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Strat Sheet

This is just a supplement – make sure you use the old case neg as well. 

First are the non-uniques – credit goes to Krishan. 

You can use these arguments to non-unique the impacts to their advantages. These are especially good arguments to have if you are going for Case-DA. 

Next are the impact turns

These are all pretty good cards – good to have on case. You should read the alliance cards as an Alliance DA. I haven’t really put together the shell because you can put it together however you want. But you can just read the BMD key to alliance cards, and then read impacts to the alliance. Those impacts will be in the japan aff. 

Go. Fight. Win. 
***Non-Uniques***
US/ Japan Coop since ‘99

US/Japan Aegis cooperation since 1999

Missile Defense Agency, part of USFG, 2010, RIM-161 SM-3 (AEGIS Ballistic Missile Defense), Global Security, http://www.globalsecurity.org/space/systems/sm3.htm

The United States Navy and the Missile Defense Agency are developing Standard Missile-3 (SM-3) as part of the Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense System that will provide allied forces and U.S. protection from short to intermediate range ballistic missiles. The SM-3 Kinetic Warhead (KW) is designed to intercept an incoming ballistic missile outside the earth’s atmosphere. Lockheed Martin Maritime Systems and Sensors develops the Aegis BMD Weapon System. The SM-3 is under development by Raytheon at its Missile Systems business unit in Tucson, Arizona.  Aegis BMD has worked closely with Japan since 1999 to design and develop advanced components for the SM-3 missile. Other prospective international participants include: 

[If they say 2007 then they are just talking about Block IIA development and that isn’t what their ev assumes]


Article 9 - Japan won’t Revise

Japan empirically does not want to change article 9

Lord, Adjunct Fellow, Reischauer Center for East Asian Studies, 7/19/2010, Japan’s Defense Establishment in a Post July 11 World: Looking Ahead, http://bit.ly/98rT03

Second, we can expect continuity in Japan’s internal divide over its strategic direction. Although most have described the last five years in Japan as a time of change, such assessments often overlook something that hasn’t changed much—a divided public that is far from consensus on where they want their country to go. On constitutional revision, for example, yearly polls have tracked this divide with surprising consistency; despite an increasingly scary neighborhood, underscored by the DPRK’s first test of a crude nuclear device in October 2006 and designation by the IAEA as a fully fledged nuclear power in April 2009, the proportion of Japanese in favor of revising a constitution which prohibits Japan from maintaining a military, declaring war, or engaging in the defense of allies continues to hover around half, and often falls below the 50% mark. In 2010, 2008, and 2007, for example, only 47%, 48%, and 46% of respondents felt that constitutional revision was necessary—with 2009 and 2005 figures only slightly higher, at 53% and 54%, respectively. Even more telling, among those who do want to revise the constitution, only a small minority—15%, according to polls from April 2010 and 2009—believe that changing Article 9 is the primary reason why. In fact, polls over the last two years have found that the percentage of Japanese opposed to revising article 9, which renounces the right to declare war or maintain land, sea, and air forces, has been in the mid and upper sixties.  In short, on the most central issues of Japan’s strategic direction related to the use of force, a deeply divided electorate which leans heavily against revising Article 9 has survived longer than Prime Ministers Abe, Fukuda, Aso, Hatoyama, and perhaps even Kan 

SDP will stop constitutional revision

Khan, Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi 5/19/10, Is Japan ready to shun the Peace Constitution? Institute for Defense Studies and Analysis, http://www.idsa.in/idsacomments/IsJapanreadytoshunthePeaceConstitution_sakhan_190510

The LDP, which is to submit a draft proposal of constitutional revisions to the current Diet session, would have to rely on other pro-amendment parties including the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) to gain a two-third majority in the Diet. The ruling DPJ is not averse to the idea of revising the constitution. In fact, the DPJ leader and Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama2  as well as DPJ Secretary General Ichiro Ozawa3  have in the past presented their own proposals on how to amend the Constitution including Article 9. But since the DPJ was formed by the dissidents of the LDP and SDP, opposition will come from within a faction of DPJ which still carries the legacy of left politics. The SDP, a junior coalition partner to the DPJ government, will act as yet another drag on the issue. SDP chief Mizuho Fukushima has made it clear that she will oppose any moves on Constitution revision. “I will not allow the Diet chambers constitutional research panels to get under way,” the Japan Times quoted Fukushima as saying. Thus, gaining two-third majority on the issue of Constitutional revision in the present Diet appears very difficult.


Article 9 – Revision unnecessary
Japanese courts with get around article 9

Japan Times, 6/24/09, Suit on legality of SDF Iraq dispatch rejected, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20090424a6.html

OKAYAMA (Kyodo) The Okayama District Court dismissed a lawsuit Thursday in which more than 200 plaintiffs argued the past deployment of Self-Defense Forces elements in and around Iraq was unconstitutional.  Presiding Judge Teruo Koga gave no judgment on the constitutionality of the SDF deployment, while rejecting the plaintiffs' demand that the state pay them ¥10,000 each as consolation money.  The judge also rejected the demand that the SDF deployment be suspended, saying the plaintiffs have no right of claim under the Civil Code over execution of the country's administrative power.  He dismissed another of the plaintiffs' arguments that the deployment infringed on their right to live peacefully because the risk of being targeted by terrorists has increased.  Thursday's decision was the last judicial judgment on a series of lawsuits filed with 11 district courts across the country against the deployment of SDF troops for support activities in Iraq, according to lawyers representing the plaintiffs. 

Special laws circumvent article 9

Japan Times, 6/20/08, Major ruling on SDF's Iraq mission, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/ed20080420a1.html

In July 2003, the special law to allow the SDF to provide humanitarian support for Iraqi reconstruction was enacted. On the basis of the law a Ground Self-Defense Force unit was sent to Samawah in southern Iraq, but was withdrawn in July 2006. An ASDF unit composed of thee C-130 transport aircraft and about 200 ASDF members was sent to Kuwait. Initially the unit's transport mission was limited to southern Iraq. But later the ASDF flights were expanded to Baghdad and Arbil in northern Iraq.

Article 9 – Violated already
US cooperation and SDF dispatch break article 9

Pyle, wrote Japan Rising, 2007, Asia Policy, No. 4, , p. 209

Japan is not regarded as a ‘normal’ nation because it renounced to war and belligerency as sovereign right and the use of force as means of settling international disputes. The Japanese government’s traditionally held view on Article 9,  encompasses what Kenneth Pyle has called the ‘eight self-binding restrictions’: no dispatch of SDF abroad, no collective defence arrangements, no power projection capability, no more than 1% GDP for defence, no nuclear arms, no sharing of military technology, no exporting of arms, and no military use of space.[5]  Since no other country in the world has explicitly restricted its security role in this manner, Japan has generally been distinguished for its ‘exceptionalism’ or ‘unique status’ in terms of security.

BMD already violated Article 9

Cronin, Specialist in Asian affairs, 3/19/02, Japan-US Cooperation on Ballistic Missile Defense, CRS Report for Congress, http://bit.ly/aQgYCX

Thus far, the Administration’s program change has not deterred Japan from cooperative research on missile defense, but the policy shift has unsettled Japanese leaders and created additional political obstacles to bilateral BMD cooperation. The new U.S. approach has been criticized in the Japanese press and the Diet (parliament), both because of the potential violation of the implied ban on “collective defense” contained in Article 9 of Japan’s U.S.-imposed “Peace Constitution,” and also because the Bush initiative requires the United States to withdraw from the U.S.- Russian Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty, which Tokyo has long regarded as an important element of strategic stability. An integrated U.S.-Japan BMD capability aimed at protecting third countries would raise the same constitutional issues. 

TMD - Cooperation
US and Japan already have and cooperate with TMD
Medeiros, Senior Research Associate, and, Saunders, Program Director, January 2003,Theater Missile Defense and Northeast Asian Security, CNS East Asia Nonproliferation Program, Center for Nonproliferation Studies (CNS), Monterey Institute of International Studies

The United States is the leading proponent of TMD deployments in East Asia. U.S. policymakers view TMD as a means to protect U.S. allies and friends in Asia from the growing threat of regional missile proliferation. U.S. plans focus on TMD cooperation with Japan and Taiwan. The United States is currently conducting joint research with Japan on technologies used in advanced TMD systems. The United States has also discussed the possibility of selling Taiwan TMD systems with limited capabilities. South Korea, a major U.S. ally in Asia, is not interested in TMD systems. Many Asian nations strongly oppose U.S. TMD plans. Countries such as China and North Korea fear TMD deployments would trigger a regional arms race, allow the United States to dominate East Asia, and generally foster regional instability.


TMD – China Concern Since 99
China concerned about TMD since 99

Asian Political News, Jan 4, 1999, China expresses concern about Japan's TMD program, http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0WDQ/is_1999_Jan_4/ai_53537230/

BEIJING, Dec. 30 Kyodo China expressed concern Wednesday about Japan's recent decision to start joint research with the United States on a theater missile defense (TMD) system and launch spy satellites. China is deeply concerned about ''the political and military connotation'' of Japan's decision as well as the possible impact on regional and global security, Xinhua News Agency quoted Foreign Ministry spokesman Zhu Bangzao as saying.


ICBM – Interception Now

Aegis can intercept ICBMs- could do since 2004

Sieff, UPI Senior News Analyst, 6/23/06, Can The US ABM System Actually Shoot Down A Taepodong 2, United Press Int’l, http://www.spacewar.com/reports/Can_The_US_ABM_System_Actually_Shoot_Down_A_Taepodong_2.html

However, if the U.S. armed forces needed to shoot down a Tapeodong 2, their best bet might not be the controversial GBIs in Alaska, but using their RIM 161A anti-ballistic missiles, better-known as Standard Missile-3s, deployed on Aegis class cruisers and destroyers in the Sea of Japan and the Western Pacific Ocean.  The first of those warships and ABM systems have been operational since September 2004.  Hutchison in his analysis noted that the SM-3 has a range of over 300 miles and is able to hit targets up to 100 miles above sea level "with a kinetic kill vehicle that uses infra-red guidance, which destroys incoming warheads with a direct impact," traveling at almost 6,000 miles per hour. 

Aegis intercepts ICBM – has been tested

AFP, 3/17/2009, ‘Weaponry could defend US against NKorean missile', Agence France Presse, http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5hnJ-fylr6iG3STSqns4BBrsE_n_A

"I think it's the belief of people who deal with this matter in this building that the technology works," said Pentagon spokesman Geoff Morrell.  In the event of a North Korean missile launch, the United States could draw on missile defense weaponry on Navy Aegis ships in the Sea of Japan as well as interceptors based in California and Alaska.  According to the US Missile Defense Agency, the missile defense system has worked successfully in 37 of 47 tests against a range of missile types since 2001.  In December, the US military said it had conducted a successful test involving a simulated attack of a fake missile mimicking an intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) from North Korea. 

[In case they challenge you – taepodong 2 is an ICBM]

Taepodong 2 is an ICBM (Intercontinental Ballistic Missile)

Sieff, UPI Senior News Analyst, 6/23/06, Can The US ABM System Actually Shoot Down A Taepodong 2, United Press Int’l, http://www.spacewar.com/reports/Can_The_US_ABM_System_Actually_Shoot_Down_A_Taepodong_2.html

North Korea is preparing to test launch its Taepodong 2 nuclear-capable intercontinental ballistic missile with a range of 2,100 miles to 2,700 miles. The Washington Times has reported that America's high-tech, controversial and cutting edge ballistic missile defense system was activated in response.
Japan has SM 2 to intercept missiles

Hutchison, writer for strategypage.com, 6/2/06, Strategy Page, Shutting Down Hostile ICBMs, http://www.strategypage.com/htmw/hticbm/articles/20060602.aspx#

The North Korean missile threat is somewhat more different, and easier to deal with. Japan and the United States are both fielding the SM-3 missile, which has already proven it can intercept incoming ballistic missiles. The SM-2, also in use by both the U.S. Navy and the Japanese Maritime Self-Defense Force, recently carried out a successful intercept of a ballistic missile in the terminal phase. Both Japan and the United States also use land-based Patriot PAC-3 missiles. The result is a multi-layered system that will be able to blunt any North Korean attack

China – No Anti-Satellite Program
China wont be able to make a substantial anti satellite program – despite two decades work

Deters and Yuan, Center for Nonproliferation Studies, 7/22/02, China's Space Capabilities and the Strategic Logic of Anti-Satellite Weapons
Despite numerous indications that China is interested in developing ASAT weapons and significant overall improvements in China's space program over the last two decades, China still lacks a number of capabilities that would be required for a viable ASAT program. These limitations include:       * Limited tracking capabilities. China continues to rely heavily on shared and leased space tracking facilities, which might not be available in the event of a conflict. Despite a domestic network, two foreign sites, and four tracking ships, the Chinese tracking system does not have a global reach.      * Limited launch capabilities. Although its launch capabilities have been improving, China still lacks the launch on-demand capability required for space warfare and for an effective ASAT system.      * Vulnerable infrastructure. China's immobile launch facilities, tracking facilities, space infrastructure, and possible ground-based laser sites would all be vulnerable to attack. 

China wont pursue anti-satellite program despite what it seems

Deters and Yuan, Center for Nonproliferation Studies, 7/22/02, China's Space Capabilities and the Strategic Logic of Anti-Satellite Weapons
 Although open source information clearly indicates Chinese interest and scientific research in ASAT weapons and technologies, the available evidence is insufficient to determine if China has an active program to develop and deploy ASAT weapons. This conclusion is based largely on an assessment of China's current space capabilities and inferences based on open-source information about Chinese ASAT-relevant scientific research. Direct information on Chinese ASAT weapons programs and possible operational capabilities is limited and of questionable reliability. The evidence is insufficient to reach a definitive judgment on whether China has an active ASAT weapons program or a limited operational ASAT capability. However, if China did have a robust operational capability, there would probably be more indications (in terms of tests and physical infrastructure) than have been observed to date. 


China – Anti-Satellite Now
China tested an anti-satellite missile – it collided with something – nothing happened

Kaufman and Linzer, Washington Post Staff Writers, 12/19/07, China Criticized for Anti-Satellite Missile Test, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/01/18/AR2007011801029.html

The Chinese military used a ground-based missile to hit and destroy one of its aging satellites orbiting more than 500 miles in space last week -- a high-stakes test demonstrating China's ability to target regions of space that are home to U.S. spy satellites and space-based missile defense systems.  The test of anti-satellite technology is believed to be the first of its kind in two decades by any nation and raised concerns about the vulnerability of U.S. satellites and a possible arms race in space.  China's action drew sharp protests from other nations with satellite programs -- a predictable response that experts said dramatically illustrates Chinese willingness to face broad international criticism when it comes to space, which Beijing considers a key part of the push to modernize its military and increase its ability to compete in high-tech warfare.  "The U.S. believes China's development and testing of such weapons is inconsistent with the spirit of cooperation that both countries aspire to in the civil space area," National Security Council spokesman Gordon Johndroe said yesterday. "We and other countries have expressed our concern regarding this action to the Chinese."  A spokesman at the Chinese Embassy said that he had no information about the anti-satellite test. The Chinese military did not mention the test either. But a Chinese newspaper that concentrates on foreign affairs, Global Times, relayed the reports from Washington in today's editions. The newspaper quoted Maj. Gen. Peng Guangquin as saying that the U.S. government was making too much of the test.  In addition to introducing a renewed military dimension to space, the destruction of the Chinese satellite created a large "debris cloud" that can seriously damage other satellites in nearby orbit, and possibly even spacecraft on their way to the moon or beyond. Analysts said that based on computer models, as many as 300,000 pieces of debris may have been created. While many would be very small, they said, hundreds would be large enough to create potentially serious problems. 

***BMD Good***
BMD Good – 5 Reasons (1/2)
Japan BMD Good

A. Japan countering verse missile attack 

Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 
According to proponents, the deployment of a BMD system to protect Japanese citizens and military forces offers several potential benefits. First, such a system could significantly strengthen Japans ability to counter the above mentioned emergent ballistic missile threats. In particular, Japan is potentially vulnerable to missile attacks or threats from North Korea in the context of a Korean conflict, and perhaps from China in the context of a military crisis over Taiwan.1 In both instances, Japan could be targeted either as a result of its use as a nearby base area for U.S. forces or because of its direct involvement in such crises. The potential threat from North Korea gained considerable salience for the Japanese when Pyongyang fired a Taepodong (TPD) missile over northern Japan in 1998 (discussed below), although most analysts agree that the greater threat to Japan conies from North Korea’s shorter-range Nodong missiles. Japan might also be vulnerable to accidental or unauthorized missile attacks from the states of the former Soviet Union, or missile attacks/threats from terrorists. Although the latter threat seems unlikely, some observers believe that Asian animosities toward Japan stemming from World War II make this a scenario that defense strategists should at least not ignore.


B. Key to bilateral alliance

Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 
Second, a BMD system might strengthen the credibility of the US. defense commitment to Japan and improve political cooperation and military coordination between Tokyo and Washington. An effective BMD system capable of offering significant protection to both U.S. forces in Japan and Japanese citizens would arguably reduce the chance that limited conventional or even WMD ballistic missile threats might erode the willingness of the United States to defend or support Japan in a crisis or might more generally impair U.S. force effectiveness in East Asia.3 Conversely, such a system might also strengthen the willingness of Japan to support the United States in a potential military crisis. On a narrower level, an effective BMD system would also likely encourage improvements in bilateral defense doctrine, the integration of battle management/command control, and communications (BMD/C3) systems between the two armed forces, and the general interoperability of U.S. and Japanese military units. If effectively managed, it could also enhance the overall level of political trust and cooperation existing between the United States and Japan.

C. Enhances technology development – key to Japans defense and market
Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 

Fourth, a Japanese BMD system might also facilitate the acquisition of sophisticated technologies and industrial capabilities, such as software and systems integration and missile technology, that would be of significant use to both the self-defense forces and private industry. The indigenous development or acquisition of these and other technologies and development processes could strengthen Japan’s ability to adopt a more independent defense posture, should the need arise.1 Such technologies and processes might also strengthen Japan’s overall defense industrial base, benefit ailing defense industry corporations, or generate significant spin-off advantages to Japan’s commercial sector. The cooperative development and technology sharing required could also benefit both the Japanese self-defense forces and the private sector by leading to the relaxation of Japan’s stringent arms export controls, thereby expanding the market and reducing the costs of defense-related technologies.
BMD Good – 5 Reasons (2/2)

D. Japan contribution to UN peacekeeping efforts

Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 
Fifth, a workable, mobile sea- or land-based BMD capability could constitute an important Japanese contribution to future UN peacekeeping or humanitarian efforts. Such a capability would permit Japan to contribute materially to UN operations without having to contemplate the highly controversial option of placing significant numbers of Japanese troops on the ground.4 Such a contribution would almost certainly help to avoid the recurrence of international tensions over Japan’s contribution that emerged during the Gulf War.

E. Reduces proliferation of ballistic missiles and other technology
Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 
Finally, Japanese participation in a successful BMD program might contribute to a reduction in the global and regional proliferation of ballistic missiles and related technologies. Japan strongly supports global arms control and counter proliferation efforts. By demonstrating that ballistic missile defense is both technologically feasible and financially affordable, those who seek to acquire or transfer ballistic missiles or ballistic missile technologies might conclude that their efforts are worthless and wasteful.5 -

BMD Good – Laundry List

Japan missile defense good – key to US nuclear deterrent, prevents coalitions, strengthens US commitment to US- Japan alliance, protects Japan, stops Japanese rearmament. 

PATRICK M. O’DONOGUE, a colonel, U.S. Marine Corps, is the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-7, I Marine Expeditionary Force. September 2000. Strategic Studies Institute. THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE IN JAPAN: IMPLICATIONS FOR THE U.S.-CHINA-JAPAN STRATEGIC RELATIONSHIP. http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/PUB66.pdf. 

Advocates maintain that TMD provides a bulwark for U.S. extended nuclear deterrence against newly emerging “rogue states,” against emerging and established limited ballistic missile threats, and against chemical and biological threats for which nuclear deterrence alone does not offer sufficient deterrence. Second, TMD protects coalitions from intimidation. Third, TMD strengthens the reciprocal commitment for the United States to defend Japan and for Japan to defend forward-based U.S. forces. Fourth, assuming the U.S. deployment of TMD to protect its globally-based forces, TMD cannot be deployed to protect U.S. personnel without also affording protection to the Japanese population. Fifth, without TMD, Japan may feel more vulnerable to limited ballistic missile attack and may become predisposed to develop its own nuclear deterrent. 28 

BMD Good – US/Japan East Asian Prominence

BMD Good – enhances US and Japan’s position in East Asia

Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 

Critics of Japanese participation in a U.S.-led BMD system argue that any missile defense system beyond a limited, lower-tier system will overwhelm Japan’s limited national security resources and absorption capabilities and pose unmanageable strategic dilemmas for Washington and Tokyo (both factors are discussed in some detail in Chapter Three). In contrast, in addition to the burden-sharing and enhanced defense cooperation arguments mentioned above, U.S. proponents of Japanese participation insist that Tokyo’s acquisition of a BMD system would enhance both countries’ strategic position in Asia by strengthening extended deterrence and reducing the overall vulnerability of Japan and U.S. forces in Japan to limited ballistic missile threats during a regional crisis. Moreover, proponents argue that the United States will in any event eventually deploy a TMD system to defend its forces in Japan and under such circumstances could not conceivably deny such a system to the Japanese government, since a U.S-only TMD force would allegedly impede interoperability and defense cooperation, and perhaps provoke resentment among the Japanese public.3 The U.S. Nay and several U.S. Navy defense contractors are particularly strong supporters of Japanese acquisition of the naval-based TMD systems.
BMD Good - Alliance
BMD Good – alliance
Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 

As we suggested above, BMD has the potential to either strengthen or weaken the US.-Japan alliance by affecting bilateral trust and cooperation concerning such issues as ‘the reliability of the U.S. deterrence; technology-, cost-, and intelligence-sharing; and the interoperability of U.S. and Japanese forces. Because Japan is the junior partner in the alliance with a high level of dependence on the US- security umbrella, and given the United States’ desire to increase Japanese participation in the BMD program, many Japanese decision makers are acutely aware of the potential dangers and opportunities the BMD program presents vis-à-vis the alliance.31 For some, Japanese participation in BMD is an opportunity to show the overall workability of the US-Japan alliance and Japan’s confidence in the U.S. deterrent. Even further, joint BMD work could strengthen the alliance by enhancing U.S-Japan political and military cooperation and advancing integration in a variety of areas,32 For such individuals, it is critical for Japan to at the very least avoid the appearance of any “free ride” behavior that could damage relations. 
BMD Good - Alliance

BMD Good – key to Japanese defense and is critical to US-Japan defense cooperation. 
Masako Toki - Project Manager and Research Associate for the CNS Nonproliferation Education Program. 6/4/2009. Monterey Institute for International Studies and James Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies. The Nuclear Threat Initiative. “Japan's Evolving Security Policies: Along Came North Korea's Threats” http://www.nti.org/e_research/e3_japan_north_korea_threats.html#fn2
The Japanese government officially decided to acquire ballistic missile defense capabilities on 19 December 2003, issuing the cabinet decision "On Introduction of Ballistic Missile Defense System and other measures".[1] To implement the new agenda laid out in this Cabinet decision, the Japanese government approved the National Defense Program Guidelines in and after JFY 2005 and Mid-Term Defense Program (JFY 2005-2009) in December 2004. The Guidelines endorsed the development of missile defense, and implied that the Three Principles on Arms Export and provisions related thereto could be further modified as necessary for the BMD deployment. The Three Principles had previously barred the Japanese government from jointly developing and producing weapons as well as transferring weapons parts to any foreign countries, including the United States. On 24 December 2005, the Japanese cabinet decided that Japan would jointly develop more advanced next-generation missile interceptors with the United States. Then Chief Cabinet Secretary Shinzo Abe reiterated that the Three Principles would not apply to U.S.-Japan missile defense cooperation.[2] The Japanese government steadily adopted these decisions in order to be ready for the actual deployment of BMD systems. In response to North Korea's missile launches in July 2006 and its nuclear test in October the same year, Japan accelerated its missile defense deployment schedule and the first Patriot Advanced Capability (PAC) 3 ballistic missile interceptors were deployed at Iruma Airbase in Saitama Prefecture, near Tokyo, in March 2007.[3] Current Capabilities Japan has deployed a multi-layered missile defense system consisting of sea-based mid-course missile defense (the Aegis BMD system) and ground-based terminal phase systems (PAC-3). With the accelerated process, PAC-3 installment in the Tokyo Metropolitan area was completed in March 2008. By March 2011, PAC-3 missiles will be deployed with 16 fire units around Japan's major cities. So far, PAC-3 systems have been deployed in 7 sites. [4] Moreover, Japan conducted its first test-firing of the PAC-3 interceptor at White Sands Missile Range in New Mexico on 17 September 2008. At the test, Japan's Air Self-Defense Force successfully shot down a mock ballistic missile.[5] Aegis BMD features the Standard Missile 3 (SM-3), a three-stage missile with a range of 1000 km that is said to be capable of intercepting missiles up to an altitude of 200 km or higher. The SM-3 block I-A missile is designed to intercept ballistic missiles in outer space during mid-course flight, and with Aegis BMD, it can intercept a short to intermediate range ballistic missile. A milestone in U.S.-Japan missile defense cooperation occurred when Japan became the first country other than the United States to succeed in intercepting a mock missile with the Aegis system. On 18 December 2007, a Japanese Aegis guided missile destroyer, Kongo, intercepted and destroyed a ballistic missile target in space for the first time. The flight test was conducted in cooperation with the United States Missile Defense agency.[6] 
BMD Good – Deters Threats/Alliance

BMD Good - threats from China and North Korea. Attack without a BMD in place kills the US-Japan alliance. 

Michael D. Swaine - senior associate in the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace's China Program. Rachel M. Swanger - manager for foundation and independent research at RAND. She focuses on issues related to Japanese history. And Takashi Kawakami – member of Japanese National Institute for Defense Studies and former aide to Diet member Toshiki Kaifu. 2001 RAND - Center For Asia Pacific Policy “Japan and Ballistic Missile Defense”. 

On the whole, most ordinary Japanese citizens are more concerned about the ballistic missile threat posed by North Korea and are largely unaware of or unconcerned about the potential Chinese ballistic missile threat or adverse Chinese reactions to any BMD deployment by Japan. However, within the Japanese security community, both inside and outside the government, many observers cite China’s missile threat as the major factor compelling Japan to acquire a robust BMD system1 These observers point to the need for Japan to remain free from potential Chinese coercion, particularly in the context of a future Taiwan crisis4 Only by acquiring a BMD system capable of intercepting a significant portion of Chinese ballistic missiles, they argue, will the Japanese government and populace have the confidence to support the United States in such a crisis and thereby maintain the strength and vitality of the U.S.-Japan alliance, Without such a system, these observers fear that a serious confrontation with China could ultimately result in a break in the US-Japan relationship or, perhaps worse yet, in strong public demands for the acquisition by Japan of WMD capabilities. 
BMD Good – US Forces
BMD Good – protects US forces. 

Rear Admiral A. Brad Hicks - Commander & Program Director Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD). 12/19/2005. The George Marshall Institute. “Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense System”. http://www.marshall.org/pdf/materials/363.pdf. 
Now I am going to step you through this, because it is important that you understand exactly what I can tell you we are delivering in real tactical terms. If you have an Aegis ship stationed off North Korea to detect a launch, that ship can cue the ground-based missile defense sitting in Alaska or in California. But even more importantly for theater and our allies and our forces, think of what it does for Japan. With cuing from an Aegis ship and three ships with the Block IA capability, we can in fact defend our ally Japan and the US forces there. Additionally, if we station a ship off the Hawaiian Islands with a ship forward, we can in fact defend Hawaii. Likewise, we can defend Guam by moving the detection ship forward. We have run many of these scenarios, but I want to give you this as an example of what we can do: the power of the ship forward for detection, mirrored with the correct placement of ships with engagement capability gives you this kind of capability today. 
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