associate with the Institute for Defense Analyses, 6/10/10“Cornerstone: A Future Agenda for the U.S.-Japan Alliance” http://www.cnas.org/node/4591) SM
To advance U.S. and Japanese interests over the next fifty years, the alliance must stand on a firm founda​tion. That means getting the fundamentals of the alliance right: a clear rationale based on shared inter​ests and values, effective institutions to manage the alliance, public support and long-term fiscal health. The alliance's raison d'etre is not military coop​eration - a fact obscured by the Futenma dispute. Rather, the military dimension of the alliance is merely a means for achieving shared political ends: deterring North Korea, shaping the course of China's rise, providing the regional stability necessary for economic growth and promoting democratic values. Thus, at the next bilateral summit, the United States and Japan should begin by reemphasizing that the alliance transcends a transactional bargain in which the United States offers military protection in exchange for basing rights in Japan. To strengthen the alliance, mechanisms for manag​ing the alliance must be updated to reflect political and strategic realities. A handful of bureaucrats in Tokyo, plus a few politicians from the long- dominant Liberal Democratic Party, once served as the primary Japanese interlocutors for this vital alliance. The advent of a DPJ administration has shattered this cozy arrangement. Furthermore, the so-called "two-plus-two," a conclave where the U.S. Secretaries of Defense and State along with their Japanese counterparts meet to chart the future of the alliance, reflects a bygone era. Many of the security challenges the alliance now confronts require cooperation across a broader spectrum of government agencies such as the United States Agency for International Development and Japan's International Cooperation Agency, the U.S. Treasury Department and Japan's Ministry of Finance, and the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy and Japan's Council for Science and Technology Policy Future institutions for alliance management should therefore be inclusive, encompassing members of all the major political parties in Japan and repre​sentatives from more than just the Defense and State Departments and their Japanese equivalents. In practice, this will mean creating alliance task forces on specific issues rather than simply expand​ing the "two-plus-two" into an unwieldy whole of government dialogue. To buttress these updated institutions, the United States and Japan should create supporting networks among the next gen​eration of leaders across government, the private sector, academe, science and technology, and civil society. Washington and Tokyo also must do more to rein​force Japanese domestic support for the alliance. For most Americans the alliance is a rather abstract concept, one they occasionally see in the news. But for the Japanese people, it is a daily fact of life. Many Japanese communities host U.S. military bases and are subject to the noise, inconvenience and potential danger of living in such close prox​imity to active military training. Even Japanese communities located far from U.S. military bases encounter the alliance nearly every day in the news and political discourse. As such, the Japanese public's support for the alliance is essential for its long-term viability. Polling in Japan shows general support for the alliance running at close to 80 per​cent, but bubbling under the surface is a good deal of pent-up frustration, especially (and critically) in Okinawa.4 The U.S. and Japanese governments must address the frustration of the Japanese public. The Japanese government and its citizens need a strategic dialogue, especially in Okinawa, which hosts a dis​proportionate number of U.S. bases and is also the poorest of Japan's 47 prefectures. The United States must also come up with more creative - and effec​tive - ways to convey the value of the alliance to the Japanese public. Outreach to Okinawa is critical. A major public diplomacy effort in Okinawa - one that explains the purpose of American bases, listens to local concerns, and effectively addresses them - is in order. It is also time for the United States to revive long-dormant efforts to revitalize Okinawa's economy with foreign investment, educational aid and exchanges, and infrastructure improvements, gestures more than warranted by the basing burden Okinawa has long shouldered. Putting the alliance on a firmer foundation will also require a focus on fiscal health. Japan's declin​ing and aging population, coupled with a large national debt, will likely reduce its potential to cooperate with the United States on a host of regional and global challenges. Japan's defense spending and foreign aid are already decreasing, and Japanese politicians are preoccupied with issues that affect an elderly population, such as health care and social security. Fiscal constraints could also limit America's capacity to contribute to the alliance. As the baby-boomer generation retires, social spending will compete with funding 
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Continued…
allocated to defense and foreign affairs. Add to that payments on a mushrooming national debt, and the United States may have little choice but to dimin​ish its foreign commitments, including the military capabilities it brings to the alliance. Getting the alliance fundamentals right will provide a robust foundation for enhanced U.S.-Japan security coop​eration. Together, the two countries can renew the alliance to meet traditional challenges and new threats. Consequently, implementing policies to brighten the respective fiscal outlooks of both Japan and the United States is essential to the long-term health of the alliance. The United States and Japan can cooperate in ways that will boost economic growth, the ultimate solution to the looming budget squeeze. The two can expand collabora​tive research in technological fields with high commercial potential and promote demand-led growth in emerging markets to generate new export opportunities. Japan, an "infrastructure superpower," can help bring the United States into the 21st century by partnering with it on high-speed rail and starting other initiatives to modernize America's aging infrastructure. This would create jobs in both countries, enhance the overall competitiveness of the American economy and renew the bonds of affection that undergird the alliance. Likewise, the United States, a "start​up superpower," can support Japan's transition to an economy that is more hospitable to new, innovative corporations as well as large decades- old conglomerates.

2nC– Solvency O/V

The key way to enhance the alliance is having Tokyo and the United States cooperate on other issues – Futenma is not the only issue and it is deterring from other issues – and to publicize these activities. 

 Brad Glosserman - executive director of Pacific Forum Center for Strategic and International Studies. 4/12/2010. The Pacific Forum – CSIS. “Breaking point for the alliance?”. http://csis.org/files/publication/pac1019.pdf
Second, the government in Tokyo should outline all the ways that our two countries can and do work together. When it comes to bilateral cooperation, the story – not necessarily the reality – is “all Futenma, all the time.” The base issue is sucking all the air out of the room. Alliance managers insist that isn’t the case, but you couldn’t tell from reading the papers. A new narrative must be written. There is an extraordinary range of activities that our countries are already undertaking. They need to be publicized and our publics reminded of all the good that our partnership can do. Sheila Smith’s recent commentary – “Japan’s Moment to Shine,” PacNet 18, April, 9, 2010) identifies an obvious starting point – nuclear weapons policy. The list should be much longer. An upcoming PacNet by Yamamoto Aiichiro, “How to win the peace in Afghanistan,” outlining Japan’s contributions in Afghanistan provides another case in point.

US public explanation of the importance of Futenma is critical for the alliance. 

Bruce Klingner - visiting fellow at the Center for a New American Security. He contributes to the Asia-Pacific Security Program and other initiatives, a Japan Policy Fellow at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and an Adjunct Research Associate with the Institute for Defense Analyses. Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation. 4/21/2010. The Heritage Foundation. “Futenma Cast Shadow Over US Japan Alliance”. http://www.heritage.org/Research/Commentary/2010/04/Futenma-Cast-Shadow-Over-US-Japan-Alliance. 

The Obama Administration must remain resolute on the need to implement the force realignment agreement but do a better job publicly explaining the importance of U.S. military forces for the defense of Japan and other security contingencies. U.S. Marines on Okinawa are an indispensable and irreplaceable component of any U.S. response to an Asian crisis.

For its part, Tokyo should realize that allowing the Futenma wound to continue to fester distracts both nations from more important issues and strains important bilateral military ties. It is important that both countries understand that Japanese and U.S. national interests are best served by maintaining and strengthening the alliance. U.S. forwarddeployed forces in Japan and South Korea provide a tangible sign of Washington’s commitment to defending its allies as well as the values that these countries share. 

Japan Politics (Kan Good) ADV F/L – (1/7)
1. Even if Japan reduced half their debt they would still be on the road to financial meltdown, the plan is a band-aid solution – empirics prove 

Newsweek, “Kan's Megaproblem; Japan's debt is too big to manage. (International ed.). New York: Jun 21, 2010. Vol. 155, Iss. 25, Proquest) SM
Japan's former finance minister, Naoto Kan, has become the nation's fifth prime minister in just four years-and the predictable cycle of high expectations followed by mild cynicism has begun anew. How long he will remain in office is anyone's guess, but one thing is certain: trying to solve government finances could be for this premier the same kind of career killer that the Futenma base-relocation issue was for the last one.The inescapable math of an aging society that has been promised huge retirement and welfare benefits, which are not fully covered by taxes, could make Kan's tenure a true test of government and party leadership. Japan's gross debt-to-GDP ratio is second only to Zimbabwe, at almost 200 percent. Even if double counting the debt (what government agencies owe each other) were deducted, net debt is still 113 percent of GDP. That's about the same ratio as Greece, which ignited a continentwide financial meltdown earlier this year.No one can predict if or when the Japanese bond market will collapse, of course, but rating agencies, the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, and the International Monetary Fund have all publicly expressed concern. Aging populations exacerbate pension costs and pay fewer taxes. In Greece, the 65-and-over population is projected to increase from 18 percent of the total in 2005 to 25 percent in 2030. For Japan, the swell is worse, from 19.9 percent to 30 percent.Until recently, Japan's debt-the total of all annual budget deficits-was allowed to build thanks to the country's unique market conditions. With 95 percent of the national debt held by Japanese, increased government borrowing from its own citizens was arguably nothing more than a domestic transfer-a shift of funds from the right hand (taxes to pay off the debt) to the left hand (interest income for bond holders). As long as interest rates remained artificially low and competing investment opportunities in the private sector limited, the government could manage the bond market without depending on the kindness of foreign lenders. It could tap into the country's savings surplus until the economy recovered.Except for one unforeseen glitch: the economy never recovered. Throughout two "lost decades," Japan applied small Band-Aids to festering fiscal wounds that drained the country of its dynamism and prolonged the recession. In lieu of major tax cuts or aggressive spending that could have stimulated economic growth, the Japanese government and the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) opted for incremental tax hikes, increases on insurance premiums on social welfare, and minor cuts in benefits.Today, the government has maneuvered itself into a cul-de-sac. The three largest expenditures-social security, debt servicing, and tax transfers to local governments-have grown from 30 percent of the national budget and 1 percent of GDP in 1960, to staggering heights: 70 percent of the national budget, and 13 percent of GDP. Any attempt now to cut welfare benefits drastically, raise taxes sharply, or reduce its legal obligations to financially strained local economies like Osaka and Akita would, at least in the short term, throw the economy deeper into recession. Ironically, that would make delivering these promised benefits all the more difficult.The Hashimoto cabinet's failed attempt in 1997 to restore fiscal balance illustrates the dilemma. To avoid further debt financing, the government raised the consumption tax levied on goods and services (similar to a sales tax) from 3 percent to 5 percent. Within six months, Japan plunged into a deep recession. Tax and stamp revenues perversely fell 12 percent, forcing the government to issue even more bonds. Government bond sales rose 103 percent over the two-year period.If only Kan could halt deflation, which raises the real cost of debt, the vicious cycle would finally end. Highly leveraged companies would stop worrying about minimizing corporate debt and resume economic growth by investing in new projects. The stock market would rise. Unemployment would fall, and Kan would have proven himself to be a decisive leader. But to achieve this, Kan needs to persuade the Bank of Japan to print more money-something he failed to achieve as finance minister. This leaves Kan no other choice but to adopt LDP-style political theater: Reconvene previously abolished party-policy councils. Discuss raising the consumption tax (again). And talk, talk, talk. Welcome to the new government.
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2. Plan can’t solve for Japan’s broader economical problems – Japan’s isolationism ensures future economic downturn
Devin Stewart, Program Director and Senior Fellow, Carnegie Council for Ethics in International Affairs, Posted: April 29, 2010 04:01 PM 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/devin-stewart/slowing-japans-galapagos_b_557446.html) SM

It's true that shyness is so common in Japan that it almost considered a virtue. Where else would one find DVDs for sale to practice "just looking" at people or "Miterudake," as the product is called? But given its cultural proclivity for and historical experience with isolation (during its policy of sakoku), the last thing Japan needs is a reason to curl up inside its shell. An isolated Japan would be especially unfortunate as it would further erode the country's relevance in international politics as well as its economic competitiveness and prosperity. Amid economic doldrums and deflationary mentality, a declining population and growing anxiety about Japan's place in the world, and an enormous letdown after high hopes in the governing Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ), there is a danger that Japan might further withdraw. Japan's "Galapagos syndrome," a phrase originally coined to describe Japanese cell phones that were so advanced they had little in common with devices used in the rest of the world, could potentially spread to other parts of society. Indeed signs suggest it is happening already. The first sign is the current generation of Japanese in their 30s and 40s who have been distinguished by market experts for their adeptness at online shopping and generally avoiding the rest of society. More dramatic is the number of hikikomori or shut-ins who have given up on social life. According to a Japanese government website, the figure may stand at 3.6 million or about 3 percent of the entire population. This figure is far larger than the previous estimate of 1 million by renowned Japanese psychologist Tamaki Saito. As I argued earlier this year, Japan as a nation seems to be withdrawing and giving up on the world. Akiko Ikeda-Wei, a Japanese sociologist based in New York told me recently, "I am saddened by Japan's economic slump that has caused misery: the record-high unemployment rate and extremely unsettled and insecure feelings among thousands of Japanese employees." Echoing many of the Japanese professionals I have met in New York, Ikeda-Wei advised her countrymen to look for opportunity away from home--and don't look back. "If I were one of them, I would forget about seeking employment in Japan and leave, and look for a volunteer job somewhere in Africa or in the Middle East and try to use this opportunity to explore something new and innovative that can help others who are in great need." The problem is that the attitude of Japanese younger people today results in just the opposite. While her advice might be apt for many Japanese, "The fact is actually the other way around. Young people especially have become more inward-looking than ever, totally not interested in going abroad to work or to study," she said. An odd expression of this phenomenon is in the puzzling decision this month by Japan's largest business newspaper Nikkei to dissuade readers from linking to its website. As part of its strategy to require readers to pay for access, Nikkei has stipulated that people who wish to link to its website must fill out a written application. Nikkei's print circulation surpasses that of the New York Times and even The Wall Street Journal. But in the Internet world, the move looks as if the company were saying, "We are doing just fine with our print edition, so go away, Internet."Jean-Pierre Lehmann, a Japan expert at IMD Business School in Switzerland, has noticed a shift in attitude at companies such as Toyota Motor. In the 1980s, Lehmann would accompany Western managers to Japan to learn about its venerable production techniques. But over the course of the decade, he noticed "a subtle change." As he wrote this month in the Taipei Times, "Western management delegations continued to be politely received, but more often than not professional guides were appointed to show them around, and there was no dialogue with the Toyota managers, who previously had been keen to teach and learn. On the contrary, there was an undisguised sense of condescension toward the visiting foreign executives. Most distressing is that, like the creatures of Galapagos, the products of Japanese research and knowledge generation are becoming increasingly evolved yet nonetheless separate from global society. As recently chronicled by Japanese economy experts Hajime Ito and Jun Kurihara, Japan leads in number of patents in solid waste management and is number two after the United States in air pollution control, water pollution control, medical technology, pharmaceuticals, and biotechnology. Yet despite these impressive accomplishments, the country lags in cited research or core articles in the same fields, not even making the top ten. Why is this the case? Ito and Kurihara point to one possible cause: Japan's lack of international cooperation in the area of knowledge creation and the falling number of Japanese students attending U.S. universities. At elite American universities like Harvard and Berkeley, the number of Japanese students is falling and relatively small compared with their counterparts from South Korea and China. Japanese enrollment at Harvard has been declining for 15 years while enrollment from China and India has more than doubled. Only five Japanese students attended Harvard as undergraduates in 2009, and only one of them matriculated as a freshman. According to a study by the Institute for International Education, overall India is the leading sender of students to the United States, and while Japan was the fourth largest sender, its number was down by 4 percent to 33, 974 in 2008, down for a third straight year. Since 2000, undergraduate enrollment in U.S. universities has dropped 52 percent. These are figures incommensurate with the world's second largest economy. In March, Harvard President Drew Gilpin Faust even made a special trip to Japan to encourage more Japanese high school students to apply to the university. Faust met students in Japan who preferred to stay in the comfort of their own homes rather than going abroad. A Washington Post article this month featured students from Japan who passed up degrees from top U.S. universities to stay in Japan. To be sure, Japan's population is shrinking and the number of children 
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under 15 has declined for 28 consecutive years. But these trends don't entirely explain this more inward-looking attitude, which comes from a combination of domestic political dysfunction and economic malaise that has crept into popular culture. While Japan was once a larger consumer of American degrees, "an international degree is not as valued" in Japan, Faust is quoted as saying in the Washington Post article. While U.S. college degrees are become ever more expensive, enrollment from developing countries India and China have nevertheless led the pack and have risen in 2008 by 13 and 20 percent respectively. Pointing to the falling enrollment of Japanese in U.S. top universities, Ikeda-Wei told me, "Economic difficulty is already sad enough but I am even more saddened by this very short sighted, pessimistic, and unproductive attitude of young Japanese." She concluded, "If young people's attitude remains as such, it is very difficult to hope for Japan's bright future."Okada's play Enjoy whose endearing characters brought the world of Japan to audiences abroad was made possible by support from Japan Foundation and Japan Society, as well as the U.S. National Endowment for the Arts. With a declining population and exploding government debt, the future of Japanese military or "hard" power is uncertain. That is why for Japan to remain relevant, prosperous, and influential, institutions like the Japan Foundation, which is supported by the Japanese foreign ministry and promotes international exchange, and the Japan External Trade Organization (JETRO), which is supported by the economy ministry and promotes international trade and investment, have become increasingly important. (Full disclosure: I have worked with both institutions.)"Isolation hurts Japan's economy, especially in services," Robert Dujarric of Temple University Japan has recently noted. "If so few Japanese conglomerates have managed to establish themselves in the premier league outside of manufacturing, it is partly due to their mono-cultural and exclusively Japanese management. It puts them at a severe disadvantage when competing with foreign rivals run by multinational and multicultural staffs." Japanese language, which is considered by experts to be among the most difficult to learn, is highly adaptive to the Japanese high-context culture but irrelevant in most of the world outside this island nation.Institutions like the Japan Society in New York can act as powerful vectors of positive influence, coalescing Japanese innovators abroad to bring change to Japan. Unfortunately, just as the role of these cultural and economic institutions has become more critical, the mood in Japan for spending has unsurprisingly turned sour. While the government's approval rating has fallen to 24 percent, the one bright spot for Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has been the public spectacle he has made of the budget review process or "shiwake." Like corporate restructuring or "risutora" years ago, "shiwake" has become a word laden with controversy in Japan today--to some it is the democratization of the country's spending process, bringing openness and transparency; to others it is a sign of the country's decline and malaise. The fears were epitomized by a now-infamous comment downplaying scientific spending by a Japanese lawmaker who asked, "What's wrong with being number two?"For Japan to slow its Galapagos syndrome, it will need to support its soft power and foreign engagement institutions. The question mark in my mind is: Do the majority of Japanese want to slow their country's withdrawal from the world or would they prefer a comfortable decline? That's to be determined.
3. Their deadlock arguments are wrong – Kan has successfully pushed through other legislative items

Reuters, Aug 6, 2010 10:58 UTCHung Japan parliament enacts bill but risks remain

http://blogs.reuters.com/yoko-nishikawa/2010/08/06/hung-japan-parliament-enacts-bill-but-risks-remain/ 

TOKYO (Reuters) – Japan’s hung parliament enacted a bill on lawmakers’ pay on Friday, showing that embattled Prime Minister Naoto Kan can steer proposals through the deadlocked body.But policy stalemate still looms as a major risk.

Kan’s Democratic Party and its tiny ally lost their upper house majority in a July election, leaving them vulnerable and in need of new allies to help enact bills as they struggle to curb debt and engineer sustainable economic growth.

With a short extra session of parliament ending on Friday, the focus will move to the Democratic Party’s leadership vote on Sept. 14. Kan may face a challenge from party powerbroker Ichiro Ozawa, sidelined during the upper house election in an effort to woo voters put off by his scandal-tainted image.The Democratic Party will remain in power by virtue of its grip on parliament’s more powerful lower house and whoever wins the race for the party chief will be Japan’s prime minister.

“I think Kan will still win the party leadership race, but the problem is what comes next after that. There is a rocky road ahead for the Democrats,” said Takehiko Yamamoto of Waseda University in Tokyo. There was also, he said, a risk of policy vacuum pending the party leadership vote.Kan has called for the opposition to cooperate for the sake of the nation. He has repeatedly referred to a hung parliament in 1998, when ruling and opposition parties worked together to pass legislation to cope with a banking crisis.The enactment of the bill, which allows lawmakers to return part of their paycheques for days that they did not work, along with a bill on hospital closures, suggests that ruling and opposition parties are willing to work together in areas where they broadly agree.
Japan Politics (Kan Good) ADV F/L – (4/7)

4. Their internal link is wrong – a consumption tax aimed at curbing debt fails to stimulate growth

Motoshige Itoh is dean of the Graduate School of Economics and the Faculty of Economics of Tokyo University and president of the National Institute for Research Advancement. “Insights into the world/consider tax hikes to buoy economy” July 26, 2009 ) SM

This fiscal year, Japan will enter an extraordinary situation in which the government's national bond issues may exceed tax revenues--in other words, fiscal deficits may surpass tax revenues. Indeed, fiscal expenditures of late have swollen sharply due not only to increased social security spending amid the aging of society and a declining birthrate, but also to a series of emergency economic stimulus measures. We should try to extricate ourselves from such fiscal distress as early as possible. However, our options are seemingly limited to either a sharp tax hike or a bold cut in budgetary expenditures. In either case, the political choice appears too difficult to make a decision on. Given the current state of the economy, many people seem to be afraid that a tax increase will only result in further macroeconomic deterioration. On the spending side, it is quite difficult for politicians to muster up the courage to slash expenditures further, considering that the rise in spending stems mostly from increased social security outlays.But I wonder if a tax hike really will have a negative effect on the economy to any great extent. Those who dismiss a tax increase tend to do so in a matter-of-fact manner, but I think we should return to the starting point and study how a tax hike would actually affect the economy. To begin with, how should we react to the fact that Sweden and Denmark levy value added taxes (sales taxes) at a rate of about 25 percent but have better economic performances than countries with smaller tax burdens?The answer seems to be found in basic economics. According to a Keynesian model, if government tax revenues and expenditures increase equally, the economy will be boosted by the same amount as increased fiscal expenditures. This is a theory known as the balanced budget multiplier. Even if the government raises taxes by \50 trillion and spends all the extra revenues for expenditures, the theory goes, the economy will be stimulated by the equivalent of \50 trillion--which means the balanced budget multiplier is equal to 1.Unfortunately, the balanced budget multiplier model cannot be applied to Japan. Given that the Japanese government is heavily indebted and continues to suffer from huge fiscal deficits, it will have no choice but to use portions of increased tax revenues for redeeming debts or making up for fiscal shortfalls. Simply put, the Keynesian theory implies that a tax hike will have a negative impact on the economy if all increased revenues are used to repay government debts without raising fiscal expenditures. This can be instinctively understood by everybody, because in such a case an increase in tax burdens can translate into consumption and investment constraints.A modified Keynesian solutionNow, an interesting point emerges. We have just learned the economy will be stimulated if all revenues generated by a tax hike are used for expenditures, while the economy will be adversely affected if such revenues are all spent for debt redemption. Then, it should be theoretically viable to divert only a limited portion of increased tax revenues to debt repayment and the remaining amount to fiscal expenditures. This modified solution will cause no negative impact on the economy, while allowing the government to provide for parts of the increased tax revenues for debt redemption.To put it in more general terms, it will be possible to balance economic stimulus packages and fiscal reconstruction by raising taxes and spending parts of new revenues for fiscal injection into the economy. The more new tax revenues are allocated to fiscal expenditures, the less the tax hike contributes to fiscal rehabilitation. The more new revenues are used to repay debts, the less they are effective in kick-starting the stalled economy.When we look into the kind of tax increase that would be suitable for Japan, we need to think of balancing a tax hike and a rise in expenditures. When we talk about Japan's fiscal woes, debate inevitably tends to focus on the rapid accumulation of public debts. But the outstanding debts are a problem left over from the past. What is more important is the future's fiscal policy to cope with incremental social security spending against the backdrop of the aging of the population. The effect of a tax increase will be largely different depending on its purposes--for repaying past debts or for preparing for a future rise in social security spending. If we choose to reduce past debts by raising taxes, the economy will be worse off. On the other hand, a tax hike aimed at increasing social security spending amid the further graying of society will end up stimulating the economy.When we scrutinize the prevailing fiscal situation in Japan, we tend to think it necessary to raise taxes in order to trim debts. But it is not wise and practical to put too much emphasis on debt contraction. What I propose here is a solution that will make a tax hike a high priority to provide for rising social security spending, while allowing portions of the new revenues to finance debt redemption to the extent that such a fiscal reconstruction step will not trigger a serious deterioration of the economy.The other day, I learned an interesting point about the Swedish taxation system. When one thinks of Sweden, the country's 25 percent VAT may spring to mind. However, Sweden generates larger tax revenues from local income taxes with a flat rate of about 30 percent. The local income tax is levied on all Swedish people except those who are rich enough to be subject to wealth taxes with a higher rate. Swedish people reportedly regard the local income tax as compensation for medical care, nursing care, education, child care and other related services they receive. They also reportedly show little resistance to the 30 percent income tax because the relationship between public services and cost burdens is clearly accounted for. For most people, medical care, nursing care, education and child care are indispensable parts of their livelihoods; perhaps this makes them feel obliged to give up about 30 percent of their income for tax.30% income taxAn income tax rate of 30 percent tax rate may be too high for Japanese to accept. But, if the government simultaneously imposes a local income tax with a rate of about 10 percent and expands spending for social security and related services, it will be able to stimulate the economy on one hand and prevent, to some extent, the 
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fiscal structure from deteriorating due to the aging of society on the other. Furthermore, such a policy would help facilitate decentralization of administrative powers.All of the above is based on a fundamental Keynesian model. According to the neoclassical doctrine, which is at odds with Keynesianism, a tax hike aimed at reducing government debts will not aggravate the economy. This is a theory known as the Ricardian equivalence proposition. It goes: Government debts are equivalent to tax increases for future generations; therefore, many people will choose to cut back on consumption in preparation for future increments in tax burdens on themselves and their children; if the government raises taxes and downsizes its debts simultaneously, the increased tax itself has a tendency to depress consumption; nevertheless, a decrease in debts will make people look forward to the easing of future tax burdens, thereby stimulating consumption. Thus, in the Ricardian theory, named after David Ricardo, the effects of the two approaches--a tax hike and a reduction in debts--will offset each other, and a tax increase will not result in economic deterioration. Regardless of the academic dispute between Keynesians and neoclassical economists over which side is right, we now know that both theories tell us that a tax hike does not necessarily have a negative effect on the economy. More debates from a wider range of viewpoints should be held on the effects of a tax hike on people's daily lives.
5. Ineffective leadership ensures a failed economic recovery

Bruce Klinger, is a senior research fellow for Northeast Asia at the Heritage Foundation's Asian Studies Center. 
http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LG15Dh01.html, “More Political Stalemate for Japan” July 15, 2010 )SM
When Hatoyama was quickly replaced by Kan, the Japanese political system "worked" in the sense that it efficiently produced another leader, although without direct popular mandate. Yet, a system that results in four prime ministers in four years is flawed since it produces an assembly line of ineffective leaders. Having leaders jump overboard at the first gust of disapproval undermines important political concepts of perseverance and enduring leadership. Nor does it instill any inclination for a Japanese leader to remain faithful to principles and ideals by resolutely enduring critical yet vacillating public opinion in order to achieve national objectives. The result of such quick capitulation by the leadership is rapidly plummeting public confidence in the individual, cumulative cynicism of the parties and system, and decreasing national influence on the world stage. The DPJ has yet to prove it can lead and Kan is increasingly looking like yet another weak Japanese administration plagued by legislative stalemate and policy gridlock. But in a broader sense, neither the LDP nor the DPJ have displayed the vision or ability to govern the country effectively. This does not bode well for Japan's future. With the DPJ's aura of invincibility tarnished, the LDP and DPJ are now like two punch-drunk fighters bludgeoning each other to score tactical points but unable to deliver the knock out punch. The result is a Japan unable to fix its stagnant economic and massive government debt, address growing security challenges, or play a regional leadership role. Some analysts hope that the political tumult will eventually lead to a strategic political realignment in which the existing political parties disintegrate with new ideologically-based parties arising from their ashes. If that were to occur, it would offer the Japanese electorate a real choice between opposing political ideologies and policy objectives. This scenario, however, would require far greater dynamism than Japan has exhibited to date. In the meantime, the two Japanese political combatants will continue to inflict considerable damage on each other, as well as the country's hopes of economic revival or international influence. 
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6. Status quo stimulus solves Japanese economy 

Reuters, August 4. 2010 Japan PM says watching signals for fresh stimulus, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTOE67401B20100805
TOKYO, Aug 5 (Reuters) - Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan said he is closely watching the economy's performance to see if fresh stimulus is needed, as worries mount that the world's No.2 economy is losing steam.

Japan's trade minister sounded a note of caution about a rise in the yen and said the government may need to respond, but he did not elaborate."Generally speaking, the economy is picking up steadily but the jobless rate is at a high level and optimism is not warranted about the situation in other countries," Kan told a parliamentary committee on Thursday.

"We will closely watch how the economy is performing to decide whether we need to take some kind of response."

Kan said the government may finance fresh stimulus steps with budget reserves for the current fiscal year to next March.

Economists estimate Japan's economy slowed considerably in the April-June second quarter after expanding an annualised 5 percent in the first quarter, as export growth moderated and a boost to consumer spending from government incentives faded. [ID:nTOE671050]The outlook for the export-driven economy is clouded by the latest rise in the yen towards a 15-year high against the faltering dollar, but the government's hands are tied by public debt that is nearly twice the size of the $5 trillion economy."I am really concerned about the yen's recent rise," Trade Minister Masayuki Naoshima told the same committee meeting."Japan's companies are now competing with Chinese and South Korean firms. In China and South Korea their currencies are linked to the dollar so in that sense they don't face currency risks. But Japanese firms are facing huge currency risks ... In that sense, we may need to take some sort of action in the future."As Naoshima's ministry has no jurisdiction over currency intervention, he apparently represented the concerns of Japanese manufacturers who rely on exports.The benchmark 10-year government bond yield JP10YTN=JBTC fell below 1 percent on Wednesday, reflecting investors' concerns about the impact on Japan's economy of the yen's rise and sputtering U.S. growth.Analysts also say any response from the government would be limited by the current deadlock in parliament, after the ruling Democratic Party suffered a defeat in an upper house election last month. (Additional reporting by Yoko Nishikawa; Editing by Michael Watson) 

7. Kan’s backing off tax reform – too much opposition

BBC News, “Poll Blow raises Japanese economic fears,” July 12, 2010, http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/10594674) SM
His Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) and its tiny coalition ally lost their majority in the upper house of parliament.

Japan has already suffered two decades of economic stagnation; now it faces political stagnation too unless Mr Kan can persuade small parties to help him pass laws.Worse, this election may well have put paid, for now, to any thoughts of tackling Japan's massive public debt.It is already nearly twice the size of the economy's annual output, and growing.

This year the government expects to borrow around as much as it raises from taxes.

The prime minister had argued that without action the country faced a Greece-style meltdown and he suggested doubling sales tax to 10%.During the latter stages of the campaign Mr Kan rowed back, saying any tax increase would not come for several years.It may be that it was the appearance of dithering and weak leadership that turned voters against the prime minister.
But the message being digested by Japan's politicians is that talking about austerity is poison at the ballot box.

8. Japan’s economy is headed for sustainable growth.

RTT News (United States), 7/21/2010, http://www.rttnews.com/ArticleView.aspx?Id=1364934

(RTTNews) - The Japanese government said on Wednesday that the economy is picking up steadily, although it faces a difficult situation such as high unemployment rate. In its monthly economic report, the Cabinet Office said despite the severe labor market situation, the economy is expected to be headed for a self-sustaining recovery as corporate profits continue to improve. This assessment reflects the improvement in overseas economies and the effects of policy measures including the emergency economic measures.
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9. Tax reform causes a Japanese economic depression.

Chikafumi Hodo, Chief Correspondent for Reuters, 6/28/2010, Reuters, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65R1XF20100628
Japan's benchmark 10-year bond yield could sink below 1 percent if the country doubled its sales tax to around 10 percent, the head of Western Asset Management's Japan unit said on Monday. New Prime Minister Naoto Kan has pitched such a hike as a necessary step to rein in Japan's massive public debt but this could significantly depress the economy, Naoya Orime told the Reuters Japan Investment Summit. "The level of the 10-year JGB yield could quickly fall to around 0.75-0.8 percent if the sales tax was raised to 10 percent," Orime said. While a sales tax hike could push up the consumer price index in the short run, the move could intensify deflation concerns and trigger heavy JGB purchases, he added. The 10-year yield declined to a seven-year low of 1.125 percent last week on the view that Kan is more serious about fiscal reform than many of his predecessors. It was 1.150 percent on Monday.

EXT 1NC #2 – Alt Causes

Higher interest rates will be the main cause of a Japanese economic disaster 

BBC News, “Poll Blow raises Japanese economic fears,” July 12, 2010, http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/10594674) SM
Debt crisis 

Opinion is divided about the threat posed by the country's debt.

Many feel Mr Kan's warnings of an impending crisis may have gone too far because 95% of the government's bonds are held by Japanese savers and institutions.

They are much less likely to cut and run than the foreign creditors to which many other countries owe money.

But doom-mongers argue that as Japan's population continues to age the savings rate is likely to decline further, forcing Japan eventually to borrow more from abroad. 

The higher interest rates demanded could make servicing the debt unsustainable, tipping the country into the abyss.

What is not in doubt is if the crunch comes it would dwarf the problems posed by Greece.

Japan is the world's second biggest economy, and in a crisis could be expected to draw in its resources, massive corporate investment abroad and a huge stake in the debt of the US government.

EXT 1NC #8 – Japan’s Economy Strong Now

Japan’s recovery is continuing now

WSJ (Wall Street Journal), 7/5/2010, "Japan Economy Minister: Economic Recovery Trend Unchanged", http://online.wsj.com/article/BT-CO-20100705-706129.html, AT

TOKYO (Dow Jones)--Japan's economy minister said Tuesday that in spite of the weak Japanese share market and the rising yen, the economy is continuing to recover. "The Japanese economy's recovery trend hasn't changed," Satoshi Arai, Japan's Minister of State for Economic and Fiscal Policy, told a regular news conference. He also said he's watching moves in the domestic share market.
Japan’s economy is improving and headed for a self-sustaining recovery

Tomoyuki Tachikawa, Megumi Fujikawa, WSJ (Wall Street Journal), 6/30/2010, " Manufacturers in Japan Turn Positive ", http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703426004575339561038102240.html, AT

TOKYO -- Sentiment among big manufacturers in Japan unexpectedly turned positive for the first time in two years, the Bank of Japan's June tankan survey showed Thursday, signaling that a solid expansion in exports has helped light a fire under sluggish domestic demand. The headline diffusion index in the central bank's quarterly survey of corporate sentiment showed that conditions among large manufacturers rose to 1 in June from minus 14 in the March survey. The reading was much better than the median forecast of economists surveyed by Dow Jones Newswires for minus 4. The figure represents the percentage of companies saying business conditions are good minus those saying conditions are bad. The reason behind the improvement in corporate confidence is that healthy demand for Japanese goods in emerging economies, including China, continues to benefit Japanese firms and is prompting them to increase capital spending. A recovery in corporate earnings, as well as government stimulus measures, has also helped income and employment conditions pick up, underpinning consumer spending at home. Japan's economy looks likely to advance along a self-sustaining recovery path, analysts say. "The tankan confirms that the economy keeps steadily recovering," said Tatsushi Shikano, senior economist at Mitsubishi UFJ Morgan Stanley Securities. "We expect the country's business sentiment to continue improving on the back of robust domestic and external demand."

1NC #9 – Tax Reform Bad – Japan Economy

Tax reform causes a Japanese economic recession – history proves.

Paul J. Scalise, research fellow at Temple University Japan, guest columnist at Newsweek, 6/12/2010; http://www.newsweek.com/2010/06/12/kan-s-megaproblem.html
Japan’s former finance minister, Naoto Kan, has become the nation’s fifth prime minister in just four years—and the predictable cycle of high expectations followed by mild cynicism has begun anew. How long he will remain in office is anyone’s guess, but one thing is certain: trying to solve government finances could be for this premier the same kind of career killer that the Futenma base-relocation issue was for the last one. The inescapable math of an aging society that has been promised huge retirement and welfare benefits, which are not fully covered by taxes, could make Kan’s tenure a true test of government and party leadership. Japan’s gross debt-to-GDP ratio is second only to Zimbabwe, at almost 200 percent. Even if double counting the debt (what government agencies owe each other) were deducted, net debt is still 113 percent of GDP. That’s about the same ratio as Greece, which ignited a continent-wide financial meltdown earlier this year. No one can predict if or when the Japanese bond market will collapse, of course, but rating agencies, the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, and the International Monetary Fund have all publicly expressed concern. Aging populations exacerbate pension costs and pay fewer taxes. In Greece, the 65-and-over population is projected to increase from 18 percent of the total in 2005 to 25 percent in 2030. For Japan, the swell is worse, from 19.9 percent to 30 percent. Until recently, Japan’s debt—the total of all annual budget deficits—was allowed to build thanks to the country’s unique market conditions. With 95 percent of the national debt held by Japanese, increased government borrowing from its own citizens was arguably nothing more than a domestic transfer—a shift of funds from the right hand (taxes to pay off the debt) to the left hand (interest income for bond holders). As long as interest rates remained artificially low and competing investment opportunities in the private sector limited, the government could manage the bond market without depending on the kindness of foreign lenders. It could tap into the country’s savings surplus until the economy recovered. Except for one unforeseen glitch: the economy never recovered. Throughout two “lost decades,” Japan applied small Band-Aids to festering fiscal wounds that drained the country of its dynamism and prolonged the recession. In lieu of major tax cuts or aggressive spending that could have stimulated economic growth, the Japanese government and the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) opted for incremental tax hikes, increases on insurance premiums on social welfare, and minor cuts in benefits. Today, the government has maneuvered itself into a cul-de-sac. The three largest expenditures—social security, debt servicing, and tax transfers to local governments—have grown from 30 percent of the national budget and 1 percent of GDP in 1960, to staggering heights: 70 percent of the national budget, and 13 percent of GDP. Any attempt now to cut welfare benefits drastically, raise taxes sharply, or reduce its legal obligations to financially strained local economies like Osaka and Akita would, at least in the short term, throw the economy deeper into recession. Ironically, that would make delivering these promised benefits all the more difficult.

Tax reform causes deflation without increasing tax revenue, jacking Japan’s economic recovery.

Yuka Hayashi, 3/1/2010, Wall Street Journal, “Japan takes hard look at massive debt”, http://www.theaustralian.com.au/business/news/japan-takes-hard-look-at-massive-debt/story-e6frg90x-1225835451996

Raising the tax could hurt Mr Hatoyama's party in future elections, including elections for the upper house of parliament set for July. The idea is unpopular with voters, especially Japan's large bloc of senior citizens. But advocates say a tax increase is probably the most effective way to reduce the deficit and secure funds to cover the nation's ballooning pension and medical costs. Experts generally agree an increase in the sales tax is inevitable, but differ on how it should be implemented. Some argue any increase should be phased in slowly and not started until it's clear it won't kill Japan's economic recovery. Japan has gone down this road before. A 1997 sales-tax increase triggered a sharp drop in consumption and was blamed for pushing the economy back into a slump and sparking a broad decline of prices for goods and services in the economy. The tax idea faces opponents inside the government too. International Affairs Minister Kazuhiro Haraguchi, said: "I'd like to point out boosting tax burdens when (Japan's) regions and economy are fatigued like this would only result in lower tax revenues."
EXT 1NC #9 – Tax Reform Bad – Japan Economy

Raising the consumption tax empirically derails Japanese growth.

Economist, 6/24/2010, "Enter the prudent Mr Kan", http://www.economist.com/world/asia/displaystory.cfm?story_id=16438735

Promising higher taxes to deflation-coshed voters just ahead of an important election would be a strange calculation in any country. In Japan it has additional political and economic poignancy. The consumption tax reaped devastating results for its supporters in upper-house elections shortly after it was introduced in 1989. After it was raised to 5% in 1997, it once more harmed its sponsors and helped derail Japan’s economic recovery, plunging the country into a second lost decade of economic growth.

Raising taxes ends growth, causing deflation.

Robert Gavin, economics reporter-Boston Globe 7/21/2010, Eric Rosengren = president of the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston, http://www.boston.com/business/articles/2010/07/21/rosengren_says_keep_stimulus_rolling/

Rosengren pointed to Japan's experience, which he studied as an economic researcher. Japan experienced a similar real estate bust and banking crisis in the 1990s, which policy makers battled by cutting interest rates and boosting government spending. As the economy began to rebound and concerns about budget deficits grew, Japanese policy makers raised taxes and cut spending too soon, stalling the recovery and setting off deflation: a debilitating cycle of falling prices. Deflation, a mark of the Great Depression, occurs when weak demand drives businesses to slash prices to attract buyers, who remain on the sidelines waiting for prices to fall further. Inventories build, businesses cut production, and more workers lose jobs. Consumers cut spending, and the cycle repeats. Once deflation sets in, Rosengren said, it is very difficult for policy makers to revive the economy. “In Japan,'' he said, “it's been a 15-year battle that they have yet to win.''

Impact – Tax Reform Bad – AT: Tax Reform Key to the Economy

Japan’s economy is stable – the consumption tax will crush growth.

(Andy Hoffman, Barrie McKenna, Globe and Mail, 7/12/10, " Setback at polls casts doubt on Japan's economic reforms    ", http://www.theglobeandmail.com/report-on-business/economy/setback-at-polls-casts-doubt-on-japans-economic-reforms/article1636586/)

Despite its debt issues and troubling inflation, Japan's economy has performed well lately, with GDP increasing 4.6 per cent in the first quarter, the second-fastest among the Group of Eight countries behind Canada. As well, Japan's debt troubles are less problematic than many countries because the vast majority of government debt is held by domestic investors. The election losses will make it more difficult for Mr. Kan to push fiscal austerity. But Drummond Brodeur, vice-president and portfolio manager at Signature Global Advisors in Toronto, noted that it was always going to be a hard sell for Mr. Kan because there's no sense of urgency among the Japanese to put the country's fiscal house in order. “;Japan has been in a deflationary, stagnant economy for two decades now. So there's no sense of crisis,” he said. Nor is there a sense of crisis in financial markets: Interest rates are near zero and the yen is near its all-time high versus the U.S. dollar. Mr. Brodeur also pointed out that Mr. Kan was facing dissent within his party on the consumption-tax hike, even before the Upper House election. There's a legitimate concern that raising the consumption tax could hurt Japan's fragile consumer economy, just as it did in the mid-1990s, the last time the rate was hiked, he said. 
Kan’s tax reform proposal won’t generate additional revenue – there’s only a risk it hurts growth.

The Yomiuri Shimbun, 7/14/2010, Daily Yomiuri Online, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/editorial/20100715TDY02T05.htm
During the election campaign, Kan suggested strengthening the progressive taxation system, under which high-income earners and others bear heavier tax burdens. However, the maximum income tax rate already stands at 40 percent, which is high by international standards. Because this rate is applied to only a few taxpayers, no visible tax revenue increase can be expected from Kan's plan. Rather, the prime minister seemed to be trying to fend off public criticism that the proposed consumption tax hike would hurt the pockets of the wider general public. Raising the maximum income tax rate will discourage people from working hard and undermine efforts to energize the country's businesses.
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