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NOTES

This is a pretty simple policy oriented Japan Affirmative, compiled with a more critical version. 
Currently, the 1AC has three advantages – Relations, Stability, and Ecology

Also in the aff, there are two more advantages – Offshore Balancing and Patriarchy
The Relations Advantage indicates that our occupation of Okinawa, specifically the Futenma, is preventing effective Japan-US relations. There are a couple internal links here. First, the base is mad unpopular because U.S. military operations are noisy and disruptive. Moreover, the rape of a Japanese school-girl by U.S. forces in 1995 caused resistance to troop presence. Secondly, the evidence indicates that a more equal power relationship between the U.S. and Japan is key to relations.

The Regime Stability Advantage is predicated off of the recent resignation of Prime Minister Hatoyama. Prime Minister Kan has stepped in, but Japan is still in political turmoil. There are quite a few internal links into not only general regime stability, but also specific policies that might not get passed if Futenma isn’t taken care of.

The ecology advantage talks about how the U.S. base is a site of dangerous pollution that causes warming, bio-d and collapse of the economy. In the “add-on” section there are other internals to the environment such as sustaining the dugong and/or sea turtle populations (lulz).

The Offshore Balancing advantage says that U.S. troops in Okinawa are a key indication of U.S. primacy in East Asia and that this perception prevents a shift to a strategy of offshore balancing.

The critical aff has a single patriarchy advantage with a couple internal links. Basically the story is that U.S. forces set up traps to fuel the prostitution industry, while locking up Japanese women for being prostitutes. They also commit acts of sexual violence and rape. This is a key point of resistance to patriarchy. There are a few pieces of solvency. One of them talks about how pulling out would mobilize local resistance groups and be a crucial step towards the U.S. giving up it’s masculine paradigm of hegemonic power relations. Also there is ev. that talks about how people will actually stop being prostitutes/raping people when we leave. 

There are a few pretty solid add-ons. “Property Rights” is probably the best add-on, but is more critical than any of the policy style advantages. 
Essentially, your biggest problem here is going to be the lack of impacts on internal links. For example, in the Regime Credibility section, there’s a load of internal links to different agenda issues, but virtually no impacts to any of them. This will be addressed in the second wave of research.
Good luck,

Cam! and The Japan Group
1AC
Contention 1 is Inherency

The U.S. and Japan agreed to relocate the Futenma Base to Nago – Prime Minister Hatoyama promised Japan closing of the base in Futenma with no relocation – U.S. plans a dramatic withdrawal of presence now, but continues plans for relocation to Nago
Global Security.ORG 9 – Staff writer (16 11, “Okinawa, Japan”, http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm)
GlobalSecurity.org, Updated //( , Military, , )

 The United States and Japan agreed in 2006 to move Marine Corps Air Station Futenma to another part of the island in five years. But the new Japanese administration wants that plan put on hold. In 2006, Japan and the United States agreed to close Futenma and move its facilities to another Marine base with a heliport built on reclaimed land offshore. That agreement also called for 8,000 marines to be moved off Okinawa, to the US territory of Guam. The plan came after 15 years of negotiations but Japan's new government now wants to reconsider it. Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and his Democratic Party of Japan won a historic election in August, in part by calling for a review of that 2006 agreement. Four DPJ members from Okinawa won parliamentary seats with promises of reducing the US troop presence on the island. The Department of Defense believes that Marine Corps forces along with other US forces on Okinawa satisfy the US national security strategy by visably demonstrating the US commitment to security in the region. These forces are thought to deter aggression, provide a crisis response capability should deterrence fail, and avoid the risk that US allies may interpret the withdrawal of forces as a lessening of US commitment to peace and stability in the region. By 2003 the US was considering moving most of the 20,000 Marines on Okinawa to new bases that would be established in Australia; increasing the presence of US troops in Singapore and Malaysia; and seeking agreements to base Navy ships in Vietnamese waters and ground troops in the Philippines. For the Marines based on Okinawa, most for months without their families, the US is considering a major shift. Under plans on the table, all but about 5,000 of the Marines would move, possibly to Australia. During 2004 Japan and the United States continued discussions on plans to scale back the US military presence in the country. Tokyo will ask Washington to move some Marines now on the southern island of Okinawa outside the country. There is no doubt some changes will be made to the Okinawa forces. The US Marines are a tremendous burden in Okinawa, particularly the infantry and the training needs of the infantry in Okinawa can't really be met on the island, given the sensitivities there. Okinawa accounts for less than one percent of Japan's land, but hosts about two-thirds of the 40,000 American forces in the country. In recent years, Okinawans have grown increasingly angry about the military presence, because of land disputes and highly publicized violent crimes committed by a few U.S. troops. In return for moving troops outside the country, Japan would provide pre-positioning facilities for weapons, fuel and other equipment for the US military. 

The Democratic Party of Japan promised to kick Futenma off the island and to preven the relocation of the base, but they have failed to deliver their promise.  The U.S. must initiate withdrawal.
Bandow 6/2   senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan J.D [Doug, June,2010 . from Stanford University http://www.cato-at-liberty.org/2010/06/02/needed-a-new-u-s-defense-policy-for-japan/; WBTR]

Okinawans long ago tired, understandably, of the burden and have been pressing for the removal of at least some bases. The DPJ campaigned to create a more equal alliance with America and promised to revisit plans by the previous government to relocate America’s Futenma facility elsewhere on the island. However, under strong U.S. pressure Hatoyama reversed course. He said the rising tensions on the Korean peninsula reminded him about the value of America’s military presence. Japan’s military dependency is precisely the problem. American taxpayers have paid to defend Japan for 65 years. Doing so made sense in the aftermath of World War II, when Japan was recovering from war and Tokyo’s neighbors feared a revived Japanese military. But long ago it became ridiculous for Americans to defend the world’s second-ranking power and its region. Of course, having turned its defense over to Washington, Tokyo could do no more than beg the U.S. to move its base. After all, if Americans are going to do Japan’s dirty defense work, Americans are entitled to have convenient base access. Irrespective of what the Okinawans desire. Unfortunately, Hatoyama’s resignation isn’t likely to change anything. The new prime minister won’t be much different from the old one. Or the ones before him. If change is to come to the U.S.-Japan security relationship, it will have to come from America. And it should start with professed fiscal conservatives asking why the U.S. taxpayers, on the hook for a $1.6 trillion deficit this year alone, must forever subsidize the nation with the world’s second-largest economy? 

Plan: The United States federal government should close the Futenma Air Base and withdraw those forces from Okinawa.

Contention 2 is Japan-US Relations

US presence in Okinawa is damaging US Japan relations

Bandow, 5/12/10

(Doug, Senior Fellow at the Cato Institute, “Japan Can Defend Itself,” Cato Institute, pg online @ http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11804 //ag)

Making fewer promises to intervene would allow the United States to reduce the number of military personnel and overseas bases. A good place to start in cutting international installations would be Okinawa.  America's post-Cold War dominance is coming to an end. Michael Schuman argued in Time: "Anyone who thinks the balance of power in Asia is not changing — and with it, the strength of the U.S., even among its old allies — hasn't been there lately." Many analysts nevertheless want the United States to attempt to maintain its unnatural dominance. Rather than accommodate a more powerful China, they want America to contain a wealthier and more influential Beijing. Rather than expect its allies to defend themselves and promote regional stability, they want Washington to keep its friends dependent.  To coin a phrase, it's time for a change. U.S. intransigence over Okinawa has badly roiled the bilateral relationship. But even a more flexible basing policy would not be enough. Washington is risking the lives and wasting the money of the American people to defend other populous and prosperous states.  Washington should close Futenma — as a start to refashioning the alliance with Japan. Rather than a unilateral promise by the United States to defend Japan, the relationship should become one of equals working together on issues of mutual interest. Responsibility for protecting Japan should become that of Japan.  Both Okinawans and Americans deserve justice. It's time for Washington to deliver.
Futenma Air Base is the sorest point between the US and Japan; must be removed, not relocated

Shuster, 10 (6/21/10, Mike, National Public Radio, “Japan's PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447) 

[The Marine base at Futenma has been a sore point between the U.S. and Japan for years. The noise of the base's aircraft and the rowdy and drunken behavior of some Marines have made the base unpopular in Okinawa and elsewhere in Japan. Several times in recent years, the U.S. offered a proposal to solve the problem, but it would still leave much of Futenma intact, says Koichi Nakano, a political analyst at Sophia University. "The U.S. government [has] repeatedly said that [it wants] to relocate to a place where [it] will be welcome. That welcome is simply not there in Okinawa at the moment," Nakano says. The U.S. says it will transfer 8,000 Marines to Guam and move a portion of the base to another part of Okinawa. Kan, the new prime minister, has pledged to seek a solution that is in line with this offer, but he still faces overwhelming opposition on Okinawa, Honda says. "So far mayors, governors and local politicians in Okinawa, everybody [is] against the proposal of the new government. So he will be completely blocked by this," he says.] Seeking A More Equal Relationship With U.S. Last month, 17,000 Okinawans formed a human chain around the base in protest. Part of the problem is the feeling on Okinawa that its people bear a disproportionate burden of the continued American military presence in Japan. The small island represents less than 1 percent of Japan's population, but it maintains some three-quarters of the U.S. military forces in Japan.
Appeasing the Okinawans over Futenma key to Japan-US alliance

Tanaka, ’10 – Senior Fellow at the Japan Center for International Exchange (2/10, Hitoshi, “The US-Japan Alliance: Beyond Futenma,” http://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&q=cache:BrLWAbFxrrEJ:www.jcie.org/researchpdfs/EAI/5-1.pdf+japan+equal+negotiations+us&hl=en&gl=us&pid=bl&srcid=ADGEESheENPuqbIG-8RbfWchijC7WxbtZKTDrU0wN8bzSwk_YulPh9htyz3amNMQWtMuAlJAkehw8leYo2IQZf7qMesvk_G-kemr_jkwP3XutsFN6dpV8YCmiR2i4Ns6zfseGSYONfkC&sig=AHIEtbQHXZpJVcMaBydKC8HT0kgaT2qngA)

On the other hand, it is important to recognize that the burden of maintaining the US-Japan security alliance has been disproportionately shouldered by local citizens in a few areas in Japan, especially in Okinawa. In today’s world, it is natural for people in a place like Okinawa, which hosts 75 per cent of the US military facilities for the entire country of Japan, to be bothered by the presence of foreign bases and another country’s soldiers, with all the disruption they inevitably bring. If local relations cannot be managed skillfully, the entire US-Japan security alliance can be put at risk. The Japanese and US governments established the SACO [Special Action Committee on Okinawa] process in 1995 to work to reduce the US military footprint, but unfortunately they have not yet put in place a precise implementation plan for the reversion of the Marine Corps base, Futenma Air Station, which is in a heavily populated area and has become a prominent issue in bilateral relations. The relocation of the base to new facilities in Okinawa simply cannot be implemented without eventually gaining the acquiescence of local communities. Given all of the time and energy that has gone into pushing forward the current agreement, it is entirely understandable for the US government to claim that there is no alternative to the existing relocation agreement. Nevertheless, we cannot deny the fact that there has been a sea change in Japan. The Democratic Party of Japan came to power on the strength of a campaign that, in part, opposed the current agreement, and the local community of Nago voted on January 24 to repudiate the base move to their city in a mayoral election that was widely perceived as a referendum on the relocation plan. Democratic governments have to find some way to respond to the voices of their people, and the Japanese government cannot simply disregard these pressures.
Relations are key to Asian stability – prevents conflict in Korea, Taiwan, Indonesia, and southeast asia – each can go nuclear – as relations wander the US MUST renew the alliance

INSS 2k (Institute for National Strategic Studies – National Defense University. The United States and Japan: Advancing Toward a Mature Partnership, October, http://www.ndu.edu/inss/strforum/SR_01/SR_Japan.htm)

Major war in Europe is inconceivable for at least a generation, but the prospects for conflict in Asia are far from remote. The region features some of the world’s largest and most modern armies, nuclear-armed major powers, and several nuclear-capable states. Hostilities that could directly involve the United States in a major conflict could occur at a moment’s notice on the Korean peninsula and in the Taiwan Strait. The Indian subcontinent is a major flashpoint. In each area, war has the potential of nuclear escalation. In addition, lingering turmoil in Indonesia, the world’s fourth-largest nation, threatens stability in Southeast Asia. The United States is tied to the region by a series of bilateral security alliances that remain the region’s de facto security architecture. In this promising but also potentially dangerous setting, the U.S.-Japan bilateral relationship is more important than ever. With the world’s second-largest economy and a well-equipped and competent military, and as our democratic ally, Japan remains the keystone of the U.S. involvement in Asia. The U.S.-Japan alliance is central to America’s global security strategy. Japan, too, is experiencing an important transition. Driven in large part by the forces of globalization, Japan is in the midst of its greatest social and economic transformation since the end of World War II. Japanese society, economy, national identity, and international role are undergoing change that is potentially as fundamental as that Japan experienced during the Meiji Restoration. The effects of this transformation are yet to be fully understood. Just as Western countries dramatically underestimated the potential of the modern nation that emerged from the Meiji Restoration, many are ignoring a similar transition the effects of which, while not immediately apparent, could be no less profound. For the United States, the key to sustaining and enhancing the alliance in the 21st century lies in reshaping our bilateral relationship in a way that anticipates the consequences of changes now underway in Japan. Since the end of World War II, Japan has played a positive role in Asia. As a mature democracy with an educated and active electorate, Japan has demonstrated that changes in government can occur peacefully. Tokyo has helped to foster regional stability and build confidence through its proactive diplomacy and economic involvement throughout the region. Japan's participation in the United Nations peacekeeping mission in Cambodia in the early 1990s, its various defense exchanges and security dialogues, and its participation in the Association of Southeast Asian Nations Regional Forum and the new “Plus Three” grouping are further testimony to Tokyo's increasing activism. Most significantly, Japan's alliance with the United States has served as the foundation for regional order. We have considered six key elements of the U.S.-Japan relationship and put forth a bipartisan action agenda aimed at creating an enduring alliance foundation for the 21st century. Post-Cold War Drift As partners in the broad Western alliance, the United States and Japan worked together to win the Cold War and helped to usher in a new era of democracy and economic opportunity in Asia. In the aftermath of our shared victory, however, the course of U.S.-Japan relations has wandered, losing its focus and coherence--notwithstanding the real threats and potential risks facing both partners. Once freed from the strategic constraints of containing the Soviet Union, both Washington and Tokyo ignored the real, practical, and pressing needs of the bilateral alliance. Well-intentioned efforts to find substitutes for concrete collaboration and clear goal-setting have produced a diffuse dialogue but no clear definition of a common purpose. Efforts to experiment with new concepts of international security have proceeded fitfully, but without discernable results in redefining and reinvigorating bilateral security ties.

Indo-Pak nuclear war will escalate globally and destroy the planet 

Caldicott 02, Founder of Physicians for Social Responsibility  [Helen, The New Nuclear Danger: George W. Bush’s Military-Industrial Complex, p. X] 

The use of Pakistani nuclear weapons could trigger a chain reaction. Nuclear-armed India, an ancient enemy, could respond in kind. China, India's hated foe, could react if India used her nuclear weapons, triggering a nuclear holocaust on the subcontinent. If any of either Russia or America's 2,250 strategic weapons on hair-trigger alert were launched either accidentally or purposefully in response, nuclear winter would ensue, meaning the end of most life on earth.

Taiwan conflict leads to nuclear armageddon 
Strait Times 2k (June 25, “Regional Fallout: No one gains in war over Taiwan”, Lexis)

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

Plan is a prerequisite to the relations needed to deter North Korea and China and create peace in the region
Katsumata and Shimbun 2/5 Senior writers for Daily Yomiuri ( Hidemichi and  Yomiuri, 2/5/10, “ Deterrence part of Futenma issue”, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/columns/commentary/20100218dy03.htm)

 Starting with a proposal to integrate it with the U.S. Kadena Air Base, Japan and the United States have discussed, both formally and informally, various options on where to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture. The biggest issue has been how to simultaneously achieve the goals of reducing Okinawa Prefecture's burden of hosting bases while maintaining the national deterrence against foreign threats. To move the Futenma facility out of the prefecture, two problems must be addressed: Managing the burden on the local government that accepts relocation and determining who has the right to manage air traffic control at and around the relocated base. First, if the Futenma facility is moved out of the prefecture, the marine corps' helicopter unit based at the facility also should be moved. If the helicopter unit is the only unit that is moved out of the prefecture, the rest of the marines in the prefecture would be cut off from their means of transportation and their day-to-day training would be disrupted. Additionally, it would take longer to mobilize them in an emergency as they would have to wait for helicopters that would have to come from far away. This means a local government that would accept the Futenma facility also would have to accept the 1,000-strong infantry combat force at Camp Schwab in Nago, Okinawa Prefecture, and facilities for its day-to-day training operations, such as landing drills and urban-area combat drills. The burden is too big for a local government to bear. Former Nago mayor Yoshikazu Shimabukuro, who lost the recent local election, told me: "There will be no local government that would accept it. I want you to understand that it's a miracle that Nago would accept it." Second, there is a problem of air traffic control for the facility. The U.S. military in Japan holds air traffic control rights for six air bases, including Yokota in Tokyo, Misawa in Aomori Prefecture and Futenma and Kadena in Okinawa Prefecture. A Defense Ministry official says, "[The rights are] to make sure planes will fly freely in emergencies, and they'll never let them go." Currently, air traffic controllers of the Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism Ministry control air traffic at most regional airports and surrounding areas. But realistically speaking, it is not easy for the government's air traffic control officials to control U.S. military planes that make repeated takeoffs and landings in training. If the government lets the marines control the air traffic at and around a relocated base, depending on the frequency of training, operation of commercial planes still may be affected. The previous government led by the Liberal Democratic Party could not solve the two problems, and it decided to relocate the Futenma facility within Okinawa Prefecture. Among several possible locations, Japan and the United States picked a feasible one--the coastal area of the Henoko district of Nago. That is why the United States insists the current plan is the best option. But the current government led by Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has been a reed shaken by the wind. His Democratic Party of Japan promised in the campaign for the last House of Representatives election it would move the Futenma facility out of the prefecture, possibly out of the country, if it won the election. But as soon as it saw this was unlikely to happen, the DPJ checked out Iejima island in the prefecture, an option that had been dismissed in the bilateral discussions. It also has shown interest in seeking a new candidate site on the east coast of Okinawa Island. The surprised Okinawa Gov. Hirokazu Nakaima said, "I'd thought [people in the government] were seeking somewhere out of the prefecture and out of the country, but they're visiting various places in the prefecture." It is a grim reality that the nightmarish worst scenario is that the Futenma functions will not be relocated and will remain where they are. As of out-of-Okinawa options, the government has approached Saga and Shizuoka airports as well as the Maritime Self-Defense Force's Omura Air Base in Nagasaki Prefecture. Before referring to a new option whenever it pops up in mind, the Hatoyama administration should examine the process of past Japan-U.S. talks and work on the two problems that the previous government could not solve. At the same time, it should seek to restore the Japan-U.S. relationship, which has hit a sour note, and ask the United States to sit down and discuss the Futenma issue once again. It will not produce a good result if Japan picks a relocation site on its own and simply informs the United States of its decision. Relocating Futenma accomplishes the goal of reducing the burden on a local government of hosting bases and is supposed to be on par with maintaining deterrence from foreign threats. The biggest deterrent that Japan can present is to show its ties with the United States are close and firm. Without such ties, it is impossible to deter threats from North Korea and China. Few ways are left to remove the burden imposed by the Futenma base as soon as possible while filling the gap between Japan and the United States. 

Contention 3 is Regime Stability

After Hatoyama was forced to stepdown, new PM Kan’s leadership is in jeopardy with his recent announcement that he plans to keep the 2006 agreement with the U.S.

Talmadge, ’10 (6/22/10, Eric, Associated Press, “US-Japan security pact turns 50, faces new strains,” http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5islkPj_84APsquFWNdqr2kuTwDQwD9GG68080)

But while the alliance is one of the strongest Washington has anywhere in the world, it has come under intense pressure lately over a plan to make sweeping reforms that would pull back roughly 8,600 Marines from Okinawa to the U.S. Pacific territory of Guam. The move was conceived in response to opposition on Okinawa to the large U.S. military presence there — more than half of the U.S. troops in Japan are on Okinawa, which was one of the bloodiest battlefields of World War II. Though welcomed by many at first, the relocation plan has led to renewed Okinawan protests over the U.S. insistence it cannot be carried out unless a new base is built on Okinawa to replace one that has been set for closing for more than a decade. A widening rift between Washington and Tokyo over the future of the Futenma Marine Corps Air Station was a major factor in the resignation of Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama earlier this month. It could well plague Kan as well. Kan has vowed to build a replacement facility on Okinawa, as the U.S. demanded, but details are undecided. Implementing the agreement would need the support of the local governor, who has expressed opposition to it.
Kan’s support of the relocation of the Nago relocation plan will cause the DPJ to lose seats in the upper house in July- That kills Kan’s agenda
Reuters, 6/14 (6/14/10, “Okinawa Governor Tells Japan PM U.S. Base Deal Hard”, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65E0KU20100615?feedType=RSS&feedName=topNews)

Voter perceptions that Kan's predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, had mishandled a feud over the U.S. Marines Futenma airbase on Okinawa slashed government support and distracted close allies Washington and Tokyo. Under an agreement forged shortly before Hatoyama quit earlier this month, the two nations agreed to implement a 2006 deal to shift Futenma airbase to a less crowded part of Okinawa, host to about half the U.S. forces in Japan. "We greatly regret that statement (between the two countries on the agreement) and I said that the realization is extremely difficult," Okinawa Governor Hirokazu Nakaima told reporters after meeting Kan. Kan, whose rise to the top job last week has boosted voter support, repeated that he would honor the bilateral deal, Deputy Chief Cabinet Secretary Motohisa Furukawa said. But Kan, Japan's fifth premier in three years, will have trouble implementing the agreement given stiff local opposition. Opposition parties are likely to highlight the Democratic Party-led government's handling of the base feud and relations with Washington during the campaign for an upper house election expected on July 11. The Democrats, who took power last year pledging more equal ties with the United States, have a big majority in parliament's lower house but need to win a majority in the upper chamber to avoid policy paralysis as Japan struggles to keep a fragile economic recovery on track and rein in its bulging public debt. Hatoyama had raised the hopes of Okinawa residents during his successful election campaign last year that a replacement for Futenma could be found off the island but he failed to find a solution acceptable to all parties by end-May as he had vowed. U.S. Secretary of State Kurt Campbell will be visiting Tokyo on Thursday, where he is expected to discuss the details of the base relocation with Japanese officials. Washington and Tokyo have agreed to work out by end-August a more detailed plan, including the exact location of the new base, but Japan's defense minister has expressed doubts about how smoothly the deal can proceed. An election for the governor of Okinawa is scheduled for around November and the result could affect the airbase deal just near the time when U.S. President Barack Obama is expected to visit Japan for an Asia-Pacific leaders summit.
Solving Futenma will boost DPJ credibility to win the election and  create regime stability
Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

The victory of the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) in August of 2009 ended more than half a decade of nearly uninterrupted rule by the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). Currently, policy analysts differ on whether the rise of the DPJ represents a drastic change in Japanese politics or something more modest. The DPJ came to power on a platform that included everything from an expansion of entitlement programs to the reform of the relationship between politicians and the bureaucracy. Though the DPJ ran on a platform of a more equal relationship with the United States, including a reappraisal of Host Nation Support (HNS) payments and the Status of Force Agreement (SOFA), as well as greater emphasis on establishing an East Asian Community, initial evidence suggests that the DPJ is toning down its foreign policy agenda in order to focus on the more immediate needs of the domestic economy and reforming the government's relationship with the major government bureaucracies (Konishi 2009; Green 2009). Despite its early moderation, some of the DPJ's domestic political obligations—especially to one of its partners in the Upper House of the Diet, the Social Democratic Party (SDP)—have helped push the issue of the relocation of Futenma air base to the political forefront. Because the Futenma issue rests in an awkward position―in the nexus of domestic coalition politics, rhetorical promises, and US alliance management—as Green and Szechenyi (2010) argue, the resignation of Prime Minister Hatoyama Yukio shows that the DPJ may have lost control of the issue. The consequences of not finding a suitable agreement that placates both US alliance managers and coalition partners in the upper house may prove to be a loss of confidence in the DPJ by the Japanese public, a reversal of fortune in the upcoming upper house elections, and thus, an end to the DPJ's mandate to rule.
Kan needs to follow through on removing Futenma if he is to stay in office

Fackler, 6/15 (6/15/10, Martin, The International Herald Tribune, “Japanese Leader’s Most Daunting Task? Staying in Office”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621965671&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621965678&cisb=22_T9621965677&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=8357&docNo=2) 

Yet despite Japan's severe problems, its political system has given its people a string of short-lived, ineffective leaders. In the last four years it has gone through four prime ministers in rapid succession, with Mr. Kan now the nation's fifth leader since 2006. His immediate predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, lasted just eight months. He was driven out by plunging approval ratings after breaking campaign promises and seeming to fritter away the Democrats' historic election mandate to shake up this stagnant nation. Stretch the timeframe back to 1990, the approximate beginning of Japan's stubborn economic funk, and the ailing Asian economic giant has seen 13 prime ministers come and go before Mr. Kan. Even Japanese political scientists feel hard-pressed to name them all. ''We are competing with Italy to create forgettable leaders,'' said Mayumi Itoh, the author of ''The Hatoyama Dynasty: Japanese Political Leadership Through the Generations,'' a book about Mr. Hatoyama and his Kennedy-like political family. Mr. Kan's ability to fare better than his predecessors will depend largely on how well he grasps the reasons that drove them from office, say Ms. Itoh and other political experts. And while experts cite a host of factors - from outmoded political parties to the emergence of an ingrown leadership class - most agree that the underlying problem seems to be a growing gap in expectations between Japan's public and its political leaders. What voters want, say political experts, is a leader who seems to understand their concerns, and who also seems to offer the vision and courage to point a way out. But all Japan's unresponsive political system has seemed capable of producing is prime ministers who only worry about internal party politics, consensus-building and not stepping on the toes of the nation's many interest groups, experts say. ''Japan has gone through 20 years of economic stagnation, and there is a lot of pain out there, so voters are much more impatient for dramatic reform than politicians realize,'' said Jeff Kingston, a professor of Japanese politics at Temple University in Tokyo. ''Voters feel a lot more urgency than their leaders do.''
We’ll isolate two scenarios:

First is the economy

Political instability causes a Greece-like meltdown in Japan – the brink is NOW
Jakarta Post, ’10 (6/14/10, The Jakarta Post, “East Asia needs a strong Japan,” http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2010/06/14/east-asia-needs-a-strong-japan.html)

Protracted uncertainties in Japanese politics have further undermined the country’s efforts to regain its status as a significant player in East Asia. As the region is being transformed by the rise of China and the arrival of India as two new major powers, Japan has struggled to prove its relevance in the regional strategic equation. It is true that Japan remains an important economic power in the region and beyond. Yet, East Asia has now become a region shaped by countries with both economic and strategic significance. Even as an economic power, Japan is being challenged by China as the second largest economy in the world, and the prospect for Japan to revitalize its economy remains uncertain. In fact, Prime Minister Kan even warned that Japan could face a similar fate as Greece if it did not resolve its mounting national debt, which has reached 218.6 percent of its gross domestic product in 2009. Aware of the danger, as a new leader, Prime Minister Kan has promised to restore Japan’s economic vitality and aimed for more than 2 percent of annual growth by 2020.  The challenge for Japan in achieving that target is enormous. In addition to economic problems, the dynamic of Japan’s internal politics often renders it difficult for any government to push for necessary reforms. For example, it is not immediately clear how long Prime Minister Kan would survive. One cannot be sure whether the DPJ would be able to maintain its grip on power in the next election.
Japan’s debt problem risks global economic collapse—need strong leadership for reform

The Economist, 6/5 (6/5/10, “Leaderless Japan; Yukio Hatoyama Resigns”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621498533&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621498537&cisb=22_T9621498536&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7955&docNo=3)

It used to be the envy of the world; now the hope is that things have got so bad that reform is finally possible SINCE 2006 Japan has had no fewer than five prime ministers. Three of them lasted just a year. The feckless Yukio Hatoyama,  who stepped down on June 2nd, managed a grand total of 259 days. Particularly dispiriting about Mr Hatoyama's sudden departure is that his election last August looked as if it marked the start of something new in Japanese politics after decades of rule by the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). His government has turned out to be as incompetent, aimless and tainted by scandal as its predecessors. Much of the responsibility for the mess belongs with Mr Hatoyama. The man known as "the alien", who says the sight of a little bird last weekend gave him the idea to resign, has shown breathtaking lack of leadership. Although support for his Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has slumped in opinion polls and the government relied on minor parties, the most glaring liabilities have been over Mr Hatoyama's own murky financial affairs and his dithering about where to put an American military base. The question for the next prime minister, to be picked in a DPJ vote on June 4th, is whether Mr Hatoyama's failure means that Japan's nine-month experiment with two-party democracy has been a misconceived disaster. The answer is of interest not just within Japan. Such is the recent merry-go-round of prime ministers that it is easy to assume that whoever runs the show makes no difference to the performance of the world's second-largest economy. Now Japan's prominence in Asia has so clearly been eclipsed by China, its flimsy politicians are all the easier to dismiss. But that dangerously underestimates Japan's importance to the world and the troubles it faces. With the largest amount of debt relative to the size of its economy among the rich countries, and a stubborn deflation problem to boot, Japan has an economic time-bomb ticking beneath it. It may be able to service its debt comfortably for the time being, but the euro zone serves as a reminder that Japan needs strong leadership to stop the bomb from exploding.
Japanese economy is key to the global economy and to check back Chinese nuclear conflict

The Guardian, 2/11/02

(“Defenseless Japan Awaits Typhoon,” pg online @ lexis //ag)

Even so, the west cannot afford to be complacent about what is happening in Japan, unless it intends to use the country as a test case to explore whether a full-scale depression is less painful now than it was 70 years ago. Action is needed, and quickly because this is an economy that could soak up some of the world's excess capacity if functioning properly. A strong Japan is not only essential for the long-term health of the global economy, it is also needed as a counter-weight to the growing power of China. A collapse in the Japanese economy, which looks ever more likely, would have profound ramifications; some experts believe it could even unleash a wave of extreme nationalism that would push the country into conflict with its bigger (and nuclear) neighbour.

Economic decline causes a nuclear war 

Mead, ‘92( Walter Russell, NPQ’S Board of advisors, New perspectives quarterly, summer 1992, page 30 ) 

Hundreds of millions - billions - of people have pinned their hopes on the international market economy. They and their leaders have
embraced market principles -- and drawn closer to the west – because they believe that our system can work for them. But what if it can't? What if the global economy stagnates - or even shrinks? In that case, we will face a new period of international conflict: South against North, rich against poor. Russia, China, India - These countries with their billions of people and their nuclear weapons will pose a much greater danger to world order than Germany and Japan did in the 30s.

Scenario Two is Japan Prolif
Regime stability key to Japan-China relations, which are key to prevent nuclear prolif

Kapila, ’10 -  an International Relations and Strategic Affairs analyst, and the Consultant, Strategic Affairs with South Asia Analysis Group (6/7/10, Subhash, South Asian Analysis, http://www.southasiaanalysis.org//papers39/paper3848.html)

Simply put, to the Chinese obsessed with strategic assessments based on estimation of ‘Comprehensive National Power’, in Chinese perceptions, Japan's strategic power gets that much more devalued by Japan's political instability and the growing American ambiguities on Japan’s value to US strategic interests. Briefly, this could lead to China adopting more pressure tactics against Japan on contentious issues and China’s attempts to isolate Japan in North East Asia. More than a healthy and stable Japan-China relationship, there is a greater strategic imperative and a call on the United States that American approaches to China and over-bearing American approaches to contentious Japan-US security issues does not render Japan vulnerable to China’s strategic and political coercion. The strategic spin-off for China from such exploitation of Japan’s vulnerabilities could result in re-emergence of Japanese nationalism, a nuclear weapon and missiles arsenal and an independent military posture. That could impinge on the United States too.
Japan prolif causes a chain reaction in Asia and collapses the NPT. 
Halloran, 2009

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

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

Nuclear war
Cimbala, 2008  

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

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

And, now is key -  the status quo kills relations and regime popularity

The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), 6/20 (6/20/10, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Talks Needed to Boost Japan-US Alliance”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604571746&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604571749&cisb=22_T9604571748&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=1)
South Korea and Southeast Asian nations were now seriously concerned about the deterioration in the Japan-U.S. relationship caused by former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's poor diplomacy--evidence that other Asian nations also perceive the Japan-U.S. alliance as a public asset. Ironically, Hatoyama's words and deeds, which could have been interpreted as distancing Japan from the United States gave many people a good opportunity to reconsider the Japan-U.S. relationship. It is vital for us to think about how to deepen and develop the Japan-U.S. alliance based on history and past developments in the relationship between the two countries. The issue of relocating functions of the U.S. Marine Corp's Futenma Air Station is the first thing that needs to be worked on. In doing so, the administration of Prime Minister Naoto Kan needs to realize not only that the relocation plan returned to the original plan--building alternative facilities near the Henoko district of Nago, Okinawa Prefecture--but also that the situation has become much worse, as many Okinawans have turned against the plan. First of all, the government should properly implement the Japan-U.S. agreement reached late last month, which says the location of the alternative facilities and the method for building runways will be decided by the end of August. It also is important to patch up strained relationships with Okinawa Prefecture and the Nago city government, and make tenacious efforts to seek acceptance of the plan

Contention 4 is Ecology

The United States’ new military base will further deplete Okinawa’s coral reefs ecosystem as well as its fresh water supplies, creating irreversible ecological damage to the ecosystem
Center for Biological Diversity, n.d.- specialist center that works to create protection of species (n.d., Center for Biological Diversity, “Help Save Okinawa Dugong and Coral Reef Ecosystem,”  http://salsa.democracyinaction.org/o/2167/t/5243/p/dia/action/public/index.sjs?action_KEY=1798 )

Okinawa  is home  to ecologically  significant  coral reefs that  support  more  than  1,000  species of reef fish, marine  mammals,  and  sea turtles. Creatures  like the highly  imperiled  dugong, a critically  endangered  and  culturally  treasured  animal,  rely  on these reefs for their  survival. But the U.S. government is planning to build a new American military base atop a healthy coral reef that will likely destroy the diverse array of animal life the reef supports, including at least nine species threatened with extinction. Okinawa's coral reefs are already threatened by global warming and pollution: More than half have disappeared over the past decade. We must protect the reef and its inhabitants. American, Japanese, and international organizations have spoken out for this critical area and against the potential harm that the new military base would cause. Back in 1997, Japan's Mammalogical Society placed the mighty dugong, a distant relative of the manatee, on its "Red List of Mammals," estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. Our own Endangered Species Act lists the dugong and three sea turtles affected by the project as endangered. The U.S. government's Marine Mammals Commission is weighing in with fears that the project would be a serious threat to the dugong and other animals' survival, and the World Conservation Union's dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns.  Construction of the offshore facility will devastate the marine environment and have dramatic consequences for oceangoing birds and coastal species as well. In addition to destruction of the coral reef off the coast of Henoko village, the planned base will deplete essential freshwater supplies, increase the human population in sensitive areas, and encourage more environmentally harmful development -- causing irreversible ecological damage to one of the most diverse ecosystems on earth. The U.S. government must abandon this plan.

Okinawa’s coral reef and island ecosystems are key to sustaining Pacific biodiversity. 

Davies et al, 7- Gump South Pacific Research Station, UC-Berkeley (Richard B., July 2007, Makoto Tsuchiya, faculty of science, University of the Rukyus,  Rene Galzin, Center of Insular Research and Observations of the Environment, “Biodiversity Research on Coral Reef and Island Ecosystem: Scientific Cooperation in the Pacific Region,” http://www.bioone.org/doi/full/10.2984/1534-6188%282008%2962%5B299%3ABROCRA%5D2.0.CO%3B2 )

Another worldwide trend that has particularly important impacts on island ecosystems is the rapid increase in trade and travel (globalization), which spreads species to new geographic locations. Islands, which by definition evolved in relative isolation, are particularly threatened by invasive species. The most dramatic and tragic effects of biological invasions are already well documented for terrestrial island ecosystems; however, what makes some species more damaging and some systems more resistant or resilient to invasions is unclear. Islands represent a unique opportunity (a natural laboratory) to address this issue; they are also the places where its resolution is of far more than academic interest. In addition to the impacts of globalization and climate change, there are more direct threats associated with increasing human population pressure on natural resources. Over the last 100 years, the human population has doubled worldwide and tripled in Japan. This explosive rate of growth far exceeds that of the past 10-15 centuries and has severely taxed global resources. For example, to meet food demands, the fishing industry has harvested larger catches, ignoring the rules and balances of nature, and resulting in overfishing and great disturbance to fishery grounds. Human activities on land have degraded terrestrial ecosystems through habitat destruction. Consequences include not only the irreversible loss of endemic species from "biodiversity hotspots" but also the erosion of human cultural diversity (which is often tightly linked to its unique natural heritage). Unsustainable terrestrial development also threatens marine systems through large inflows of exogenous materials and fine particles to coastal zones and the eutrophication of some reefs. Such conditions have allowed increased population growth of algal species, which has also tipped coral reef systems toward a new ecological equilibrium that does not favor human well-being. Most seriously and devastatingly, some coral reefs have become the targets of "reclamation" projects and have disappeared completely. Sustainable use for coral reef and island ecosystems must be the most important and urgent challenge facing the tropical and subtropical Pacific regions. It is obvious that solutions must involve a much greater understanding of biodiversity and its relationship to human society; more cooperative research in the Pacific region is an urgent priority. 

The destruction of biodiversity leads to extinction- furthering the depletion of human resources, especially marine life, will destroy ecosystems.  

CIEL, n.d.- Non-profit organization that provides environmental legal services in international and comparative environmental law (n.d., Center for International Environmental Law, “What is Biodiversity and Why is it Important?” http://www.ciel.org/Biodiversity/WhatIsBiodiversity.html )

Biodiversity is the variability of all living organisms -- including animal and plant species -- of the genes of all these organisms, and of the terrestrial, aquatic and marine ecosystems of which they are part. Biodiversity makes up the structure of the ecosystems and habitats that support essential living resources, including wildlife, fisheries and forests. It helps provide for basic human needs such as food, shelter, and medicine. It composes ecosystems that maintain oxygen in the air, enrich the soil, purify the water, protect against flood and storm damage and regulate climate. Biodiversity also has recreational, cultural, spiritual and aesthetic values. Society's growing consumption of resources and increasing populations have led to a rapid loss of biodiversity, eroding the capacity of earth's natural systems to provide essential goods and services on which human communities depend.  Human activities have raised the rate of extinction to 1,000 times its usual rate.  If this continues, Earth will experience the sixth great wave of extinctions in billions of years of history.  Already, an estimated two of every three bird species are in decline worldwide, one in every eight plant species is endangered or threatened, and one-quarter of mammals, one-quarter of amphibians and one-fifth of reptiles are endangered or vulnerable. Also in crisis are forests and fisheries, which are essential biological resources and integral parts of the earth's living ecosystems. The World Resources Institute estimates that only one-fifth of the earth’s original forest cover survives unfragmented, yet deforestation continues, with 180 million hectares in developing countries deforested between 1980 and 1995.  Forests are home to 50-90% of terrestrial species, provide ecosystem services such as carbon storage and flood prevention, and are critical resources for many linguistically and culturally diverse societies and millions of indigenous people. Overfishing, destructive fishing techniques and other human activities have also severely jeopardized the health of many of the world’s fish stocks along with associated marine species and ecosystems.  The Food and Agriculture Organization of the UN estimates that nearly two-thirds of ocean fisheries are exploited at our beyond capacity.  Over one billion people, mostly in developing countries, depend on fish as their primary source of animal protein.

Extinction
Diner ‘94—Major David, Judge Advocate General’s Corps, United States Army, Military Law Review, Winter, 143 Mil. L. Rev. 161

 

Biologically diverse ecosystems are characterized by a large number of specialist species, filling narrow ecological niches. These ecosystems inherently are more stable than less diverse systems. "The more complex the ecosystem, the more successfully it can resist a stress. . . . [l]ike a net, in which each knot is connected to others by several strands, such a fabric can resist collapse better than a simple, unbranched circle of threads -- which if cut anywhere breaks down as a whole."  n79 By causing widespread extinctions, humans have artificially simplified many ecosystems. As biologic simplicity increases, so does the risk of ecosystem failure. The spreading Sahara Desert in Africa, and the dustbowl conditions of the 1930s in the United States are relatively mild examples of what might be expected if this trend continues. Theoretically, each new animal or plant extinction, with all its dimly perceived and intertwined affects, could cause total ecosystem collapse and human extinction. Each new extinction increases the risk of disaster. Like a mechanic removing, one by one, the rivets from an aircraft's wings,  n80 [hu]mankind may be edging closer to the abyss.
***GENERAL

Economic Costs O/W, Withdrawal Causes Alliance Chance

Economic costs outweigh the necessity of U.S. presence in Okinawa- US withdrawal would force a much needed redefinition of the US-Japanese alliance

Hosokawa, 98 – the 79th Prime Minister of Japan from August 9, 1993 to April 28, 1994. Leader of the first non-Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) government since 1955. (July-August 1998 , Morihiro,  “Are U.S. troops in Japan needed? Reforming the alliance.” Foreign Affairs 77.n4 pp2(4)

As the common threat presented by the Cold War diminishes, it is natural for the Japanese people to be skeptical of the U.S. military presence. The American military bases cost Japan $4 billion annually. If for-gone rent and other revenues are included, Japan's annual burden jumps to $5 billion, at a time when the Japanese government faces a serious financial crisis. In terms of cost-sharing, Japan bears the largest burden among U.S. allies for maintaining U.S. forces, with Germany and South Korea paying $60 million and $290 million, respectively. By a 1995 Special Measures Agreement, Japan is committed through the year 2000 to pay the salaries of 24,000 civilian employees at the bases, the utility costs, including energy, water, and communications, and most of the construction expenses. This burden to Japanese taxpayers hangs like a darkening cloud over the future of the alliance. Japan should honor the 1995 agreement but put America on notice that it will not renew the agreement in 2000.  It is the business of statesmen, not bureaucrats or generals, to plan for the future. The U.S. military presence in Japan should fade with this century's end. The time has come for the leaders of Japan and the United States to discuss an alliance fit for the next century.

Troop Presence Causes Conflict

Okinawa no longer provides strategic advantage to the U.S and increases the risk of conflict in the region

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)
Marine Presence Is Strategically Irrelevant.  Should Washington find itself at war with China (or another aggressive power in East Asia), the Air Force and Navy would do the heavy lifting. The half-strength 3rd MEF would have no meaningful role to perform. Washington's participation in another ground war on the Asian mainland is almost inconceivable, leaving the 3rd MEF no useful function. Moreover, a sizable American presence on Okinawa, especially if it were directed against China, would turn Japan into a military target--something likely to make Tokyo hesitate to support Washington, just as Japan lacked enthusiasm for U.S. saber rattling over Taiwan in early 1996.  Is there any other reason to keep the Marines on Okinawa? The Marines, not surprisingly, respond yes. National animosities, territorial disputes, ethnic tensions, and poverty still bedevil the region. Among the potential dangers the Marine Corps points to are trade imbalances, bank failures, and currency devaluations. Stability could be at risk, with potential chaos in Indonesia, enmity between India and Pakistan, and so on. And air and naval power is not enough, argued one Marine Corps officer, as "stability is often provided by simple combat power in the region. You don't get much stability with air or naval power. You can't occupy territory."  So what? If one wanted to catalog conflicts in which the United States should not intervene, and certainly not with ground forces, the examples cited by the Marines would be at the top of the list. What if the successor regime to Indonesia's corrupt Suharto dictatorship totters? Let it go. What if Filipino and Chinese ships exchange shots over the Spratly Islands? Stay out of it. What if Japan and South Korea engage in more bitter sparring over the Tokdu, or Takeshima, Islands? Tell both countries to grow up and settle their differences like mature democracies. What if India and Pakistan move toward war over Kashmir? Stay as far away from the conflict as possible. There is no need for Washington to treat every problem in the world as its own.  

 Troops Cause Costs, Shifting Asian Powers, Lack of Defense 

US should close the Okinawa base: high costs, shifting Asian powers, and lack of Japanese self-defense

Bandow, 5/12/10

(Doug, Senior Fellow at the Cato Institute, “Japan Can Defend Itself,” Cato Institute, pg online @ http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11804 //ag)

Still, the primary problem is Japan. So long as Tokyo requests American military protection, it cannot easily reject Washington's request for bases. Thus, Okinawan residents must do more than demand fairness. They must advocate defense independence.  Who should protect Japan? Japan. Tokyo's neighbors remain uneasy in varying degrees about the prospect of a more active Japan, but World War II is over. A revived Japanese empire is about as likely as a revived Mongol empire. Both Japan and India could play a much larger role in preserving regional security.  Many Japanese citizens are equally opposed to a larger Japanese military and more expansive foreign policy. Their feelings are understandable, given the horrors of World War II. However, the most fundamental duty of any national government is defense. If the Japanese people want a minimal (or no) military, that is their right. But they should not expect other nations to fill the defense gap.  Moreover, with an expected $1.6 trillion deficit this year alone, the United States can no longer afford to protect countries which are able to protect themselves. Washington has more than enough on its military plate elsewhere in the world.  Raymond Greene, America's consul general in Okinawa, says: "Asia is going though a period of historic strategic change in the balance of power." True enough, which is why East Asian security and stability require greater national efforts from Japan and its neighbors. Regional defense also warrants improved multilateral cooperation — something which should minimize concerns over an increased Japanese role.  The other important question is, defend Japan from what? Today Tokyo faces few obvious security threats. For this reason, many Japanese see little cause for an enlarged Japanese military.
Inherency 

  Inherency – Expansion 

U.S. has been planning on base expansion since the 60's. 

Shimoji, 10- Staff writer for DMZ Hawai'i Legacy website and figure in Okinawa controversy (5/17/10, Yoshio, “The Futenma Base and the U.S.-Japan Controversy: an Okinawan perspective,” http://www.dmzhawaii.org/?p=7118 )


Apparently, from early on, the U.S. had Henoko in mind as a site for the relocation. The Marine Corps Okinawa submitted a blueprint every fiscal year to the Pentagon and eventually to the U.S. Congress for approval in the 1960’s, with an air station and port facilities to be constructed on reclaimed land off the coast at Henoko. Whether it would be a replacement for Futenma or an outright new air base is not clear, but the design for its functions was the same as the current V-shaped runway plan set forth in the United States-Japan Roadmap for Realignment Implementation agreed in 2006 (hereafter called 2006 Road Map): to integrate the newly constructed air base with Camp Hansen, Camp Schwab and the central and northern training areas, thus strengthening military functions (as had been the plans for Okinawan bases during the Vietnam War) and deterrence capability against North Korea, China or Russia today [2]. 

 UX Trick 

No troop relocation from South Korea is coming

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

In May 2006, the United States and Japan signed a detailed “roadmap” agreement to broaden military cooperation, mostly dealing with changes and additions to U.S. forces in Japan. It provides for the relocation of the headquarters of the III Marine Expeditionary Force and 8,000 U.S. marines from Okinawa to Guam by 2014. Approximately 7,000 marines will remain on Okinawa. The cost of the relocation is estimated at $10.27 billion. Of this amount, Japan pledged to contribute $6.09 billion, including direct financing of facilities and infrastructure on Guam.7 Visiting South Korea in June 2008, Defense Secretary Robert Gates announced that U.S. troops there would remain at about 28,000, instead of carrying out the plan of 2004 to restructure U.S. forces by reducing troop strength from 37,000 to 25,000 by September 2008. 

U.S. withdrawal is inevitable.  Multilateralism is key to keeping peace in Asia.

Evans, 98 (Daniel T., December 1998, “MAKING DECISIONS ABOUT U.S.-JAPAN SECURITY RELATIONS: TOWARD A LIMITED FORWARD-DEPLOYMENT IN THE 2 1ST CENTURY”)
With the perceived descendancy of U.S. power in the region, and, indeed a real descendancy if this thesis' proposals for restructuring were implemented, the regional powers would likely engage in a struggle for regional hegemony. This struggle is bound to occur eventually, as the U.S. can not remain physically engaged in Asia forever. When it does occur, each of the countries of the region is going to want to assume their rightful position in whatever system emerges. The key is to try to control the dimensions of that struggle, and influence it to gain outcomes that would be favorable to U.S. interests in the region. Multilateralism and the formation of regional security groups represent a means to control that struggle, and reduce the levels of unpredictability in the region.  Stability in Asia depends upon the benign coexistence between the region's nations. Multilateralism makes this benign coexistence easier to accomplish. The void left by a U.S. restructuring is likely to cause defense build-ups across the board in Asia as each of the countries vie for positions within the region. It can be argued that such a regional arms race is already taking place among the industrialized countries of Asia. This militarization is just a side effect of the rapid economic growth that the countries of the region have experienced over the past several decades. As their involvement in the international economy grows, so does their need for an expanding military to ensure their continued access to the global market and maintenance of their financial, trade, and diplomatic ties with other countries. These arms races also are the result of the perceived shifts in geopolitical power of the U.S. and China within the region, with the latter on the ascendancy and the former being seen as in decline. The on- going and across-the-board modernization and expansion of the arsenals of the countries in the region, and especially within ASEAN, is an example of the states preparing for the real possibility of major changes to the broader strategic environment in the longer term.96
The prospect of an arms race in Southeast Asia and uncertainty about the directions of the defense policies of Japan, China, and South Korea encouraged advocates of various forms of 
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***BASES BAD
Occupation = Tyranny

Be skeptical of negative justification of occupation of Okinawa – it’s dominated by Tyrannical status quo thought.

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)

In any case, SACO does not reach the more fundamental issue: why should the United States continue to dominate island life by stationing a marine expeditionary force and other units on Okinawa? The U.S. and Japanese governments do not like being asked that question. In fact, the Marine Corps seems to blame the Okinawans whenever the issue comes up. As part of an official briefing, one officer complained to me, "Because of Governor Ota's recent media assaults, the Marine Corps has found itself justifying the importance of basing Marines on Okinawa."41In fact, both nations' defense establishments have been busy for years concocting new justifications for old deployments. The most notorious is the United States Security Strategy for the East Asia-Pacific Region. The report's conclusion was simple: whatever has been must always be. Every American military deployment, installation, and treaty is needed now more than ever before. Yet that is an obviously unsatisfactory response. The Cold War is over, Japan faces no credible threats, and South Korea--where U.S. forces on Okinawa would be sent in a crisis--is capable of defending itself. Indeed, despite the April U.S.-Japan agreement to expand bilateral military cooperation, so complacent is Tokyo that it is cutting its already modest defense budget in 1998. Japan is also reducing troop levels and weapons procurement.42
And Japanese political analysts warn that the fall of the Hashimoto government in July may cause Tokyo to renege on even the modest promises it made a few months ago.  The end of the Cold War should logically have led to the end of America's Cold War deployments. Says Miki, "Before 1989, the U.S. said that due to the threat of the Soviet Union and China the U.S. must stay. Since 1989 it has emphasized the Korean issue. If Korea reunifies, what reason will the U.S. give next" for keeping everything as it has been since World War II?  That is a good question, one Okinawans now regularly ask of Washington. Even the Marines admit, "Not a day goes by when we are not asked the question . . . 'With the end of the Cold War, why does the United States continue to base such a large number of military here on Okinawa?'"45
The services, naturally, have an answer--in fact, many of them. The military graciously gives tours of their facilities even to skeptics of the U.S. presence. The Air Force and Marine Corps conduct formal briefings to justify their presence on Okinawa. The Air Force defends its installations, most notably Kadena Air Base, primarily by citing the potential for conflict in Korea and elsewhere in East Asia. Okinawa is the "keystone of the Pacific," explained one senior Air Force officer.  That U.S. troops need to be close to potential conflicts is only part of the justification; another concern is "presence is influence."  Nevertheless, my briefer acknowledged that continued changes in the re- gional threat environment would warrant reconsideration of the U.S. military presence: "it is only logical to assume that major strategic changes would result in similar changes in deployments." 
He seemed to recognize that a diminishing threat of war, especially on the Korean peninsula, would automatically reduce the need for bases in Okinawa.
Occupation = Regional Conflict

Okinawa no longer provides strategic advantage to the U.S.  We only risk sparking local conflicts.

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)

Marine Presence Is Strategically Irrelevant.  Should Washington find itself at war with China (or another aggressive power in East Asia), the Air Force and Navy would do the heavy lifting. The half-strength 3rd MEF would have no meaningful role to perform. Washington's participation in another ground war on the Asian mainland is almost inconceivable, leaving the 3rd MEF no useful function. Moreover, a sizable American presence on Okinawa, especially if it were directed against China, would turn Japan into a military target--something likely to make Tokyo hesitate to support Washington, just as Japan lacked enthusiasm for U.S. saber rattling over Taiwan in early 1996.  Is there any other reason to keep the Marines on Okinawa? The Marines, not surprisingly, respond yes. National animosities, territorial disputes, ethnic tensions, and poverty still bedevil the region. Among the potential dangers the Marine Corps points to are trade imbalances, bank failures, and currency devaluations. Stability could be at risk, with potential chaos in Indonesia, enmity between India and Pakistan, and so on. And air and naval power is not enough, argued one Marine Corps officer, as "stability is often provided by simple combat power in the region. You don't get much stability with air or naval power. You can't occupy territory."  So what? If one wanted to catalog conflicts in which the United States should not intervene, and certainly not with ground forces, the examples cited by the Marines would be at the top of the list. What if the successor regime to Indonesia's corrupt Suharto dictatorship totters? Let it go. What if Filipino and Chinese ships exchange shots over the Spratly Islands? Stay out of it. What if Japan and South Korea engage in more bitter sparring over the Tokdu, or Takeshima, Islands? Tell both countries to grow up and settle their differences like mature democracies. What if India and Pakistan move toward war over Kashmir? Stay as far away from the conflict as possible. There is no need for Washington to treat every problem in the world as its own.

Bases Kill Okinawa Economy

The US bases Affect Okinawa economic development

Japanese Communist Party 00 - (Japanese Communist Party writing Problems of US bases in Okinawa)

Okinawa's regional economic development is being hampered by U.S. military bases that are located in the central part of Okinawa's towns. The U.S. Marine Corps Futenma Air Station occupies a fourth of the total area of Ginowan City, and on top of this, it is right in the center of the city. Roads, waterworks and sewerage systems have to make a detour to avoid the air station. It is a major obstacle to improving the city's infrastructure. In addition, to avoid inconvenience to U.S. aircraft approaching to the air station, the height of buildings is restricted near the base, and thus redevelopment, which Ginowan City wants to undertake, cannot be carried out. In some cases, a newly-built apartment house has been demolished just because it was identified as obstructing U.S. aircraft flights.

Bases Kill US Economy

The non-war military bases are hindering our economy 

Maas ’10 [Jim, Ph. D. Cornell, Cornell’s Clark Award for Distinguished Teaching, “Bring the Troops Home – All of Them”, 3/8, http://www.lpwi.org/index.php/media/headlines/92-bring-the-troops-home--all-of-them]
Our "peace president" has requested changes in military spending. Unfortunately, that change would push U.S. military spending well above $2 billion per day. At $744 billion, it's a new record. This doesn't even include the $160 billion in war funding for Iraq and Afghanistan. The U.S. military budget is about equal to what the entire rest of the world spends on military costs! Our yearly "defense budget" is 150 percent that of all of Europe, including Russia. Our Navy battle fleet is larger than the next 13 foreign navies combined. We're No. 1. Why don't Americans feel safe? And, if you wonder how our empire affects you, the military uses 320,000 barrels of oil daily, raising prices at the pump. Supporting an overseas empire means sending money in the billions to foreign bases -- not a good "stimulus" for our economy.

The American military empire is responsible for the decline in the dollar and the current economic crisis

Maas ’10 [Jim, Ph. D. Cornell, Cornell’s Clark Award for Distinguished Teaching, “Bring the Troops Home – All of Them”, 3/8, http://www.lpwi.org/index.php/media/headlines/92-bring-the-troops-home--all-of-them]
Our military empire is fueled by a bank credit expansion that has resulted in the decline of the dollar and the current economic crisis. The fantasy that the defense of the country requires an overseas empire surpassing the British imperium at its peak is proving to be very costly. Americans don't realize that we're among this empire's biggest losers, as our savings are eaten up by inflation, and the equity we labored to preserve and increase evaporates. The Federal Reserve pumps more funny money into circulation since the Treasury spends much more than it collects. The winners are the banks and the "military-industrial complex" President Eisenhower tried to warn us about.

The only solution to American survival is a non-interventionist policy

Maas ’10 [Jim, Ph. D. Cornell, Cornell’s Clark Award for Distinguished Teaching, “Bring the Troops Home – All of Them”, 3/8, http://www.lpwi.org/index.php/media/headlines/92-bring-the-troops-home--all-of-them]

Our Constitution says our government must "provide for the common defense" of the states. Defense, not offense, nation-building, preemptive attacks, policing the planet, or picking sides in problems on other continents. Located on a continent surrounded by friendly countries and vast oceans, our beautiful homeland is an ideal location for a foreign policy libertarians call "non-interventionism." It is the opposite of our present policy, much cheaper, safer, and an absolute necessity for our survival in the 21st century.

The threats to our republic and way of life originate here at home, not from abroad.

China Reaction

China uneasy about US in Japan 

Yoshihara ‘10 associate professor in the Strategy and Policy Department at the Naval War College PhD in international relations. associate professor in the Strategy and Policy Department at the Naval War College visiting professor at the U.S. Air War College. [Summer 2010Toshi Chinese Missile Strategy and the U.S. Naval Presence in Japan The Operational View from Beijing http://www.andrewerickson.com/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Chinese-Missile-Strategy_Yoshihara_Toshi_NWCR_2010-Summer.pdf

 Equally troubling is growing evidence that China has turned its attention to Japan, home to some of the largest naval and air bases in the world. Beijing has long worried about Tokyo’s potential role in a cross-strait conflagration. In particular, Chinese analysts chafe at the apparent American freedom to use the Japanese archipelago as a springboard to intervene in a Taiwan contingency. In the past, China kept silent on what the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) would do in response to Japanese logistical support of U.S. military operations. Recent PLA publications, in contrast, suggest that the logic of missile coercion against Taiwan could be readily applied to U.S. forward presence in Japan. The writings convey a high degree of confidence that China’s missile forces could compel Tokyo to limit American use of naval bases while selectively destroying key facilities on those bases. These doctrinal developments demand close attention from Washington and Tokyo, lest the transpacific alliance be caught flat-footed in a future crisis with Beijing. This article is a first step toward better understanding how the Chinese evaluate the efficacy of missile coercion against American military targets in Japan 

China afraid of US intervention In Taiwan War
Yoshihara ‘10 associate professor in the Strategy and Policy Department at the Naval War College PhD in international relations. associate professor in the Strategy and Policy Department at the Naval War College visiting professor at the U.S. Air War College. [Summer 2010Toshi Chinese Missile Strategy and the U.S. Naval Presence in Japan The Operational View from Beijing http://www.andrewerickson.com/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Chinese-Missile-Strategy_Yoshihara_Toshi_NWCR_2010-Summer.pdf;WBTR

In recent years, defense analysts in the United States have substantially revised their estimates of China’s missile prowes. A decade ago, most observers rated Beijing’s ballistic missiles as inaccurate, blunt weapons limited to terrorizing ci-vilian populations. Today, the emerging consensus within the U.S. strategic community is that China’s arsenal can inflict lethal harm with precision on a wide range of military targets, including ports and airfields. As a consequence, many observers have jettisoned previously sanguine net assessments that conferred decisive, qualitative advantages to Taiwan in the cross-strait military balance. Indeed, the debates on China’s coercive power and Taiwan’s apparent inability to resist such pressure have taken on a palpably fatalistic tone. A 2009 RAND monograph warns that China’s large, modern missile and air forces are likely to pose a virtually insurmountable challenge to Taiwanese and American efforts to command the air over the strait and the island. The authors of the report believe that massive ballistic-missile salvos launched against Taiwan’s air bases would severely hamper Taipei’s ability to generate enough fighter sorties to contest air superiority. They state: “As China’s ability to deliver accurate fire across the strait grows,it is becoming increasingly difficult and soon may be impossible for the United States and Taiwan to protect the island’s military and civilian infrastructures from serious damage.”1 As a result, the authors observe, “China’s ability to suppress Taiwan and local U.S. air  bases with ballistic and cruise missiles seriously threatens the defense’s abilityto maintain control of the air over the strait.”2 They further assert, “The UnitedStates can no longer be confident of winning the battle for the air in the air.This represents a dramatic change from the first five-plus decades of the China-Taiwan confrontation. 

***GUAM

No Guam

Relocating outside of Okinawa means no additional marine relocation to Guam

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

In addition to Japan’s financial contribution, the relocation to Guam would be dependent upon Japan’s progress toward completion of the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF). In the “Roadmap,” the United States and Japan agreed to replace the Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Futenma with the FRF constructed using landfill and located in another, less populated area of Okinawa (at Camp Schwab). The FRF would be part of an interconnected package that includes relocation to the FRF, return of MCAS Futenma, transfer of III MEF personnel to Guam, and consolidation of facilities and return of land on Okinawa. In April 2009, the lower house of Japan’s parliament, the Diet, voted to approve the bilateral agreement, and the Diet ratified it on May 13, 2009. The next day, the Department of State welcomed the Diet’s ratification of the agreement and reiterated the U.S. commitment to the completion of the relocation of 8,000 marines to Guam from Okinawa, host to about 25,000 U.S. military personnel and their dependents. However, on September 16, 2009, Yukio Hatoyama of the Democratic Party of Japan became Prime Minister, and this political change raised questions about whether Japan would seek to renegotiate the agreement even before discussions about its implementation. Hatoyama had called for the Futenma air station to be relocated outside of Okinawa, with concerns about the impact on the local people and environment. Visiting Tokyo on September 18, Assistant Secretary of State Kurt Campbell stressed that it is important to stay the course. In Tokyo on October 21, Defense Secretary Robert Gates stressed to Japan’s Defense Minister Toshimi Kitazawa the importance of implementing the agreement by “moving forward expeditiously on the roadmap as agreed.” Gates said at a news conference that “without the [FRF], there will be no relocation to Guam. And without relocation to Guam, there will be no consolidation of forces and return of land in Okinawa.” But by the time of President Obama’s visit on November 13, 2009, the two leaders could only announce a “working group” to discuss differences. The U.S. side agreed to discuss the agreement’s “implementation,” but Japan sought to “review” the agreement.

No Guam - Infrastructure

Status quo policy doesn’t allocate enough resources for infrastructure development

Pincus 09 (4/12/09, Walter, Washington Post Staff Writer, “GAO Says Military Expansion Will Tax Guam’s Infrastructure”, Washington Post, A-SECTION; Pg. A02)

The infrastructure and social services on Guam in the next five years will not meet the needs of the more than 8,000 Marines and their 9,000 dependents expected to relocate there, even as other U.S. military facilities on the Pacific island are expanding, according to the Government Accountability Office. Under a 2005 agreement with Japan, the Marines will transfer from Okinawa to Guam by 2014. At the same time, a $13 billion expansion is planned for Air Force bases and Navy port facilities on the island. Together, the changes will increase Guam's population by almost 15 percent and "substantially" tax the island's infrastructure, the GAO said in a report sent to Congress on Friday. Guam's water and wastewater systems "are near capacity and demand may increase by 25 percent," the GAO said. The island's solid-waste facilities have "reached the end of their projected useful life," and the military construction demands "will exceed local capacity and the availability of workers on Guam," the GAO added. As a result, outside workers will need to move to the island, the report said. Also citing what could be an inadequate electric grid capacity and an overload for Guam's only two major highways, the GAO called on Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates to urge that other government agencies make the island's problems a higher priority in their budgets. Although the Defense Department is expected to pay for infrastructure projects directly related to the military buildup and contribute toward utilities and roads, the Guam government "is largely responsible for obtaining funding for civilian requirements related to the buildup," the GAO said. At a May Senate hearing, Gov. Felix P. Camacho (R) said Guam would need $6.1 billion for fiscal 2010 to support the military buildup. Guam's revenue for fiscal 2010 is projected at $532 million. 

Expanding infrastructure is a prerequisite to base operation

Jowers, ‘8 (5/10/08, Karen, Air Force Times, “Military Buildup Threatens to Overwhelm Guam,” http://www.airforcetimes.com/news/2008/05/airforce_guam_051008p/) 
If Guam doesn’t get money soon from the federal government to help prepare for the massive military buildup coming to the island in the next few years, it could affect not only the island’s permanent residents but also the quality of life for the service members and families who will move there, the island’s governor told lawmakers. “No American community can shoulder the challenges of a 30 percent increase in population” in such a short time, Guam Gov. Felix Camacho said. Guam’s population of about 171,000 includes about 14,000 people connected to the Defense Department, but that is expected to triple, to more than 40,000, in a five-year period, said David Bice, executive director of the Joint Guam Program Office for the Navy’s assistant secretary for installations and environment. That includes 8,000 Marines and their 9,000 family members relocating from Okinawa to Guam by 2014, as well as the addition of about 1,000 airmen at Andersen Air Force Base. Including active-duty airmen, reservists and dependents, the population of Andersen will swell from about 8,500 to nearly 12,000 by early in the next decade. The people of Guam expect the federal government to underwrite the costs directly related to the military buildup, Camacho told the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee on May 1. Guamanians are worried about the potential strains on their port, roads, electrical system, health care system, wastewater system and social programs. Camacho noted that military personnel and their families “will travel the same roads, use the same resources and live in the same community we all share today. ... We want to be ready so we can continue to provide America’s front lines with a home away from home, without jeopardizing the basic services the government of Guam provides to the local community.” Although Guam’s government has been working to improve roads, schools and other infrastructure, it is unfair to expect any community to take on such exponential growth in such a short timeline, he said. Because of its strategic location in the western Pacific and its status as U.S. soil, Air Force leaders envision Guam becoming a major staging ground from which to project air power throughout Asia. Buildup has already begun The ramp-up is already underway. Andersen has hosted continuous long-range bomber deployments since 2004, and the base began construction in 2006 on a $242 million Expeditionary Combat Support Training campus. The campus will host the 554th Red Horse Squadron and a combat communications squadron, both relocating from South Korea. Andersen also expects to gain a permanent tanker presence as soon as fiscal 2009, and the base is slated to receive the first of seven Global Hawk surveillance drones in 2009 or 2010. The Navy plans to build a transient nuclear aircraft carrier-capable pier at Apra Harbor and beef up its submarine presence, and the Army plans to put a ballistic missile defense task force on the island. The most pressing concern, Camacho said, is Guam’s only civilian seaport, which expects to see six times the number of containers it now handles to support the construction boom. The port will bear the brunt of incoming military cargo and will be a critical chokepoint to support the buildup, he said. Expanding the port will cost an estimated $195 million, Guam officials said. Local officials have been taking steps on their own to prepare, he said. For example, the master plan for expansion of the port is before the Guam legislature. But officials have received little Defense Department guidance, and uncertainties about the buildup contribute to the difficulty of crafting a fully formed plan, said Brian Lepore, the Government Accountability Office’s director of defense capabilities and management. Commitments between the U.S. and the government of Japan, Camacho said, were made “without consideration of our capacity.”
Yes Guam

Once the US leaves the Futenma base, Japan will fund sending 8,000 US marines to Guam

Sydney Morning Harold, 6/5/10

(“Obama Policy Sees a PM resign, but Japan’s resentment will stay,” pg online @ http://www.smh.com.au/opinion/politics/obama-policy-sees-a-pm-resign-but-japans-resentment-will-stay-20100604-xkj1.html //ag)

Barack Obama has just shown he can kick ass in foreign policy, bringing down the first allied leader who tried to stand up against Washington pressure since the president took office. But it's been like killing a mockingbird. Yukio Hatoyama's resignation this week as Japan's prime minister is in large part due to the freeze-out by Washington over his government's attempt to get Japan out of an unpopular agreement to relocate a US Marine Corps base in the southern island prefecture of Okinawa. Under a deal signed in 2006 with one of the rotating prime ministers in the dying years of the long reign of Japan's pro-American conservatives, the base at Futenma was to be shut down, some 8000 marines moved to new barracks in Guam paid for by Japan, and their aircraft moved to a new airfield on reclaimed coastal land at Henoko, in the north of Okinawa's main island.

Strategies for the Futenma base will send US troops to Guam

Talmadge, 6/22/10

(Eric, Tokyo bureau chief of the Associated Press. His articles on bathing in Japan have appeared in The New York Times, the Los Angeles Times, and the New York Post. He has been a resident of Japan since he was 19 years old, “US-Japan security alliance strained by base decision, other pressures on its 50th anniversary,” The Washington Examiner, pg online @ http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/world/us-japan-security-alliance-strained-by-base-decision-other-pressures-on-its-50th-anniversary-96862119.html#ixzz0rhU4mK4P //ag)

But while the alliance is one of the strongest Washington has anywhere in the world, it has come under intense pressure lately over a plan to make sweeping reforms that would pull back roughly 8,600 Marines from Okinawa to the U.S. Pacific territory of Guam.  The move was conceived in response to opposition on Okinawa to the large U.S. military presence there — more than half of the U.S. troops in Japan are on Okinawa, which was one of the bloodiest battlefields of World War II.  Though welcomed by many at first, the relocation plan has led to renewed Okinawan protests over the U.S. insistence it cannot be carried out unless a new base is built on Okinawa to replace one that has been set for closing for more than a decade.

The DoD is conducting base realignment from Okinawa to Guam

Schmitt, ‘8 (5/30/08, Eric, New York Times, “Secretary Gates Visits Guam Military Base,” http://www.nytimes.com/2008/05/30/world/asia/31guam.html?ref=asia) 
Over the next six years, the Pentagon is planning to spend $15 billion to upgrade and expand World War II-era air bases, barracks and ports, and carve out of the jungle new housing and headquarters to accommodate thousands of additional troops and their families who are scheduled to arrive. It is all part of the military’s effort to remake Guam into a strategic hub in the western Pacific, underscoring both the increasing geopolitical importance of Asia to Washington as well as the Pentagon’s priority to project power from American territory rather than foreign bases. Mr. Gates made Guam his first stop on a weeklong trip to Asia, his fourth to the region since becoming defense secretary 17 months ago. He will also attend a regional security conference in Singapore, and confer with defense officials in Thailand and South Korea. An underlying theme of the trip, Mr. Gates said, will be “affirming that the United States is not distracted by our wars in Iraq and Afghanistan from our long-term interests here in Asia.” With American officials warily watching China’s military buildup as well as the continuing standoff with North Korea over its nuclear program, the massive construction projects already underway and on the drawing board here are striking. The military owns about one-third of this island, and much of the remaining jungle will be bulldozed to build military headquarters, housing, hospitals, schools and commissaries, officials said. By 2014, some 8,000 marines are expected to move here from their long-time base in Okinawa, requiring a new headquarters, housing and a small-arms training range. The Japanese government is paying $6 billion to help defray costs of the move and the new constructions here, said Geoff Morrell, the Pentagon press secretary. Japanese defense forces will train and conduct exercises with American troops here, said Mr. Morrell, in a historical twist of fate. Three days after the Dec. 7, 1941 attack on Pearl Harbor, Japan’s occupation of this American island started and continued until United States soldiers returned to Guam on July 21, 1944, a date celebrated here as Liberation Day.

Pressure from DOD key to allocate resources for redeployment

ENR 09 ("Guam Needs More U.S. Funds To Redeploy Military, Says GAO",Engineering News-Record, Pg. 14, April 27, 2009)

GAO says that the U.S. Defense Dept. is funding infrastructure costs on Guam «directly related» to the movement of 17,000 U.S. Marines and dependents from the island of Okinawa and from other locations, as well as providing «some funds toward civilian infrastructure.» But the Guam government must fund «civilian requirements related to the buildup,» GAO says. Island officials already have told the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee that they would request at least $6.1 billion for fiscal 2010 to fund infrastructure work. According to GAO, Guam’s wastewater treatment plants are operating at near capacity and face a 25% demand increase, while its electric grid is «inadequate.» GAO contends that while a federal governmentwide working group coordinates Guam funding needs, it does not have authority to direct agency budget allocations. GAO says only pressure from top DOD officials «can marshal the resources from member agencies» needed to meet Guam’s infrastructure needs. GAO says construction on Guam could start in fiscal 2010 to meet the projected 2014 deadline for troop movements, but military and industry sources speculate that overall funding issues in the U.S. and in Japan, which is also set to fund redeployment, could push that date back. There also are delays in completing required environmental reviews. DOD Deputy Undersecretary Wayne Army concurs with the report but says the time allowed for its review was «compressed.» According to Guam Congresswoman Madeline Bordallo, DOD’s concurrence with the GAO report’s conclusion is «significant.»

Only the DoD can facilitate inter-agency cooperation

GAO, 4.9

(Government  Accountability Office, “High-Level Leadership Needed to Help Guam Address Challenges Caused by DOD-Related Growth,” http://74.125.95.132/search?q=cache:QrXiFTk_hgsJ:www.gao.gov/new.items/d09500r.pdf+the+agency+for+human+resource+development%2Bguam%2Bmilitary&cd=19&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us&client=firefox-a)

The IGIA has made some efforts at federal collaboration; however, it will be unable to affect interagency budgets to help ensure that the realignment of military forces on Guam will be completed by the fiscal year 2014 completion date because it does not have the authority to direct other federal agencies’ budget or other resource decisions. However, based on a series of executive orders dating back to 1978, it has been long-standing DOD policy that DOD take the leadership role within the federal government in helping communities respond to the effects of defense-related activities.5 The current version of the executive order, Executive Order 12788,establishes an Economic Adjustment Committee made up of 22 federal departments and agencies, including the Department of the Interior, and requires the committee to, among other duties, advise, assist, and support the Defense Economic Adjustment Program. This program is to assist substantially and seriously affected communities from the effects of major defense closures and realignments. Moreover, the program is also to serve as a clearinghouse to exchangeinformation among federal, state and community officials involved in the resolution ofcommunity economic adjustment problems, including identifying sources of public and privatefinancing to meet identified needs. While DOD, through the Economic Adjustment Committee, does not have the authority to direct member executive agencies’ budget or other resource decisions, Executive Order 12788 does specify that all executive agencies are to give priority consideration to requests from defense-affected communities for financial resources and other assistance. However, as we previously reported, the Office of the Secretary of Defense has notprovided the high-level leadership on the Economic Advisory Committee that is necessary tohelp ensure interagency and intergovernmental coordination at levels that can make policy andbudgetary decisions to better leverage resources through the committee. Although other federal assistance has been provided to Guam from organizations such as the Navy’s Joint Guam Program Office and Interior’s Office of Insular Affairs, these organizations do not have the authority to direct other federal agencies to provide resources to defense-affected communities or ensure that Guam’s budget requests related to the military buildup become a priority across the federal government. Only high-level leadership from the Secretary of Defense can marshal the resources of the Economic Adjustment Committee’s member agencies, and only high-level federal officials from these agencies can affect possible policy and budget decisions that may be required to better assist the communities. Therefore, we are making a recommendation that DOD continue to implement our previous recommendation to provide the high-level leadership necessary to promote interagency coordination, as well as requiring that the EconomicAdjustment Committee includes Guam’s needs in its routine activities supporting defense-affected communities for the military buildup on Guam. 
Put away your disads- Japan won’t back out of realignment- the only question is infrastructure

Day, ‘9 (10/22/09, Jonathan, Xinhua General News Service, “News Analysis: Pentagon takes tough stance on new Japanese diplomacy”, Lexis)

U.S. Secretary of Defense Dr. Robert M. Gates, the first U.S. Cabinet member to visit Japan since the new Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) government took office, left two days of security meetings with senior Japanese officials on Tuesday and Wednesday adamant that bilateral security arrangements between the two countries should remain in place. The two-day trip by the Pentagon's number one was to lay the groundwork for U.S. President Barack Obama's planned visit to Japan on Nov. 12 and 13, during which time the President is expected to show that Washington values the importance of its relationship with Japan's newly formed government. However Gates' unwavering stance on the DPJ's interest in re- examining the 2006 U.S.-Japan Roadmap for Realignment and Implementation, which outlines a wholesale strategic repositioning of U.S. forces in Okinawa, may have quashed the Japanese government's hopes of reaching an alternative agreement and, perhaps more significantly, given the Japanese premier some pause over his party's hopes for more "equal Japan-U.S. ties" and his pledge to steer the nation on a diplomatic course less dependent on security alliances with the U.S. 

Guam Good

Guam relocation solves power projection, deterrence, and counter-terrorism—but the buildup has been moderate so far

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

Visiting Guam in May 2008, Defense Secretary Robert Gates said that Guam’s buildup will be “one of the largest movements of military assets in decades” and will help to “maintain a robust military presence in a critical part of the world.”1 Guam is a U.S. territory long considered to be strategically significant to U.S. forward deployments in the Western Pacific. In the Pacific Ocean, Hawaii is about 2,400 miles west of California, and Guam is about 3,800 miles further west of Hawaii. Guam has two important U.S. military bases: Apra Naval Base and Andersen Air Force Base. The island, three times the size of Washington, DC, is home to about 171,000 residents. As the Defense Department has faced increased tensions on the Korean peninsula and requirements to fight the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Pacific Command (PACOM), since 2000, has built up air and naval forces on Guam to boost U.S. deterrence and power projection in Asia. Concerns include crisis response, counter-terrorism, and contingencies in the western Pacific. But the defense buildup on Guam is moderate.

Guam good—flexibility, readiness, and solves Asian stability and terrorism

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

One rationale for the military build-up on Guam is its status as a U.S. territory. Thus, the United States is not required to negotiate with sovereign countries on force deployments or face the risks of losing bases or access. Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld visited Guam in November 2003 and expressed support for building up Guam as he considered a new round of base closings.8 In contrast, the United States had to close Subic Bay Naval Base and Clark Air Force Base in the Philippines in 1992, and countries like South Korea could restrict the use of U.S. forces based there. U.S. forces based in Guam also do not have to contend with political sensitivities over nuclear powered vessels. Moreover, some countries, including allies, have raised doubts about their support for U.S. forces in a possible conflict between the United States and China. Another rationale is the expansion of options that Guam offers to the evolving U.S. force structure. As Commander of PACOM, Admiral William Fallon expressed his vision for Guam as a staging area from which ships, aircraft, and troops can “surge” to the Asian theater. He stressed “flexibility,” saying “we need to have forces ready to react,” and we must have built-in flexibility” to meet emergencies (including disaster relief).9 In 2004, the Navy held “Summer Pulse 04,” its first exercise to increase readiness to “surge” operations in response to a crisis or emergency. In June 2006, PACOM held the “Valiant Shield” exercise that brought three aircraft carriers to waters off Guam. A third rationale is the need to counter what commanders call the “tyranny of distance.” PACOM, headquartered in Honolulu, has an area of responsibility that encompasses almost 60% of the world’s population, over 50% of the earth’s surface, the Pacific and Indian Oceans, 16 time zones, and five of seven U.S. defense treaties. U.S. forces on Guam are much closer to East Asia, where the United States has alliances with Australia, Japan, South Korea, Thailand, and the Philippines. The United States also has concerns in Asia about threats to peace and stability in the East China Sea, South China Sea and over terrorist threats in Southeast Asia, humanitarian crises, and security for sea lines of communication (SLOCs), particularly through the Straits of Malacca. Combat aircraft on Guam can reach Taiwan, Japan, Philippines, or the Korean peninsula in two to five hours.10 Moreover, Table 1 presents the shorter sailing distance and time from Guam to Manila in East Asia, compared to that from Honolulu, Seattle, and San Diego.

Guam is an easy target with low infrastructure—the best way to solve the alliance is to have presence in Japan

Kan & Niksch, 1/19 – Specialists in Asian Security Affairs (1/19/10, Shirley & Larry, Congressional Research Service, “Guam: U.S. Defense Deployments”, http://oai.dtic.mil/oai/oai?verb=getRecord&metadataPrefix=html&identifier=ADA513871)

As U.S. forces relocate to Guam, the state of its infrastructure has been of concern to some policymakers. Also, Guam’s political leaders have expressed concerns about the impact of additional deployments on its infrastructure, including utilities, roads, and water supplies. Guam’s location in the Western Pacific also requires construction of protection for U.S. forces and assets against typhoons. In the fall of 2006, PACOM officials briefed Guam on some aspects of an undisclosed draft plan for military expansion, the Integrated Military Development Plan, with possible military projects worth a total of about $15 billion.11 In addition, Guam’s remoteness and conditions raise more questions about hosting military families, training with other units in Hawaii or the west coast, and costs for extended logistical support. Addressing another concern, a former commander of Marine Forces Pacific urged in 2007 that Guam’s buildup include more than infrastructure to develop also human capital, communities, and the environment.12 In 2009, Wallace Gregson became Assistant Secretary of Defense for Asian and Pacific Security Affairs. Guam’s higher military profile could increase its potential as an American target for terrorists and adversaries during a possible conflict. China has a variety of ballistic missiles that could target Guam. In addition, in 2008 North Korea started to deploy its intermediate range ballistic missile (Taepodong-X) with a range of about 1,860 miles that could reach Guam, according to South Korea’s 2008 Defense White Paper.13 Any such vulnerabilities could raise Guam’s requirements for both counterterrorism and missile defense measures. Moreover, some say that Guam is still too distant from flash points in the Asia and advocate closer cooperation with countries such as Singapore, Australia, the Philippines, and Japan.14 Building up the U.S. presence in those countries could enhance alliances or partnerships, increase interoperability, and reduce costs for the United States.

Relocation of troops in Okinawa to Guam is a key step in entering a new relationship with Japan that facilitates increased cooperation with the U.S.

Chanlett-Avery and Konishi, 9 – Specialist in Asian Affairs and Analyst in Asian Affairs (7/23/2009, Emma and Weston S.,“The Changing U.S.-Japan Alliance: Implications for U.S. Interests”)

The reduction of Marines from about 18,000 to 11,000 on Okinawa seeks to quell the political controversy that has surrounded the presence of U.S. forces in the southernmost part of Japan for years. Public outcry against the bases has continued since the 1995 rape of a Japanese schoolgirl by an American serviceman, and was renewed after a U.S. military helicopter crashed into a crowed university campus in 2004. Though constituting less than 1% of Japan’s land mass, Okinawa currently hosts 65% of the total U.S. forces in Japan. Okinawan politicians, along with the opposition Democratic Party of Japan, have called for a renegotiation of the Japan-U.S. Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) and a reduction in U.S. troop strength. The U.S. and central Japanese governments have opposed revising the SOFA, but Japan has increasingly pushed the U.S. to alleviate the burden of its military presence in Okinawa.  The DPRI review identified friction between the U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa and the local population as a key obstacle to a durable alliance. In addition to the 1995 rape conviction, complaints about noise pollution from the air bases and concern about safety issues after the crash of a helicopter in August 2004 convinced alliance managers that the burden on Okinawa’s urban areas needed to be reduced in order to make the alliance more politically sustainable. As part of the realignment of U.S. bases, U.S. officials agreed to move most aircraft and crews constituting the Marine Air Station at Futenma (a highly populated area) to expanded facilities at Camp Schwab, located in a less-congested area of Okinawa. The challenge of replacing Futenma had dogged alliance managers for years: since 1996, both sides had worked to implement the Special Action Committee on Okinawa (SACO) Report, which called for the return of 12,000 acres of land to the Japanese, provided that appropriate replacement facilities were arranged. In addition to the Futenma agreement, the United States agreed to relocate the Okinawa-based III Marine Expeditionary Force (III MEF), which includes 8,000 U.S. personnel and their dependents, to new facilities in Guam. In return, Tokyo promised to pay $6.09 billion of the $10.27 billion estimated costs associated with the move. With the DPRI review and the revitalized alliance, new momentum led to a tentative agreement in 2006.

However, implementation of the agreement has been slow and reflects the long-standing struggle between the Okinawan and central Tokyo governments. Public opposition and cost overruns threaten to further stall the Futenma relocation plan. Nevertheless, some progress has been made in the Guam relocation initiative. In February 2009, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Japanese Foreign Minister Hirofumi Nakasone signed a new agreement on implementing the Guam relocation plans by 2014.  Although resolving the base realignment issues is anticipated to consume the bulk of bilateral efforts in the short term, U.S. and Japanese officials envision sweeping changes to the entire defense relationship. The “2+2” reports of recent years outline a new alliance approach to both enhance the defense of Japan and to move beyond traditional realms of cooperation. Areas specifically mentioned for cooperation include air defense, ballistic missile defense, counter- proliferation, counter-terrorism, maritime security operations, search and rescue efforts, intelligence and surveillance, humanitarian relief, reconstruction assistance, peace-keeping, protection of critical infrastructure, response to weapons of mass destruction (WMD) attacks, mutual logistics support, provision of facilities for a non-combatant evacuation, and the use of civilian infrastructure for emergency purposes. Joint efforts in several of these areas have existed for decades, whereas other programs are in their infancy. Security and regional analysts have offered a range of opinions on which areas are most appropriate for further development of joint capabilities.10 Below are some of the most notable aspects of bilateral cooperation.

Guam is awesome—better than Okinawa

Kaplan 06 (Robert D. Kaplan is an Atlantic correspondent and the author of Imperial Grunts: The American Military on the Ground, 2006, "How We Would Fight China", The Atlantic, http://www.theatlantic.com/doc/200506/kaplan/4)

Andersen Air Force Base, on Guam's northern tip, represents the future of U.S. strategy in the Pacific. It is the most potent platform anywhere in the world for the projection of American military power. Landing there recently in a military aircraft, I beheld long lines of B-52 bombers, C-17 Globemasters, F/A-18 Hornets, and E-2 Hawkeye surveillance planes, among others. Andersen's 10,000-foot runways can handle any plane in the Air Force's arsenal, and could accommodate the space shuttle should it need to make an emergency landing. The sprawl of runways and taxiways is so vast that when I arrived, I barely noticed a carrier air wing from the USS Kitty Hawk, which was making live practice bombing runs that it could not make from its home port in Japan. I saw a truck filled with cruise missiles on one of the runways. No other Air Force base in the Pacific stores as much weaponry as Andersen: some 100,000 bombs and missiles at any one time. Andersen also stores 66 million gallons of jet fuel, making it the Air Force's biggest strategic gas-and-go in the world. Guam, which is also home to a submarine squadron and an expanding naval base, is significant because of its location. From the island an Air Force equivalent of a Marine or Army division can cover almost all of PACOM's area of responsibility. Flying to North Korea from the West Coast of the United States takes thirteen hours; from Guam it takes four. "This is not like Okinawa," Major General Dennis Larsen, the Air Force commander there at the time of my visit, told me. "This is American soil in the midst of the Pacific. Guam is a U.S. territory." The United States can do anything it wants here, and make huge investments without fear of being thrown out. Indeed, what struck me about Andersen was how great the space was for expansion to the south and west of the current perimeters. Hundreds of millions of dollars of construction funds were being allocated. This little island, close to China, has the potential to become the hub in the wheel of a new, worldwide constellation of bases that will move the locus of U.S. power from Europe to Asia. In the event of a conflict with Taiwan, if we had a carrier battle group at Guam we would force the Chinese either to attack it in port—thereby launching an assault on sovereign U.S. territory, and instantly becoming the aggressor in the eyes of the world—or to let it sail, in which case the carrier group could arrive off the coast of Taiwan only two days later.

Relocation of troops in Okinawa to Guam is a key step in entering a new relationship with Japan that facilitates increased cooperation with the U.S.

Chanlett-Avery and Konishi, 9 – Specialist in Asian Affairs and Analyst in Asian Affairs (7/23/2009, Emma and Weston S.,“The Changing U.S.-Japan Alliance: Implications for U.S. Interests”)

The reduction of Marines from about 18,000 to 11,000 on Okinawa seeks to quell the political controversy that has surrounded the presence of U.S. forces in the southernmost part of Japan for years. Public outcry against the bases has continued since the 1995 rape of a Japanese schoolgirl by an American serviceman, and was renewed after a U.S. military helicopter crashed into a crowed university campus in 2004. Though constituting less than 1% of Japan’s land mass, Okinawa currently hosts 65% of the total U.S. forces in Japan. Okinawan politicians, along with the opposition Democratic Party of Japan, have called for a renegotiation of the Japan-U.S. Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA) and a reduction in U.S. troop strength. The U.S. and central Japanese governments have opposed revising the SOFA, but Japan has increasingly pushed the U.S. to alleviate the burden of its military presence in Okinawa.  The DPRI review identified friction between the U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa and the local population as a key obstacle to a durable alliance. In addition to the 1995 rape conviction, complaints about noise pollution from the air bases and concern about safety issues after the crash of a helicopter in August 2004 convinced alliance managers that the burden on Okinawa’s urban areas needed to be reduced in order to make the alliance more politically sustainable. As part of the realignment of U.S. bases, U.S. officials agreed to move most aircraft and crews constituting the Marine Air Station at Futenma (a highly populated area) to expanded facilities at Camp Schwab, located in a less-congested area of Okinawa. The challenge of replacing Futenma had dogged alliance managers for years: since 1996, both sides had worked to implement the Special Action Committee on Okinawa (SACO) Report, which called for the return of 12,000 acres of land to the Japanese, provided that appropriate replacement facilities were arranged. In addition to the Futenma agreement, the United States agreed to relocate the Okinawa-based III Marine Expeditionary Force (III MEF), which includes 8,000 U.S. personnel and their dependents, to new facilities in Guam. In return, Tokyo promised to pay $6.09 billion of the $10.27 billion estimated costs associated with the move. With the DPRI review and the revitalized alliance, new momentum led to a tentative agreement in 2006.

However, implementation of the agreement has been slow and reflects the long-standing struggle between the Okinawan and central Tokyo governments. Public opposition and cost overruns threaten to further stall the Futenma relocation plan. Nevertheless, some progress has been made in the Guam relocation initiative. In February 2009, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Japanese Foreign Minister Hirofumi Nakasone signed a new agreement on implementing the Guam relocation plans by 2014.  Although resolving the base realignment issues is anticipated to consume the bulk of bilateral efforts in the short term, U.S. and Japanese officials envision sweeping changes to the entire defense relationship. The “2+2” reports of recent years outline a new alliance approach to both enhance the defense of Japan and to move beyond traditional realms of cooperation. Areas specifically mentioned for cooperation include air defense, ballistic missile defense, counter- proliferation, counter-terrorism, maritime security operations, search and rescue efforts, intelligence and surveillance, humanitarian relief, reconstruction assistance, peace-keeping, protection of critical infrastructure, response to weapons of mass destruction (WMD) attacks, mutual logistics support, provision of facilities for a non-combatant evacuation, and the use of civilian infrastructure for emergency purposes. Joint efforts in several of these areas have existed for decades, whereas other programs are in their infancy. Security and regional analysts have offered a range of opinions on which areas are most appropriate for further development of joint capabilities.10 Below are some of the most notable aspects of bilateral cooperation.

***JAPAN-US RELATIONS

 Relations Low 

Japan US relations declining now, the base in Okinawa is hindering ties

Rogin, 6/16/10

(Josh, Staff Writer at Congressional Quarterly, Defense Reporter at Federal Computer Week, and Staff Reporter at Asahi Shimbun, “Will Obama Hit the ‘reset’ button on US-Japan relations?” Foreign Policy, pg online @ http://thecable.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/06/16/will_obama_hit_the_reset_button_on_us_japan_relations //ag)

Now that Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has fallen on his sword, and the United States Japan have an opportunity to "reset" their relationship, which suffered due to the personal discord between Hatoyama and President Obama and the lingering dispute over a base in Okinawa. But will they take it?  For now, the battle over the Futenma air station seems to be tabled, with the new prime minister, Naoto Kan, pledging to largely stick to the deal struck in 2006. But there are lingering doubts as to whether either Washington or Tokyo is ready to revamp the rest of the alliance, which needs an update as it crosses the 50-year threshold.  So far, Kan seems to be sounding the right notes.  "The new prime minister has done everything possible to underscore the importance of the U.S.-Japan alliance," an administration official close to the issue told The Cable. "This is a very complex set of interactions but we're reassured by what we've heard so far from Prime Minister Kan."  Japan hands in Washington note that Kan, in his swearing-in remarks, affirmed the U.S.-Japan alliance as "the cornerstone" of his country's diplomacy and pledged to honor the 2006 agreement. But Kan also said he would place equal emphasis on improving ties with China.  That struck many in Washington as a sign that the Democratic Party of Japan, which took power last year for the first time, is still hedging against what party leaders see as an Obama administration that just isn't giving Japan the respect and attention it feels it deserves.  As for the recent cooling in relations, "I don't think it's over, but a change in leadership is a chance to reset," said Randall Schriver, former deputy assistant secretary of state for East Asia. The U.S. problem with Hatoyama was personal, based on his style and inability to meet his own deadlines, resulting in a lack of trust, Schriver said.  "Japan's a democracy and Hatoyama brought himself down," said Devin Stewart, senior fellow at the Carnegie Council for Ethics in International Affairs.

US Japan relations are declining; previous Prime Minister brought political chaos

Green, 6/13/10

(Michael, senior advisor and Japan chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and associate professor at Georgetown University, “Prime Minister Kan Can Fix U.S.-Japan Ties,” Wall Street Journal, pg online @ http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703433704575303592164774492.html?mod=wsj_india_main //ag)

To say the United States-Japan alliance has been strained under the Democratic Party of Japan's leadership is an understatement. Former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama opened his term in September with promises to counterbalance American influence through a closed "East Asia Community" and sowed doubt about Japan's commitment to America's forward presence in Asia by blocking implementation of a plan to build a new air base to replace a Marine Corps facility on Okinawa. He threw the policy-making process into chaos with an antibureaucracy campaign that had inexperienced ministers doing the work of clerks and a collection of playwrights and television pundits in the Prime Minister's Office trying to decide security policy. Worst of all, Mr. Hatoyama let then DPJ Secretary-general Ichiro Ozawa reverse key government decisions based on the wishes of the DPJ's anti-alliance and antimarket coalition partners, the Social Democrats and the People's New Party.

Okinawa is highly contentious, the way it’s resolved will directly affect US Japan relations

Feffer, 3/6/10

(John, co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, “Okinawa and the new domino effect,” Asia Times Online, pg online @ http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LC06Dh01.html //ag)

The immediate source of tension in the US-Japanese relationship has been Tokyo's desire to renegotiate that 2006 agreement to close Futenma, transfer those 8,000 Marines to Guam, and build a new base in Nago, a less densely populated area of the island. It's a deal that threatens to make an already strapped government pay big. Back in 2006, Tokyo promised to shell out more than $6 billion just to help relocate the Marines to Guam.  The political cost to the new government of going along with the LDP's folly may be even higher. After all, the DPJ received a healthy chunk of voter support from Okinawans, dissatisfied with the 2006 agreement and eager to see the American occupation of their island end. Over the last several decades, with US bases built cheek-by-jowl in the most heavily populated parts of the island, Okinawans have endured air, water, and noise pollution, accidents like a 2004 US helicopter crash at Okinawa International University, and crimes that range from trivial speeding violations all the way up to the rape of a 12-year-old girl by three Marines in 1995.  According to a June 2009 opinion poll, 68% of Okinawans opposed relocating Futenma within the prefecture, while only 18% favored the plan. Meanwhile, the Social Democratic Party, a junior member of the ruling coalition, has threatened to pull out if Hatoyama backs away from his campaign pledge not to build a new base in Okinawa. 

The Okinawa base receives the most attention from all sides

Feffer, 3/6/10

(John, co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, “Okinawa and the new domino effect,” Asia Times Online, pg online @ http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LC06Dh01.html //ag)

The bases, as set out in the 1960 US-Japan Security Treaty, support the US commitment to protect Japan, as well as giving the US access to much of the Pacific. Officials argue that the distant US territory of Guam is no substitute as a deterrent to North Korea or to China’s ambitions towards Taiwan. Futenma is not the biggest base but it is a key cause of tension, embedded as it is in the city of Ginowan. The larger Kadena airbase is only slightly to the north. Military air traffic is constant, even on weekends, and the signs of US expat life are everywhere, from the fleets of yellow school buses to the shops proclaiming: “We buy second-hand American furniture,” to the 30ft (9m) declaration on the side of the United Christian nursery that “Jesus is Lord”. 

Okinawa receives the most attention from both the US and Japan, closing the base would be a victory for US Japan relations

Feffer, 3/6/10

(John, co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, “Okinawa and the new domino effect,” Asia Times Online, pg online @ http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LC06Dh01.html //ag)

The Hatoyama government is by no means radical, nor is it anti-American. It isn't preparing to demand that all, or even many, US bases close. It isn't even preparing to close any of the other three dozen (or so) bases on Okinawa. Its modest pushback is confined to Futenma, where it finds itself between the rock of Japanese public opinion and the hard place of Pentagon pressure. Those who prefer to achieve Washington's objectives with Japan in a more roundabout fashion counsel patience. "If America undercuts the new Japanese government and creates resentment among the Japanese public, then a victory on Futenma could prove Pyrrhic," writes Joseph Nye, the architect of US Asia policy during the Clinton years. Japan hands are urging the United States to wait until the summer, when the DPJ has a shot at picking up enough additional seats in the next parliamentary elections to jettison its coalition partners, if it deems such a move necessary.  Even if the Social Democratic Party is no longer in the government constantly raising the Okinawa base issue, the DPJ still must deal with democracy on the ground. The Okinawans are dead set against a new base. The residents of Nago, where that base would be built, just elected a mayor who campaigned on a no-base platform. It won't look good for the party that has finally brought real democracy to Tokyo to squelch it in Okinawa.
Taking action on the Okinawa base issue will bolster US Japan relations

AFP, 6/21/10

(“Okada, Clinton Affirm Japan-US Ties,” AFP International News Tokyo, pg online @ http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5iM98Ks6fAsFGdbNvxzrf0PEKcrKA //ag)

It was their first conversation since Okada retained his post in a cabinet formed by new Prime Minister Naoto Kan in early June.  "Our Minister Okada said the Japan-US alliance is a cornerstone of Japan's diplomacy," the Japanese foreign ministry said in a statement. "The two ministers agreed to cooperate closely from now on."  Okada vowed to follow the accord reached by the previous cabinet on the relocation of an unpopular US base on Okinawa, while asking for US efforts to reduce the "burden" of the US military presence on the southern Japanese island.  In late May, Tokyo and Washington agreed that the US Marine Corps Air Station Futenma would be moved, as first agreed in 2006, from a crowded city area on Okinawa to the island's coastal Henoko region.  Okada and Clinton also agreed to cooperate on key diplomatic issues, including the sinking of a South Korean warship blamed on North Korea and talks at the UN Security Council against Iran in response to its nuclear programme, they said.
US-Japan relations low now

Packard, ’10 (George R., President of the United States-Japan Foundation, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2010, “The United States-Japan Security Treaty at 50,” C^2)

On January 19, 1960, Japanese Prime Minister Nobusuke Kishi and U.S. Secretary of State Christian Herter signed a historic treaty. It committed the United States to help defend Japan if Japan came under attack, and it provided bases and ports for U.S. armed forces in Japan. The agreement has endured through half a century of dramatic changes in world politics -- the Vietnam War, the collapse of the Soviet Union, the spread of nuclear weapons to North Korea, the rise of China -- and in spite of fierce trade disputes, exchanges of insults, and deep cultural and historical differences between the United States and Japan. This treaty has lasted longer than any other alliance between two great powers since the 1648 Peace of Westphalia.

Given its obvious success in keeping Japan safe and the United States strong in East Asia, one might conclude that the agreement has a bright future. And one would be wrong. The landslide electoral victory of the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) last August, after nearly 54 years of uninterrupted rule by the Liberal Democratic Party, has raised new questions in Japan about whether the treaty's benefits still outweigh its costs.
Continued US-Japan relations Cause China to Extend It’s Military Capacity 

Bush ‘9 Director for Center for Northeast Asian Policy Studies  [June 06, Richard C. III,  China and the U.S.-Japan Alliance Asia, China, Japan, International Relations Brookings Institute http://www.brookings.edu/opinions/2009/0606_china_japan_bush.aspx; WBTR]

For years, Americans and Japanese have discussed what their alliance should do in the post-Cold War era. With its response to the DPRK’s May 25 nuclear test, I believe the U.S.-Japan alliance is fulfilling its most important strategic function: to serve as a mechanism to bring about cooperation with China. The United States and Japan have benefitted from China’s economic growth and its contributions on issues like North Korea. But Tokyo and Washington are also concerned about Beijing’s political and military clout, to the extent that a minority of Americans and Japanese favor containment of China. Although I disagree with such a policy, because it would ensure China’s hostility, focusing on China’s rise is proper. A rising power poses a challenge to the prevailing international system and to the states that guard that system, because the new power’s intentions are usually unclear. How the United States and Japan interact with China in the future will shape the future strategic map of Northeast Asia. There are two ways that this interaction could produce a vicious circle of mutual mistrust. The first is an arms or capabilities race: China’s builds its military power because the United States and Japan strengthen their alliance, and vice versa. Dangerously, each side takes action based on its fears of the other. Second, a vicious circle can result as China interacts with the U.S. and Japan on specific issues where they believe their fundamental interests are at stake. On matters like Taiwan, North Korea, and the East China Sea, each side may draw negative conclusions about the long-term intensions of the other and act accordingly. This creates the potential for a tragedy, in spite of the many ways in which the three countries cooperate. That is, even though United States and Japan may be prepared to accommodate a rising China into the international system, China’s actions require them to resist or oppose China. Conversely, even though China may be willing to accommodate to the international system, American and Japanese actions lead it to challenge the existing order. The Chinese have saying: two tigers can’t lie on the same mountain. The challenge is for all three countries to create a situation where tigers can lie on the same mountain, a situation in which China, Japan, and the United States can cooperate and coexist and avoid the tragedy of a competition for power. The U.S.-Japan alliance should management of the rise of China as a strategic task. 

Current US-Japan Alliance in Outmoded 

Bandow ‘7 senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan J.D [Doug, July 07, 2007. from Stanford University A New Era in Asia, includes quoting and analysis of  Japan Rising: The Resurgence of Japanese Power and Purpose by veteran Japan-watcher and University of Washington professor Kenneth Pyle http://original.antiwar.com/doug-bandow/2007/07/06/a-new-era-in-asia-japan-rising/; WBTR]
 At the same time, the U.S.-Japan alliance has come under pressure. It was created in a specific time and circumstance, all of which have, mercifully, disappeared. Japan has recovered economically. Japan’s imperial mentality is dead. The Soviet Union is gone. Maoism has disappeared from China. Why America should defend Tokyo, and from whom, is no longer obvious.  Pyle acknowledges that “Once the Cold War ended, the terms of the grand bargain that underlay the alliance became outmoded.” Pyle would seek “a new, efficient, and equitable division of labor that serves the interests of both countries.” Yet he fails to consider whether those interests would be best served by fashioning a new relationship, where cooperation on issues of mutual interest replaced a formal defense alliance committing the U.S. to battle China or other powers to protect Japanese interests. Washington’s Cold War disarmament of Japan made Tokyo dependent on America. But that era has ended. The U.S. would protect its own interests more effectively by acting as a distant balancer rather than constant meddler in East Asian affairs.

The recent election of the left wing DPJ is straining relations

Bandow, ‘9 – Senior fellow at Cato and former special assistant to Reagan, (10/20/09, Doug, Korea Times Transforming Japan-US Alliance, CATO, http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=10645)

American influence is facing another challenge in East Asia. The latest loss of U.S. power may occur in Japan. Last month, the Democratic Party of Japan ousted the Liberal Democratic Party, which had held power for most of the last 54 years. Exactly how policy will change is uncertain: The DPJ is a diverse and fractious coalition. But Washington is nervous. U.S. policymakers have grown used to Tokyo playing the role of pliant ally, backing American priorities and hosting American bases. That era may be over. Although Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama insists that he wants to strengthen the alliance, before taking office he wrote in the New York Times: "As a result of the failure of the Iraq war and the financial crisis, the era of U.S.-led globalism is coming to an end." America's alliance with Japan — like most U.S. defense relationships — is outdated. Of course, there are significant barriers to any dramatic transformation of Japanese policy. Indeed, during the campaign the DPJ platform dropped its earlier pledge to "do away with the dependent relationship in which Japan ultimately has no alternative but to act in accordance with U.S. wishes, replacing it with a mature alliance based on independence and equality." Nevertheless, the DPJ possesses a strong left wing and vigorously opposed the ousted government's logistical support for U.S. naval operations in the Indian Ocean. Other potentially contentious issues include reducing the military presence on Okinawa, renegotiating the relocation of the Marines' Futenma Airfield to Guam at the Japanese expense, cutting so-called host nation support, and amending the Status of Forces Agreement. 

 Inherency – Relations/Credibility 

New Japanese Prime Minister hopes resolving the Okinawa Base issue will strengthen US Japan ties – Plans to address the situation are slated for August

The Mainichi Daily News, 6/5/10

(“Kan expected to mend U.S. ties, avoid controversy with Asian,” pg online @ http://mdn.mainichi.jp/mdnnews/news/20100605p2g00m0in049000c.html //ag)

In the aftermath of a Japan-U.S. base row delivering the death blow to the government led by Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama, his successor Naoto Kan's first priority in the area of diplomacy is probably to restore confidence in bilateral relations by adhering to a fresh accord on the base relocation.  The new prime minister, who will likely make his diplomatic debut next week with his visit to the World Expo in Shanghai, is also expected to assure China, South Korea and other Asian neighbors that Tokyo intends to maintain smooth ties with them as Kan has vowed to inherit Hatoyama's initiative of creating an East Asian community.  Only a few weeks after Tuesday's expected launch of his government, Kan will likely join other leaders of the Group of Eight at a meeting in Canada, becoming the fourth straight Japanese leader to participate in the annual summit as a "newcomer."  With his diplomatic expertise largely unknown, Kan is advised to learn lessons from Hatoyama's debacle over the transfer of the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station and try to decide by late August details such as the location and construction methods of the replacement facility as agreed with the United States, observers say.

 Closing Futenma KT Equal Relations 

Japan wants less US troop presence

Packard, ’10 (George R., President of the United States-Japan Foundation, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2010, “The United States-Japan Security Treaty at 50,” C^2)

The size and impact of the U.S. military footprint in Japan today is almost surely going to be a bone of contention in the months and years ahead. There are still some 85 facilities housing 44,850 U.S. military personnel and 44,289 dependents. Close to 75 percent of the troops are based in Okinawa, an island a little less than one-third the size of Long Island. Their presence is a continuing aggravation to local residents. In 2008, Okinawa Prefecture alone reported 28 airplane accidents, six cases of water pollution from oil waste, 18 uncontrolled land fires, and 70 felonies. And this is to say nothing of the emergence of red-light districts near the bases. U.S. military authorities are quick to point out that the crimes committed by U.S. soldiers can happen anywhere and that they occur at the hands of U.S. troops at the same rate as among comparable cohorts. This is beside the point, however: the Japanese who read reports of such crimes are wondering if the benefits of having foreign troops in their country outweigh the costs.
One particularly galling issue for the Japanese is the matter of "host nation support," or "the sympathy budget," which amounts to between $3 billion and $4 billion per year. Back in 1978, when it was eager to head off criticism from Washington for its mounting trade surpluses, the Japanese government agreed to pay for many of the labor costs of the 25,000 Japanese working on U.S. bases. Twenty percent of those workers, it turns out, provide entertainment and food services: a recent list drawn up by the Japanese Ministry of Defense included 76 bartenders, 48 vending machine personnel, 47 golf course maintenance personnel, 25 club managers, 20 commercial artists, 9 leisure-boat operators, 6 theater directors, 5 cake decorators, 4 bowling alley clerks, 3 tour guides, and 1 animal caretaker. As one DPJ Diet member, Shu Watanabe, put it, "Why does Japan need to pay the costs for U.S. service members' entertainment on their holidays?"

Futenma Key to Relations

Okinawa base destroys US-Japan relations 

NYT 1/23 (Martin Feckler, 1/23/10, “ In Japan, U.S. Losing Diplomatic Ground to China”, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/01/24/world/asia/24japan.html)

The White House is pressing Japan to follow through on a controversial deal to keep a base on the island that was agreed to by the more conservative Liberal Democrats who lost control to Mr. Hatoyama’s party last summer after decades of almost uninterrupted power. “If we’re worrying that the Japanese are substituting the Chinese for the Americans, then the worse thing you could do is to behave the way that we’re behaving,” said Daniel Sneider, a researcher on Asian security issues at Stanford University. The new emphasis on China comes as Mr. Hatoyama’s government begins a sweeping housecleaning of Japan’s postwar order after his party’s election victory, including challenging the entrenched bureaucracy’s control of diplomatic as well as economic policy. On security matters, the Liberal Democrats clearly tilted toward Washington. Past governments not only embraced Japan’s half-century military alliance with the United States, but also warned of China’s burgeoning power and regularly angered Beijing by trying to whitewash the sordid episodes of Japan’s 1930s-1940s military expansion. American experts say the Obama administration has been slow to realize the extent of the change in Japan’s thinking about its traditional protector and its traditional rival. Indeed, political experts and former diplomats say China has appeared more adept at handling Japan’s new leaders than the Obama administration has been. And former diplomats here warn that Beijing’s leaders are seizing on the momentous political changes in Tokyo as a chance to improve ties with Japan — and possibly drive a wedge between the United States and Japan. “This has been a golden opportunity for China,” said Kunihiko Miyake, a former high-ranking Japanese diplomat who was stationed in Beijing. “The Chinese are showing a friendlier face than Washington to counterbalance U.S. influence, if not separate Japan from the U.S.” Some conservative Japan experts in Washington have even warned of a more independent Tokyo becoming reluctant to support the United States in a future confrontation with China over such issues as Taiwan, or even to continue hosting the some 50,000 American military personnel now based in Japan. Despite such hand-wringing among Japan experts in the United States, Mr. Hatoyama continues to emphasize that the alliance with Washington remains the cornerstone of Japanese security. And suspicions about China run deep here, as does resentment over Japan’s losing its supremacy in Asia, making a significant shift in loyalty or foreign policy unlikely anytime soon, analysts say.

Only rapid realignment can appease the DPJ

Yamaguchi, ‘9 (9/1/09, Mari, Associated Press, “Relocation of US troops will test new Japan leader”)

In August, some 200 people gathered to oppose the use of Futenma at the campus of Okinawa International University, where a helicopter crashed five years ago, damaging a school building and triggering calls for shutting the base. They want the base off the island altogether, not simply relocated to a less congested area. Hatoyama's party, too, says the base should be moved someplace else in Japan - though no other sites have been suggested. Failure to find a suitable replacement could throw off the timing of the Marines' move and damage the new government's relationship with the U.S. "Japan-U.S. alliance and security issues will be a crucial test for the Democrats," said Tsuneo Watanabe, director of foreign and security policy at the Tokyo Foundation, a private think tank. "If the Okinawa issues don't go smoothly, it could affect the Japan-U.S. alliance." Security relations with the United States are good, but Okinawans have long bristled at the difficulties of hosting so many troops, such as crime by U.S. personnel and congestion caused by the existence of the bases that take up a large swath of the island, and analysts said tensions over the Marines' presence could flare up. "Basically, the DPJ will try to buy as much time as possible, but they can't avoid the issue," said Masaaki Gabe, professor of international relations at the University of the Ryukyus on Okinawa.

Solving the Futenma base problem key to US-Japan relations and cooperating on North Korean deterrence

The Nation, 6/5 (6/5/10, “Japan’s New PM Pledges Closer US Ties”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604415481&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604415484&cisb=22_T9604415483&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=220765&docNo=5)

Former finance minister Naoto Kan became Japan's new leader yesterday, pledging economic recovery and close ties with Washington after his predecessor quit over a festering dispute about a US air base. A parliamentary vote confirmed Kan as the successor to Yukio Hatoyama,  who tearfully resigned as prime minister on Wednesday, citing the row over the base on Japan's Okinawa island and money scandals that sullied his government. Kan, a former leftist activist, is Japan's fifth premier in four years, and the first in over a decade who does not hail from a political dynasty. The 63-year-old previously served as finance minister and deputy premier in Hatoyama's centre-left government, which came to power last year in a landslide election, ending half a century of almost non-stop conservative rule. "My first job is to rebuild the country, and to create a party in which all members can stand up together and say with confidence, 'We can do it!'," a smiling Kan said after his party earlier installed him as its new leader. Kan vowed to revitalise Asia's biggest economy, which has been in the doldrums since an investment bubble collapsed in the early 1990s. "For the past 20 years, the Japanese economy has been at a standstill," said Kan. "Growth has stopped. Young people can't find jobs. This is not a natural phenomenon. It resulted from policy mistakes." "I believe we can achieve a strong economy, strong finances and strong social welfare all at the same time," he said, pledging to reduce Japan's huge public debt which is nearing 200 per cent of gross domestic product. On foreign policy, Kan pointed at the threat posed by communist North Korea, the isolated and nuclear-armed regime that has been blamed for the deadly sinking of a South Korean warship in March. "Japan has a lot of problems, including the North Korean issue," said Kan, stressing that US-Japanese ties remain the "cornerstone" of foreign policy after Hatoyama badly strained relations with Washington over the base issue.

Solving Futenma prevents imminent deterioration of US-Japan alliance – DPJ consistency on Futenman is needed to salvage relations

Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

Scenario 2: Toward a Rapid Deterioration in the US-Japan Alliance What key indicators would signal a rapid deterioration in the US-Japan alliance? In this scenario, bilateral friction would lead to a less credible US deterrent and a decline in high level meetings between ministers and vice-ministers. In addition, these trends would take place without the benefit of expanded ties with neighboring Asian countries or a well-planned policy for a Japanese military buildup. These are the key indicators for a rapid deterioration in the US-Japan Alliance: In the short term, the DPJ government shows a complete inability to commit one way or the other on the Futenma issue. In the process, the DPJ alienates all its partners, including its coalition members in the upper house, US alliance managers, the Japanese public, and members of its own party. This creates a condition where the US begins to cultivate partners outside of the DPJ government (a scenario that is already unfolding with the Department of State's Kurt Campbell communicating directly with the DPJ's Secretary General Ozawa). This short term indicator could work alone or in conjunction with many of the other indicators usually cited as a sign of deterioration in relations.
Base deal key to US-Japan treaty and relations

AP, ’10 (6/8/10, Associated Press/UNB Connect, “Japan's new PM says he'll honor base deal with US,” http://www.unbconnect.com/component/news/task-show/id-22766)

Ex-Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama - also from Kan's Democratic Party of Japan - stepped down last week after just eight months in office amid criticism for failing to keep a campaign promise to move U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma off Okinawa. Kan said that while he would not break a pact with the U.S. to keep the base on Okinawa, he also recognized the islanders' fierce opposition to the plan and said he would work to alleviate the burden on the island, which hosts more than half the 47,000 U.S. troops in Japan under a security pact. "We must proceed with the issue based on the agreement that we have reached," he said. "It is a very difficult issue that has caused the nation a lot of worry. But I will do my best to provide leadership." He said that the base fracas does not reflect a shift away from Washington in Tokyo's diplomatic stance. "For the past 60 years since World War II, the United States has been a cornerstone of Japanese foreign policy, and it must remain essential," he said. To smooth things over, Kan said he hopes to meet with President Barack Obama during a summit of the G8 industrialized nations later this month in Canada. 
Bold action on Okinawa is crucial to build strong US Japan relations and resolve Japanese opposition to the base

Yamaguchi, 6/6/10

(Mari, writer/journalist for the Associated Press and Community Affairs Coordinator - Promotion Producer/Writer at Tribune Broadcasting, “New Japan PM affirms US ties in call with Obama,” Associated Press, pg online @ http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5hlQO-kyvIEyrc0I90V5l0LFN7JTwD9G5L9EO0 //ag)

Japan's new prime minister made his diplomatic debut Sunday in a telephone call with President Barack Obama, reaffirming his country's alliance with Washington and promising to work hard on an agreement to relocate a contentious U.S. Marine base.  Naoto Kan, a straight-talking populist, was elected prime minister Friday, replacing Yukio Hatoyama who stepped down last week after breaking a campaign promise to move the Marine base off the southern island of Okinawa.  Kan told Obama that relations with Washington are a "cornerstone" of Japan's diplomacy and vowed to "further deepen and develop the Japan-U.S. alliance to tackle global and regional challenges," Japan's Foreign Ministry said.  He also promised Obama to "make a strenuous effort" to tackle the relocation of Marine Air Station Futenma, it said.  Under an agreement signed last month between the two governments, the base is to be moved to a less-crowded part of Okinawa, but Kan faces intense opposition from island residents who want it moved off Okinawa completely, as Hatoyama had promised. Because their opposition is so intense, some analysts have questioned whether the plan can actually be carried out.  A White House statement did not mention Futenma, saying "the two leaders agreed to work very closely together" and consult on the nuclear programs in North Korea and Iran. An administration official added the leaders "hit it off well on a personal level."
US In Japan Inhibits Japanese Realations with other East Asian Countries

Bandow 4/5 senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan J.D [Doug, 05 April 2010. from Stanford University What Good are Allies? Turning Means into Ends By Doug Bandow http://www.acdalliance.org/articles/04-05-2010-what-good-are-allies-turning-means-ends-doug-bandow; WBTR]
The impact of America's alliance with Japan is only slightly less pernicious. Grant that historical memories are long, and Tokyo's neighbors prefer U.S. to Japanese warships plying Pacific sea-lanes. That preference is no cause for Washington to take on the burden of defending populous and prosperous nations which have reason to cooperate to maintain the peace and stability which is in all of their interest. Japan and its neighbors need to -- and without a forward American presence would be forced to -- work together to protect their region.
Status Quo Kills Relations

The status quo kills relations and regime popularity

The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), 6/20 (6/20/10, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Talks Needed to Boost Japan-US Alliance”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604571746&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604571749&cisb=22_T9604571748&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=1)
South Korea and Southeast Asian nations were now seriously concerned about the deterioration in the Japan-U.S. relationship caused by former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's poor diplomacy--evidence that other Asian nations also perceive the Japan-U.S. alliance as a public asset. Ironically, Hatoyama's words and deeds, which could have been interpreted as distancing Japan from the United States gave many people a good opportunity to reconsider the Japan-U.S. relationship. It is vital for us to think about how to deepen and develop the Japan-U.S. alliance based on history and past developments in the relationship between the two countries. The issue of relocating functions of the U.S. Marine Corp's Futenma Air Station is the first thing that needs to be worked on. In doing so, the administration of Prime Minister Naoto Kan needs to realize not only that the relocation plan returned to the original plan--building alternative facilities near the Henoko district of Nago, Okinawa Prefecture--but also that the situation has become much worse, as many Okinawans have turned against the plan. First of all, the government should properly implement the Japan-U.S. agreement reached late last month, which says the location of the alternative facilities and the method for building runways will be decided by the end of August. It also is important to patch up strained relationships with Okinawa Prefecture and the Nago city government, and make tenacious efforts to seek acceptance of the plan

Withdraw K2 Power Balance

Withdrawal of Troops Key to Maintaining Balance of Power in Asia

Talmadge 6/22 staff writer for the Associated Press  [6/22/10 Eric, AP, US-Japan security pact turns 50, faces new strains, http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5islkPj_84APsquFWNdqr2kuTwDQwD9GG68080; WBTR]

Uncertainty over a Marine base and plans to move thousands of U.S. troops to Guam are straining a post-World War II security alliance Japan and the United States set 50 years ago, but Tokyo's new leader said Tuesday he stands behind the pact. Prime Minister Naoto Kan said he sees the arrangement as a crucial means of maintaining the balance of power in Asia, where the economic and military rise of China is looming large, and vowed to stand behind it despite recent disputes with Washington. "Keeping our alliance with the United States contributes to peace in the region," Kan said in a televised question-and-answer session with other party leaders. "Stability helps the U.S.-Japan relationship, and that between China and Japan and, in turn, China and the United States. 

AT: Change in US-JPN Relationship Bad

(___) Change in US-Japan Relation Inevitable 

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

This past January, Washington and Tokyo observed the 50th anniversary of the U.S.-Japan Alliance, one of the most successful bilateral agreements in recent history. Yet the past seven months of the U.S.-Japan relationship have been consumed with a growing disagreement over whether Japan will fulfill the provisions of a 2006 agreement to relocate Marine Corps Air Station Futenma from its current crowded urban location to a more remote setting on the northern part of the island. Given that the state of U.S.-Japan relations concerns not only the economic relations between the world's two largest economies, but directly influences the larger strategic position of the United States in the Asia-Pacific region, any substantive change in the U.S.-Japan alliance or in the political relationship that undergirds it could have unanticipated effects that might increase uncertainty and potentially engender instability in this most dynamic region. All political relationships change, and that between Japan and the United States is no exception. Policymakers on both sides of the Pacific have continually adjusted the alliance to reflect national interests, capabilities, and perceptions of the strengths of each other. The strategic realities of maintaining a forward-based U.S. presence in the western Pacific have been intimately tied to the domestic political policies of administrations in Tokyo and Washington for the past half-century. Yet today, new governments in both countries have policies that seem, on the surface, to indicate goals different from their predecessors, thus raising anxieties in both capitals. 

AT: US-JPN Relations End 

(___) US-Japan Relations WILL Continue- Both Support Democratic Movements

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

Despite this litany of problems both real and perceived, the U.S.-Japan alliance, and the broader relationship it embodies, remains the keystone of U.S. policy in the Asia-Pacific region.  There is little doubt that America and Japan share certain core values that tie us together, including a belief in democracy, the rule of law, and civil and individual rights, among others, which should properly inform and inspire our policies abroad.  Our commitment to these values has translated into policies to support other nations in Asia and around the world that are trying to democratize and liberalize their societies.  Today, Asia remains in the midst of a struggle over liberalization, as witnessed by the current tragic unrest in Thailand, and the willingness of both Tokyo and Washington to support democratic movements will remain important in the coming decades.  Indeed, I believe a political goal of our alliance with Japan must be a further promotion of "fundamental values such as basic human rights, democracy, and the rule of law in the international community," as expressed in the 2005 U.S.-Japan Security Consultative Committee Joint Statement. To that end, Japan and the United States should take the lead in hosting democracy summits in Asia, designed to bring together liberal politicians, grass roots activists, and other civil society leaders, to discuss the democratic experiment and provide support for those nations bravely moving along the path of greater freedom and openness. 

(___) US-Japan Relations WILL Continue- Economic Partnership 

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

Yet when our alliance was signed in 1960, it was titled the "Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security."  Cooperation took precedence in the eyes of American and Japanese, and that should serve as our guidepost for the future as we contemplate how Japan and America can work together in economic and social spheres.  Our common activities are undertaken to promote not just stability, but also well-being, as delineated in Article II of the Treaty.  Economically, of course, we are increasingly intertwined.  Our bilateral trade last year was worth over $132 billion, making Japan our fourth largest trading partner even despite a fall of nearly $80 billion in trade from 2008.  Japanese companies in 49 states employ approximately 600,000 Americans in high-paying, skilled jobs.  Japan is also the world's largest purchaser of U.S. Treasuries, currently holding over $768 billion worth, more than China's official portfolio of $755 billion in American securities.  America's continuing economic recovery is dependent in part on Japan's willingness to continue to employ Americans and buy our debt, and as both countries seek to balance their export and import sectors, openness to trade is of vital importance, as are trade policies designed to reduce barriers.  Here, both countries need to focus more attention on job growth and trade opportunities, helping with retraining programs and promoting entrepreneurship by reducing bureaucratic impediments. 

(___) US-Japan Relations WILL Continue- Scientific & Tech Leadership 

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

Both our countries are leaders in scientific research and development, and bred multinational corporations that continue to change the nature of global commerce. Current Ambassador to Japan John Roos has made expanding U.S.-Japan economic cooperation, particularly in the high-tech areas he is so familiar with, a priority of his tenure. Joint research and development in energy efficient and clean energy technologies, such as smart grids and nuclear power, will benefit not merely our two economies, but can bolster our export industries and promote better practices and higher growth in developing nations.  This, too, will help promote stability in Asia and around the globe, thus feeding directly into the security responsibilities of the U.S.-Japan alliance. 

Japan has Committed itself to Permanente US Alliance

Daniel ‘10 Department of Defense [Lisa, March 5/18,American Forces Press Service, http://www.defense.gov/news/newsarticle.aspx?id=58392}, 

The Japanese government “has made clear its commitment to the U.S.-Japan alliance, as well as to principles of transparency and accountability in a vibrant democracy,” he said. “By working patiently and persistently through areas of disagreement, we will ensure the continued expansion and strengthening of our relationship, even as core commitments remain unshaken.” 

AT: US-JPN Relations Bad

(___) American Japanese Relations Key to Asian Commitment

Auslin  4/15  Resident Scholar at the AEI [4/15/10, Speech by Michael, Institute for Public Policy Research Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, American Enterprise , Subcommittee on East Asia and the Pacific, http://www.aei.org/speech/100137;WBTR]

Japan will continue to play a major role in Asia over the next decades, as that region continues to be the engine of global economic growth. As it does so, the role of a democratic Japan should become increasingly important in Asia as democracies young and old continue to evolve, and as authoritarian and totalitarian regimes oppress their own people and threaten others. Japan cannot, of course, play this role by itself, and the United States must fully embrace its role as a Pacific nation, one inextricably tied to Asia, but most importantly, one with a vision for an Asia that is increasingly freer, more stable, and more prosperous. That means a renewed commitment to expending the human and materiel capital required to maintain our position in the Asia-Pacific region. As we look to the kind of Asia that we hope develops in the future, there is much that continues to commend Japan to the region's planners and peoples. Much in the same way, the U.S.-Japan relationship, plays a currently indispensable role in ensuring our country's commitment to the Asia-Pacific and in providing a necessary stabilizing force to powerful tides of nationalism, competition, and distrust in that region. Our relationship with Japan is indeed a cornerstone of the liberal international order that has marked the six decades since the end of the Second World War as among the most prosperous and generally peaceful in world 

Japan-US Relations KT Stability, China Relations, Deterrence, Taiwan

Japan-US relations key to East Asian stability, China-Japan, and China-US relations, deterrence of Korean and Taiwanese conflict

Talmadge, ’10 (6/22/10, Eric, Associated Press, “US-Japan security pact turns 50, faces new strains,” http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5islkPj_84APsquFWNdqr2kuTwDQwD9GG68080)

Uncertainty over a Marine base and plans to move thousands of U.S. troops to Guam are straining a post-World War II security alliance Japan and the United States set 50 years ago, but Tokyo's new leader said Tuesday he stands behind the pact. Prime Minister Naoto Kan said he sees the arrangement as a crucial means of maintaining the balance of power in Asia, where the economic and military rise of China is looming large, and vowed to stand behind it despite recent disputes with Washington. "Keeping our alliance with the United States contributes to peace in the region," Kan said in a televised question-and-answer session with other party leaders. "Stability helps the U.S.-Japan relationship, and that between China and Japan and, in turn, China and the United States." The U.S.-Japan alliance, formalized over violent protests in 1960, provides for the defense of Japan while assuring the U.S. has regional bases that serve as a significant deterrent to hostilities over the Korean Peninsula or Taiwan. 

Alliance KT Deterrence of NK, China

US-Japan security alliance key to solving North Korean threat and an aggressive China

The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), 6/20 (6/20/10, The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), “Talks Needed to Boost Japan-US Alliance”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604571746&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604571749&cisb=22_T9604571748&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=145202&docNo=1)
Japan and the United States should continually hold strategic dialogues. How can the two nations realize stability on the Korean Peninsula and persuade China to act responsibly as a major power politically and economically? How should Japan and the United States cooperate with each other and other nations to tackle such issues as global warming, the war on terrorism and disarmament? By deepening discussions on such issues and by Japan playing more active roles in the international community, the nation could build an even stronger alliance with the United States. Security is the core of the bilateral alliance. North Korea has been developing nuclear missiles and sank a South Korean patrol vessel in March. China has rapidly been building up and modernizing its military. The Chinese Navy is expanding its operations to wider areas, causing friction with neighboring nations. Japan cannot be so optimistic about its security environment. Fully preparing for emergencies through close cooperation between the Self-Defense Forces and U.S. forces in peacetime will ultimately serve as a deterrence against such emergencies. The alliance sometimes is compared to riding a bicycle: The inertia of a bicycle will carry it forward, but unless we pedal, the bike will eventually slow down and fall. To maintain the alliance, it is vital for the two nations to set common goals and work hard together to achieve them. It is also indispensable to make ceaseless efforts to settle pending issues one by one. It is not enough to merely chant, "The Japan-U.S. alliance is the foundation of Japan's diplomacy."
Strong US-Japan ties are key to stabilizing Korea
Armitage, 2/2/04

(Richard, Deputy Secretary of State, “Armitage Praises Japan’s Increasing Role in Global Security,” State Department, pg online @ lexis //ag)

These are the stakes and the potential results of acting decisively on behalf of peace. That is why the world can welcome the more active leadership role that Japan has taken and continues to take, not just in the global war against terrorism, but also closer to home in the Asia-Pacific region. Japan and the United States certainly share an interest in keeping the relationship between Taiwan and China on an even keel, and more generally in helping to shape what sort of country China will choose to be in this century. In the case of North Korea, Japan is already playing an important role. North Korea is a country that supports itself largely through counterfeiting, smuggling, trading in drugs and missiles and other weapons, a pattern of behavior that has included the cruel abductions of Japanese citizens as well as nuclear threats. It is a dangerous and unstable situation in one of the most dynamic and heavily populated regions in the world, and unfortunately all of the stopgap measures we tried in the past to end North Korea's nuclear programs failed. But the stakes are too high. We simply cannot allow the situation to continue to slide in the wrong direction. As President Bush said during the recent State of the Union address, "We are committed to keeping the most dangerous weapons out of the hands of the most dangerous regimes." President Bush has made it very clear that he believes diplomacy can work in this instance, and he has indicated the United States is willing to document security assurances for North Korea in a multilateral context if North Korea will completely dismantle its nuclear programs in a way that is irreversible as well as verifiable.

And, North Korea is trying to obtain specialty missile materials, putting it on the brink of prolif now
Busch, 7/29/09

(Jason, Director of MetalMiner, “Shot Down – China Intercepts North Korea Bound Vanadium Shipment,” MetalMiner, Sourcing and trading intelligence for global metal markets, pg online @ http://agmetalminer.com/2009/07/29/shot-down-china-intercepts-north-korea-bound-vanadium-shipment/ //ag)

Yesterday, a story hit the Reuter’s wire that China had intercepted over 150 pounds of vanadium destined for North Korea. China customs agents found the material at a border crossing tucked under fruit in a produce truck, local reporters suggest. Vanadium, a rare earth metal, is banned from North Korea thanks to U.N. Security Council sanctions “meant to cut off the North’s arms trade,” according to Reuters. Besides being one of the hardest metals, what is Vanadium and why should we care about keeping it out of North Korea’s hands?  According to the Vanadium Producers Reclaimers Organization, the metal is a critical enabler of lightweight weapons systems when alloyed with steel (vs. conventional carbon steels). The association suggests that vanadium “enables higher strength steel – allowing up to a 40% reduction in mass for equivalent strength in equipment and structures.” Today, “Some quantity of vanadium is used in virtually every structural application in the military where steel products are employed.  For instance, The US military has been using vanadium to either increase armor or reduce the weight of current combat vehicles, tactical vehicles, tactical bridges, material handling equipment, aircraft, watercraft, rail, trailers, steel structures, and virtually every application involving the use of steel.”  When it comes to advanced weapons applications, vanadium, when alloyed with titanium, is commonly used in nuclear applications, missile casings and jet engines. In other words, not only is it a metal that North Korea needs to build and sustain its own military industrial complex for domestic defense purposes, it’s an essential metal required for numerous applications in North Korea’s missile and nuclear weapons proliferation efforts.  One wonders how much of the material China knowingly (or unknowingly) lets across its borders and why, in this case, they opted to announce the interception of it.

South Korea won’t back down this time around – ensures escalation
AFP, 6/5/09

(“S. Korea to re-enact naval battle amid tensions,” pg online @ http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5iJ7-I6CqAa2pFx4vjBHQZhN7jCQQ)

 A multinational investigation concluded last month that a North Korean submarine torpedoed the Cheonan corvette in the Yellow Sea on March 26, killing 46 sailors. North Korea denies involvement and says reprisals announced by the South could trigger war. The South is seeking United Nations condemnation of its communist neighbour. On Monday it presented the findings of the investigation to Security Council members. The council warned both sides against any actions that could escalate regional tension. In Seoul, South Korea's navy chief promised stern retaliation for any new naval provocation by the North. "If North Korean troops stage a provocation again, we must turn the site of the provocation into their grave," Admiral Kim Sung-Chan told naval personnel at a ceremony marking the 11th anniversary of a deadly maritime clash. In the clash along the Yellow Sea border, the first naval battle since the Korean War, a North Korean boat with an estimated 20 sailors aboard was sunk.  
North Korea will respond by initiating an all out war
GSN, 6/4/10

(Global Security Newswire, “War Possible At Any Time, North Korea Says,” pg online @ http://www.globalsecuritynewswire.org/gsn/nw_20100604_1842.php)

 A high-ranking North Korean diplomat said Wednesday that tensions on the Korean Peninsula are so high that "all-out war" could break out at any time, the Associated Press reported (see GSN, June 3). "The present situation of the Korean Peninsula is so grave that a war may break out any moment," Ri Jang Gon, deputy envoy to the United Nations in Geneva, told the 65-nation Conference on Disarmament. South Korea accused the North late last month of attacking and sinking one of its warships on March 26, an action that killed 46 sailors. Pyongyang has denied any involvement in the incident, refuting the findings issued by a multinational probe of the incident. Ri blamed the present state of tensions on South Korea and the United States and said a retaliatory military strike or additional U.N. Security Council sanctions in response to the sinking of the Cheonan would lead Pyongyang to take "tough measures including all-out war." Pyongyang has repeatedly used that language as a threat aimed at staving off punishment for the incident.
Causes nuclear attack on the U.S.

Layne, 06 – professor of government at Texas A & M University (Christopher, The Peace of Illusions: American Grand Strategy from 1940 to the Present, p. 169)
Rather than being instruments of regional pacification, today America's alliances are transmission belts for war that ensure that the U.S. would be embroiled in Eurasian wars. In deciding whether to go war in Eurasia, the United States should not allow its hands to be tied in advance. For example, a non‑great power war on the Korean Peninsula‑even if nuclear weapons were not involved‑would be very costly. The dangers of being entangled in a great power war in Eurasia, of course, are even greater, and could expose the American homeland to nuclear attack. An offshore balancing grand strat​egy would extricate the United States from the danger of being entrapped in Eurasian conflicts by its alliance commitments.

Alliance KT Regional Stability

US-Japan alliance (aka US troops in Japan) key to maintaining stability in East Asia

Klinger, ‘9 – Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation (8/26/09, Bruce, "How to Save the U.S.-Japan Alliance", http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg2308.cfm)

Despite its shortcomings, the alliance is critical to fulfilling current U.S. strategic objectives, including maintaining peace in the region. The forward deployment of a large U.S. military force in Japan deters military aggression byNorth Korea, signals Washington's resolve in defending U.S. allies, and provides an irreplaceable staging area should military action be necessary. Japan hosts the largest contingent of U.S. forces in Asia, including the only aircraft carrier home-ported outside the United States and one of three Marine Expeditionary Forces, as well as paying for a major portion of the cost of stationing U.S. forces there. Japan is America's principal missile defense partner in the world.

Cooperation KT Stability and Terror

Specifically, cooperation over realignment is key to Pacific peace and terror prevention

States News 10/24 (CHAIRMAN CALLS U.S.-JAPAN RELATIONSHIP 'VITAL', States News Service, October 24, 2009, Lexis ***Chairman Mullen serves as the principal military advisor to the President, the Secretary of Defense, the National Security Council, and the Homeland Security Council. )
The admiral said he wants the agreement signed between the United States and Japan in 2006 to move forward. That agreement calls for the relocation of Marines from Okinawa to Guam, the realignment of other U.S. forces and ways the two nations work together militarily. While the alliance is about the defense of Japan, "it has also provided a basis for regional stability and for response," Mullen said. The realignment of U.S. forces in Japan provides "the military capability, the operational flexibility, the adjustment to the continuing threats in the region," Mullen said, giving the nations the ability to respond to current and future threats. Reporters quizzed Mullen about Japanese contributions to operations in Afghanistan. The Japanese have provided ship refueling capability in the Indian Ocean. The Japanese also sponsored a donors' conference for the region and have financed police training and pay. The chairman called Afghanistan and Pakistan the epicenter of terrorism in the world. "So it's not just a regional issue, it's a global issue," he said. He applauded the Japanese efforts in many areas. The Japanese have opportunities to help in building or rebuilding infrastructure in Afghanistan, he noted, and he called on them to continue their support to the Afghan National Police. The Japanese can continue to fund "those kinds of things which aren't as directly militarily focused as some others that could also be very helpful," he said. The chairman spoke about the regional picture in Northeast Asia, and said North Korea clearly is a threat to Japan. The success of talks designed to get North Korea to dismantle its nuclear facilities and stop proliferating nuclear and missile technology, he added, are vital to the region. "I think we all agree that a denuclearized North Korea is the outcome we all seek," Mullen said. "We can't accept anything else." The chairman also addressed the Chinese military build-up. "I have been concerned about their increased investment in their defense capability, their clear shift of focus from a ground-centric force to a naval- and air- centric force that seems to, now, push off-island, if you will, beyond the first island chain and out to the second island chain," he said. The United States has renewed military-to-military relationships with China, and the chairman said he believes this is a positive move. "I have said for a long time that the peaceful rise of China, the economic engine that China is, there's a lot of positive potential there," Mullen said. But it is still difficult to understand the strategic intent of China's military buildup, he acknowledged. He said some of the build-up seems targeted at U.S. and Japanese naval forces. "And so I would hope in the end that, in fact, their strategic intent is a positive one of security for their people and their country and not one that puts us into a position that could generate a conflict," he said.

Alliance Solves US-China War

US-Japan Alliance solves US China War

Bush ‘9 Director for Center for Northeast Asian Policy Studies  [June 06, Richard C. III,  China and the U.S.-Japan Alliance Asia, China, Japan, International Relations Brookings Institute http://www.brookings.edu/opinions/2009/0606_china_japan_bush.aspx; WBTR]

What can the United States and Japan do to avoid vicious circles and create a positive environment? Seven things come to mind. Washington and Tokyo need a clear, shared understanding of the nature of China’s rise, an assessment that is neither naïve nor alarmist, and a shared vision of a positive Chinese role in the international system. They should challenge Chinese negative interpretations of their intentions, because it is Beijing’s perceptions that create the basis for its actions. They should find and exploit opportunities for positive engagement: bilaterally, regionally, and globally. Where possible, they should try hard to solve the specific problems that lead each side to draw negative conclusions about the other. If the issues can’t be solved, the three countries need to manage the issues well and develop mechanisms to regulate their interaction. Japanese and American leaders need to educate their publics on what China is and is not. They should ensure that the United States and Japan individually and together have the capacity to carry out this strategic task. The U.S. and Japan should join Beijing to create a trilateral Track 1 dialogue mechanism, and create better dialogue channels with the Chinese military, because that part of the Chinese system that is most suspicious about American and Japanese intentions. Obviously, Washington and Tokyo cannot be the only ones that act to ensure that a good outcome accompanies. China must do its part: in having accurate perceptions of U.S. and Japanese actions; in crafting responses; and in fostering favorable public opinion. Yet for the United States and Japan, addressing the rise of China is today’s strategic challenge, because it will define tomorrow’s strategic landscape. Doing it well is the strategic task of their alliance, and they must have the capacity, the will, and the skill to get it right.

US Japanese partnership solves war

Okamato 2  served for 23 years in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Japan (Yukio, Spring 2002, “Japan and the United States: The Essential Alliance”, www.twq.com/02spring/okamoto.pdf)

 Fifty years have passed since Japan and the United States signed the original security treaty and more than 40 years have passed since the current 1960 treaty came into force. Neither Japan nor the United States has a desire to alter the treaty obligations, much less abrogate the alliance. Nevertheless, exploring potential alternatives to the alliance is worthwhile, if only to illuminate why it is likely to survive. For Japan, treaty abrogation would result in a security vacuum that could be filled in only one of three ways. The first is armed neutrality, which would mean the development of a Japan ready to repel any threat, including the region's existing and incipient nuclear forces. The second is to establish a regional collective security arrangement. This option would require that the major powers in Asia accept a reduction of their troop strengths down to Japanese levels and accept a common political culture--democracy. Neither of these conditions is likely to be met for decades. The third option, the one outlined in the U.S.-Japan Security Treaty, is for Japan's security to be the responsibility of a permanent UN military force, ready to deploy at a moment's notice to preserve peace and stability in the region. Such a force, of course, does not yet exist. None of the three possible replacements for the Japan-U.S. alliance is realistic. The alternatives also seem certain to increase the likelihood of war in the region, not decrease it--the only reason that Japan would want to leave the U.S.-Japan alliance. An overview of aftereffects on the United States of an abrogation of the alliance runs along similar lines. In the absence of a robust, UN-based security system, relations between the giant countries of Asia would become uncertain and competitive--too precarious a situation for the United States and the world. The United States would lose access to the facilities on which it relies for power projection in the region. Much more importantly, it would also lose a friend--a wealthy, mature, and loyal friend.   Given the magnitude of the danger that an end of the alliance would pose to Japan and the United States, both sides will likely want to maintain their security relationship for many years to come.  A completely new world would have to emerge for Japan and the United States to no longer need each other.  Despite frictions over trade, supposed Japanese passivity, purported U.S. arrogance, and the myriad overwrought “threats to the alliance,” the truth is that military alliance between two democratic states is well-nigh unbreakable because there are no acceptable alternatives.
Solvency – Strong Alliances

American defense alliances are strong enough to bring home the troops

Cecchini ’09 [Leo, B.S. Economics U of Maryland, Former U.S. Diplomat, “Bring The Troops Home”, 9/1, http://peacecorpsworldwide.org/new-economy/2009/09/01/bring-the-troops-home/]

I would now go on to ask that we bring all our troops home. Why do we still have some 50,000 soldiers in Germany, 50,000 in Japan, 30,000 in Korea, 10,000 in Italy, 10,000 in the UK? Why are our troops still in Bosnia ten years after that “war” was settled? The new Japanese administration has made it clear that it does not like our troop presence in that country. The Koreans periodically violently protest our troops being there. The American people made it clear in the last election that we should not be in Iraq and it now looks like they do not want our boys and girls in Afghanistan. So I say, bring them all home. I know that many will raise arguments about “force projections, killing Benny Laden and his gang, strategic placement of military resources, geopolitical influence through our might and so on.” But the reality is that we have a very strong defense alliance to handle problems in Europe -NATO. The Japanese and Koreans feel they are now big enough to take care of their own defense. We have military presence throughout the world via our own territorial bases, e.g. Guam. We have a strong defense platform in the Middle East, Kuwait, whose government still appreciates that we rescued them and are critical to its defense.

***REGIME CREDIBILITY

Base Relocation Now

Kan made a promise to remove the Okinawa base—his government will get more unpopular the more he waits
Hongo, 6/17 (6/17/10, Jun, The Japan Times, “Kan Said Okinawa Should Become an Independent State?”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604043513&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604043519&cisb=22_T9604043518&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=169018&docNo=15)
Kina, who heads up the Okinawa chapter of the DPJ, also claimed that Kan told him Okinawa " should just become independent" and that negotiations to remove the U.S. bases in the prefecture "aren't resolvable." Chief Cabinet Secretary Yoshito Sengoku refused Wednesday to comment on the matter, saying he hadn't read the passages in question. He added that he couldn't immediately confirm the circumstances in which Kan made the comments or how accurate they might have been recorded. Relocation of U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Futenma has been a cause of distress since the DPJ took power, with locals criticizing the ruling coalition for backpedaling on its pledge to move the base out of Okinawa. Kan, who met with Okinawa Gov. Hirokazu Nakaima on Tuesday, promised to alleviate the military burden on the prefecture. But he also reiterated his intention to follow through on the deal reached with Washington last month to keep the Futenma base in Okinawa.

Futenma will be moved to the coastal zone in Okinawa soon—must close base now

Kyodo News Service, 6/11 (6/11/10, “US Senior Official to Visit Japan to Discuss Futenma, North Korea”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604043513&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604043519&cisb=22_T9604043518&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=25)
Kurt Campbell, US assistant secretary of state for East Asia and Pacific Affairs, will travel to Japan next week, the State Department said Friday. During his visit to Tokyo, Campbell is expected to meet Japanese officials to discuss the relocation of a US Marine base in Okinawa Prefecture and how to deal with North Korea over its alleged fatal torpedo attack on a South Korean warship in March, diplomatic sources said. The State Department said it is arranging the schedule and will likely announce it early next week. It will become the first visit by a senior US official to Japan since the launch of Prime Minister Naoto Kan's Cabinet on Tuesday. Kan has said that he will try to resolve the base issue in line with a bilateral agreement reached last month stating that the US Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in a crowded residential area in Okinawa will be moved to a less densely populated coastal zone in the same prefecture. Since the two countries are scheduled to decide by the end of August on details such as the precise location and construction methods for the replacement facility, Washington wants to accelerate talks to meet the deadline.

PM focused on relocating the base

VOA News, ’10 (6/8/10, Voice of America News, “Incoming Japanese Prime Minister Pledges to Honor Okinawa Deal,” http://www1.voanews.com/english/news/asia/Japans-Incoming-PM-Names-New-Cabinet--95847009.html)

New Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan says he will honor a previous agreement with the United States to relocate a military air base on the southern island of Okinawa. Mr. Kan, inaugurated Tuesday, told reporters that Japan's relationship with the United States is at the core of its diplomacy. He said he hopes to meet with President Barack Obama later this month at a summit of the Group of Eight leading industrialized nations (Britain, Canada , France, Germany, Italy, Japan, Russia and the United States) in Canada. A controversy concerning the U.S. Marine air station on Okinawa contributed to the downfall of Mr. Kan's predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama. His approval ratings plunged after he reversed himself on a campaign promise to back out of the 2006 agreement to relocate the base.

 Removal of Futenma Key 

Futenma key to regime credibility

Harris, ’10 -  a Japanese politics specialist who worked for a DPJ member of the upper house of the Diet (6/2/10, Tobias, Observing Japan, “Regime change?” http://www.observingjapan.com/2010/06/regime-change.html)

The good news is that his successor should, to a certain extent, have an opportunity to press the reset button, seeing just how much dissatisfaction with the prime minister was behind growing dissatisfaction with the DPJ. The bad news is that Hatoyama will leave his successor the poison pill of the latest agreement over Futenma, which the public overwhelmingly opposes and which appears to be more or less unimplementable, and with an uphill battle for the House of Councillors next month. And that’s without mentioning lingering problems concerning the long-term future of the Japanese economy. And so the US gets its wish: the ‘loopy’ Hatoyama is gone, having overstayed his welcome and squandered whatever goodwill last year’s election earned him. His successor — whoever he is (given that in all likelihood the DPJ will plan for a smooth transition to Kan or Okada) — will have to set to work immediately fixing the DPJ’s standing with the public, starting with yet another attempt to fix Futenma in a way that satisfies Okinawans and the general public. He’ll also have to do what Hatoyama failed to do: make Ozawa serve the prime minister, another failure that ultimately doomed Hatoyama. The US, meanwhile, would be wise to give the new prime minister plenty of space this time around.
Closing Futenma gives DPJ credibility

Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

What does the DPJ's 'independent' foreign policy refer to? Easley et al (2010) argue that this is code for a policy that is less deferential to the US. In particular, the authors argue that the DPJ seeks to tap into a popular sentiment among the Japanese—the peak of which occurred during Japan's participation in the Iraq war—that Japan should not have any part in US unilateralism. Thus, much of the DPJ's policy statements have re-emphasized more 'civilian' contributions in line with Japan's antimilitarist security identity (for more on this antimilitarist security identity, see Oros 2008). As mention earlier, part of their platform is a 'comprehensive' review of US-Japan defense arrangements including SOFA and HNS in order to evaluate the impact of the security alliance on the social welfare of Japanese citizens. While review of HNS and SOFA will not occur until later (if at all), currently the DPJ's policy has coalesced around the issue of the Futenma air base and the 2006 agreement that provided for the air base's relocation. As discussed earlier, Futenma has implications beyond its symbolism. Not only does Futenma stand for the DPJ's commitment to the social welfare of its citizens, but maintaining their commitment to opposing the US on this matter is crucial for maintaining the support of the SDP's help in the upper house of the Diet Despite this challenge, the DPJ retains the same goal as the LDP with regards to the bilateral alliance: 'maintaining reliable national security at a low cost' (Easley et al 2010: 10). For this reason, the DPJ's construction of an 'independent' foreign policy will probably be a double edged sword: having committed to reviewing and revising aspects of the bilateral relationship, the party is now obligated to at least some of its platform; however, any brash moves that alienate the US risk endangering Japan's ability to 'cheap ride' on US extended deterrence. While much of the DPJ's 'independent' foreign policy platform was formulated at a time when public opinion of the US was low, as recent poll numbers suggest current Japanese opinion of the US is rising (Green and Szechenyi 2010). Thus, the public feud with the US has damaged the DPJ's credibility with the public and cast doubt on their ability to govern responsibly. In short, PM Hatoyama's government was caught uncomfortably between their prior opposition to the agreement, their promise to push for the base's relocation outside of Okinawa, and the need to appear as competent managers of the bilateral alliance.
Heavy-lifting with Futenma key to Kan’s credibility
Green, ‘10 - senior adviser and Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) and anassociate professor at Georgetown University (6/7/10, Michael J., Center for Strategic and International Studies, “Regime Change in Japan: Take Two,” http://csis.org/files/publication/100607_RegimeChange_JapanPlatform.pdf)

That said, Kan has real challenges. He may try Koizumi’s strategy of dramatically fighting for reform within his ownparty, but he comes with none of the core principles and ideological consistency that gave Koizumi so much credibilitywith the voters. Kan is a man of the left (some say the far left, given his activist roots), but his signature political traitnow is pragmatism and flexibility. That means he will avoid the dreamy policy prescriptions and gratuitous frictionwith business and the United States that plagued his predecessor, but it may not be enough to forge a mandate withinthe party or with the public. The other problem that will plague Kan is Ichiro Ozawa. For now Ozawa has retreated tohis cave like a wounded bear, but he still has 150 supporters and a famous appetite for vengeance. Kan will do better inthe July 11 Upper House election if he distances himself from Ozawa, but that will also make Ozawa more dangerouswhen Kan has to run for party president again in September. Kan is leaning toward an anti-Ozawa line but is clearlytrying to keep both options open. We will see if that works.Lower House members are rendering an early verdict on Kan’s chances by making frequent visits to their districts tobrace for a possible dissolution and election as early as this fall. Is that likely? Maybe not, but as one politician told me,“The political situation is just not stable…we are all hedging.”QUESTION TWO: WILL THE FUTENMA AGREEMENT HOLD? Kan told President Obama in their first phone callthat he would stick with his predecessor’s agreement to build the Futenma replacement facility (FRF) near Henoko inOkinawa, along the lines of the original U.S.-Japan agreement. There is now a general consensus in the leadership ofthe DPJ—to include Kan—that Hatoyama made a big mistake last year by reopening the Futenma issue andencouraging the anti-base movement in Okinawa. Now implementation of the agreement is going to be much moredifficult after eight months of flip-flopping and broken promises. If Kan had a magic wand to make one issue go away,he would probably choose Futenma. Implementation will be possible only if Kan’s office does some heavy lifting torebuild support in Okinawa. If the November gubernatorial election produces an anti-base governor, Kan would beforced to consider a tokusoho (special measures law) to overrule the prefectural government’s opposition. That wouldbe profoundly distasteful for the former antigovernment activist, but the issue could also split the DPJ and sparkrealignment if Kan backs down.One thing is clear: assertions in the American blogosphere that there will be “payback” against the United States forHatoyama’s downfall do not resonate at all with the Japanese press. However, the Futenma issue does still have a livefuse
Solving Futenma strengthens US-Japan alliance and helps Kan’s domestic agenda

Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

Scenario 3: Toward Closer Ties with the US What key indicators would signal a rapid transition toward stronger cooperation between the US and Japan? In this scenario, the credibility of the US-Japan alliance would be strengthened by a close working relationship between leaders of the two governments (in the short term PM Kan and President Obama), increased contact between high level ministry staff, and coordination of the two countries' foreign policies. These are the key indicators for closer ties with the US: In the short term, the successful resolution of the Futenma air base issue either by honoring the original agreement or through compensating the US with something it desires (for example, increased assistance to one of its active military campaigns, including possible 'human' commitments). A drastic external shock in the form of another round of North Korean missile tests, North Korean nuclear tests, or deterioration in relations with China. In addition, permissive conditions for closer ties with the US would be: A sustained move away from unilateralist policies by the US Successful international policy moves by the US on issues of denuclearization, clean energy, and human security De-emphasis of the Futenma issue by the US In addition, a transition from short term deterioration into closer ties over the midterm would be facilitated by The perception by other politicians that the DPJ lost electoral support due to its mishandling of the US-Japan alliance Conclusion: In some important respects, the permissive conditions for closer short term ties outlined above are already being met. The US is currently concluding a treaty with Russia for cuts in both their nuclear arsenals, President Obama has moved away from the unpopular unilateralist rhetoric of the Bush administration, and, as a result, popular support for the US in Japan is rising (Green and Szechenyi 2010). The DPJ's inability to capitalize on these permissive conditions signals that the issue of Okinawan burden-sharing in the alliance has been festering for quite some time and has managed to embed itself deeply in the structure of the DPJ's current hold on power. Any attempts, then, to compensate the SDP for appeasing the US on the Futenma issue does not guarantee that the issue will not come up in another political setting in another governing coalition in the future. Resolving the Futenma issue in favor the US would, however, ease the current tension that besets bilateral relations, and may even provide an opening for more cooperation on the 'civilian' issues PM Kan and other liberal members of the DPJ feel most comfortable with.
Japanese media ensures that failure to close Futenma will destroy Kan’s government even if it were just a casual goal

Yokota, 6/14 (6/14/10, Takashi, Newsweek, “Another One Bites the Dust in Japan”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604043513&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604043519&cisb=22_T9604043518&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=5774&docNo=22)
Just eight and a half months after taking office, Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama  has thrown in the towel. This makes him the fourth leader in the past four years to call it quits. Hatoyama tearily attributed his resignation to reneging on a promise to relocate a U.S. Marine airfield off Okinawa, and to a personal money scandal.  Hatoyama may have been a dud, but in fairness, he was barely given the chance to govern. So were his predecessors. The culprit behind this frenetic turnover? The country's media machine. Japanese prime ministers are subject to two daily grilling sessions, a tradition started by the telegenic, press-savvy Junichiro Koizumi. (In comparison, Barack Obama has held just a handful of press conferences since taking office.) Because of the relentless attention and the news cycle's demand for scandal, minor mistakes or changes get slammed as "backtracking," and casual statements--which is what Hatoyama's Okinawa pledge started as--become spiritedly debated "promises." Decisions that would have been unpopular but tolerated in the past are now whipped into career-crushing fiascoes. Under klieg lights like that, it's no wonder Japan's leaders keep burning out. Good luck to his successor, Naoto Kan.

DPJ popularity high now but opposition parties will hold Kan accountable for closing Futenma

Kyodo News Service, 6/16 (6/16/10, “Japanese Parliament Rejects No-Confidence Motion Against Government”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604043513&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604043519&cisb=22_T9604043518&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=17)
Tokyo, June 16 Kyodo - The Japanese parliament rejected a no-confidence motion against the Cabinet of Prime Minister Naoto Kan on Wednesday as opposition parties tried to increase pressure on his ruling coalition ahead of an upper house election next month. The motion, filed by the main opposition Liberal Democratic Party, was voted down at a plenary session of the House of Representatives, where the coalition led by Kan's Democratic Party of Japan maintains its dominance. The current Diet session is to end later Wednesday, despite calls by the opposition camp to extend it, putting the county effectively into a the campaign period for the upper house election, expected on July 11. The LDP, thrown out of power after its defeat in last year's general election, submitted the motion with the aim of broadening its appeal to voters ahead of the House of Councillors election, political observers say. Opposition parties also submitted censure motions to the upper chamber against Kan and national policy minister Satoshi Arai, who has admitted that his now-defunct political organization inappropriately booked costs for comic book purchases as official expenses. But the motions failed to be even put to a vote as the DPJ rejected the move and caused an upper house plenary session to be called off as the ruling and opposition camps failed to reach a prior accord. Kan took office on June 8 after his predecessor Yukio Hatoyama stepped down over such issues as funding scandals involving himself and other DPJ lawmakers and the controversial plan to relocate a US military base within Okinawa Prefecture, which resulted in the departure of a coalition partner. The LDP and other opposition parties have called for an extension of the current Diet session, which began Jan. 18, saying that Kan and his Cabinet must achieve "accountability" on those issues. They criticized the DPJ for rushing into the election against the backdrop of high public support rates for the new Cabinet, which have marked a considerable recovery compared with those for Hatoyama's Cabinet.

Stiff opposition to anything but removal of Futenma, means loss in upper house elections in July; DPJ needs majority in upper house for regime credibility
Reuters, ’10 (6/15/10, Reuters, “Okinawa governor tells Japan PM U.S. base deal hard,” http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65E0KU20100615)

Under an agreement forged shortly before Hatoyama quit earlier this month, the two nations agreed to implement a 2006 deal to shift Futenma airbase to a less crowded part of Okinawa, host to about half the U.S. forces in Japan. "We greatly regret that statement (between the two countries on the agreement) and I said that the realization is extremely difficult," Okinawa Governor Hirokazu Nakaima told reporters after meeting Kan. Kan, whose rise to the top job last week has boosted voter support, repeated that he would honor the bilateral deal, Deputy Chief Cabinet Secretary Motohisa Furukawa said. But Kan, Japan's fifth premier in three years, will have trouble implementing the agreement given stiff local opposition. Opposition parties are likely to highlight the Democratic Party-led government's handling of the base feud and relations with Washington during the campaign for an upper house election expected on July 11. The Democrats, who took power last year pledging more equal ties with the United States, have a big majority in parliament's lower house but need to win a majority in the upper chamber to avoid policy paralysis as Japan struggles to keep a fragile economic recovery on track and rein in its bulging public debt. Hatoyama had raised the hopes of Okinawa residents during his successful election campaign last year that a replacement for Futenma could be found off the island but he failed to find a solution acceptable to all parties by end-May as he had vowed. 

Futenma mishandling destroyed Hatoyama; Kan’s heading down the same path

Reuters, ’10 (6/15/10, Reuters, “Okinawa governor tells Japan PM U.S. base deal hard,” http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE65E0KU20100615)
Voter perceptions that Kan's predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, had mishandled a feud over the U.S. Marines Futenma airbase on Okinawa slashed government support and distracted close allies Washington and Tokyo. Under an agreement forged shortly before Hatoyama quit earlier this month, the two nations agreed to implement a 2006 deal to shift Futenma airbase to a less crowded part of Okinawa, host to about half the U.S. forces in Japan. "We greatly regret that statement (between the two countries on the agreement) and I said that the realization is extremely difficult," Okinawa Governor Hirokazu Nakaima told reporters after meeting Kan. Kan, whose rise to the top job last week has boosted voter support, repeated that he would honor the bilateral deal, Deputy Chief Cabinet Secretary Motohisa Furukawa said. But Kan, Japan's fifth premier in three years, will have trouble implementing the agreement given stiff local opposition. Opposition parties are likely to highlight the Democratic Party-led government's handling of the base feud and relations with Washington during the campaign for an upper house election expected on July 11. 

Kan alone cannot restore voter confidence – action on the base is needed, and flip-flopping destroys his credibility

NPR, ’10 (6/2/10, NPR, “Japan’s Prime Minister Resigns Over U.S. Base,” http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127356895)

Half the seats in the 242-member upper house will be up for election. The DPJ and its Peoples New Party coalition partner together have 122 seats, with 56 up for grabs in July. The DPJ and its partner can lose a majority in the chamber and still remain in power because they control the more powerful lower house. But it will make it more difficult for them to pass key legislation. Hiroshi Kawahara, political science professor at Waseda University, said Kan may emerge the safe choice because of his clean image — although he is probably unable to save the party from defeat in July's elections. "Public disappointment is now so deep that Kan alone cannot restore voters' confidence," he said. Hideto Sakaoka, a 54-year-old company employee, says he isn't voting for the DPJ again. "We cannot let Hatoyama lead Japan," he said. "His words and actions always kept changing, and I don't trust him anymore." 

Approval of local leaders key to regime stability – nobody wants the base near them

WSJ, ’10 (5/23/10, Wall Street Journal, “Future of U.S. Bases Bolstered in Japan,” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704546304575261332428348428.html)

Mr. Hatoyama's next challenge will be winning approval from certain Okinawan officials. U.S. officials conveyed confidence they could win that backing, in part by making small concessions to Mr. Hatoyama about the precise design of the base. Mr. Hatoyama said he would try to make the base more palatable by moving some training exercises to other parts of Japan. But the decision was sharply criticized by local leaders. Susumu Inamine, the mayor of Nago, where the new base is to be built, told reporters the chances of the base moving to his town were "close to zero." A contrite Mr. Hatoyama chose to travel to Okinawa on Sunday to make his announcement, where he called it a "heartbreaking decision. "I had said I would try to relocate the base outside of Okinawa, but I was not able to keep my word," he told the island's disgruntled governor during a nationally televised meeting. "And for the difficulties that local people have had to experience, I would like to apologize to the Okinawan people." The base controversy has revolved around where to move a Marine Corps Air Station currently located in a crowded urban area known as Futenma. In 2006, Washington and Tokyo agreed to move the station outside the area to a less populated part of island, to diminish friction with the local population following a rape case and a helicopter crash. But leaders of that community opposed hosting the base, and Mr. Hatoyama's government sought to move the Marines off Okinawa entirely. 

US occupation of the land is at odds with the Japanese constitution – relocating doesn’t help

Kyodo News, ’10 (6/22/10, Kyodo News International, “Court turns down suit against use of Okinawa land for U.S. bases,” http://www.istockanalyst.com/article/viewiStockNews/articleid/4236947)

The 144 plaintiffs, who own about 13,000 square meters, or 78 percent, of the land, filed the suit in June 2008. They argued that the 2007 government decision must be repealed, saying that the stationing of U.S. forces in Japan violates the Constitution, which bans the country from having military forces. They also claimed that the Japan-U.S. security treaty and the special law on land use both are at odds with the Constitution. Among the plaintiffs is Yoichi Iha, mayor of Ginowan city which hosts the Futenma base. The 144 are 11 so-called antiwar landlords, who refuse to provide their land due to their wartime experiences, plus 133 supporters who each own a small lot of land. The Futenma base covers an area of 4.8 million square meters of land, of which 12,800 square meters, or 0.27 percent, are owned by the antiwar landlords, according to the Defense Ministry's Okinawa Defense Bureau, which handles affairs related to U.S. forces and Japan's Self-Defense Forces. Landowners are not allowed to visit their land assets, except for a few events, such as ''bon'' holidays. One of the antiwar landlords also owns a 113-square-meter land plot at Naha port facilities managed by the U.S. Army. In May, Japan and the United States reaffirmed a plan to move Futenma air station from densely populated Ginowan to a coastal area in Nago, also in Okinawa Prefecture. Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama, who earlier vowed to relocate the Futenma base out of Okinawa, stepped down last month. His successor Naoto Kan pledged to honor the Japan-U.S. accord. 

Okinawans won’t back down; removing the base altogether is the only solution

Stars and Stripes, ’10 (6/18/10, Stars and Stripes, “Futenma fight could linger despite Japan’s new prime minister,” http://www.stripes.com/news/pacific/okinawa/futenma-fight-could-linger-despite-japan-s-new-prime-minister-1.107689)

Japanese and U.S. leaders also are looking to see whether opposition dies down. Despite Kan’s cooler approach, that seems unlikely. Already this month, Okinawa’s capital city council adopted a resolution seeking a recall of the latest base agreement with the United States. “There is no expectation that the strong opposition will collapse,” Maeda said. Hatoyama’s attempt to renegotiate awakened many in Okinawa who for years had reluctantly accepted the U.S. bases in return for jobs and other economic development, according to Yoichi Iha, the mayor of Ginowan. Those opponents are not ready to give up their new passion. “They felt, for the first time, because there was a real possibility that bases might be removed outside of the prefecture, they [could] change their position,” the mayor said at a press conference in Tokyo on Wednesday. “You cannot change back the clock.” Others adamant about fighting the plan agree. “People will risk their lives” to prevent construction of any new base on Okinawa, said Kiyomi Tsujimoto, a Social Democratic Party Diet member at a press conference in Tokyo last week. Still, even staunch protesters against the new air station admit it will be hard to keep Okinawa’s issues in the national spotlight. 

Okinawa is a time bomb – it affects regime stability as soon as Kan addresses it

Stars and Stripes, ’10 (6/18/10, Stars and Stripes, “Futenma fight could linger despite Japan’s new prime minister,” http://www.stripes.com/news/pacific/okinawa/futenma-fight-could-linger-despite-japan-s-new-prime-minister-1.107689)

Most expect the debate about Futenma to remain primarily an Okinawa issue, for now. “It is highly unlikely that Futenma will come back to a national political scene, at least for a time being,” said Haruo Tohmatsu, a professor at the National Defense Academy in Japan. But he quickly added: “Unless there is something earth-shattering occurs on Okinawa involving military bases.” U.S. military leaders may have the same mind-set. Despite a two-year drop in off-base crimes among U.S. personnel, U.S. Marine commanders last week imposed a midnight to 5 a.m. curfew for troops on Okinawa. The new rule bans servicemembers from being in bars, or other businesses whose main trade is alcohol, during the early morning hours. The curfew policy came out first thing in the morning June 11. By noon, newscasters in Tokyo were reporting it in their lunchtime reports. “Okinawa,” Tohmatsu said, “is like a time bomb.”

Kan’s promise to relocate Futenma to another part of Okinawa is unpopular—need removal

McCurry, 6/8 (6/8/10, Justin, Christian Science Monitor, “Japan’s Naoto Kan Promises Fresh Start with New Cabinet”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604415481&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604415484&cisb=22_T9604415483&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7945&docNo=2)
Sticking with unpopular US base decision. Despite his reputation for stubbornness, Kan demonstrated his pragmatic side by agreeing to honor Hatoyama's decision to relocate Futenma airbase within Okinawa, as demanded by Washington. In a phone call over the weekend with US President Barack Obama, he said relations with Washington were the "cornerstone" of Japan's diplomacy and vowed to "further deepen and develop the Japan-US alliance to tackle global and regional challenges," according to Japan's foreign ministry A White House statement said the leaders "agreed to work very closely" on a range of issues. The pair reportedly "hit it off well on a personal level." The Futenma debacle has divided opinion not only in Japan but also on the other side of the Pacific. Doug Bandow, a senior fellow at the Cato Institute, a Washington D.C.-based libertarian think tank, questioned the need for the US to bankroll Japan's security. "The new prime minister won't be much different from the old one," Mr. Bandow wrote. "Or the ones before him. If change is to come to the US-Japan security relationship, it will have to come from America. "And it should start with professed fiscal conservatives asking why the US taxpayers, on the hook for a US$1.6 trillion deficit this year alone, must forever subsidize the nation with the world's second-largest economy."

Kan facing opposition now, the way Okinawa is resolved will affect his credibility

Shuster, 6/21/10

(Mike, award-winning diplomatic correspondent and foreign correspondent for NPR News, “Japan’s PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” NPR, pg online @ http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447 //ag)

The Marine base at Futenma has been a sore point between the U.S. and Japan for years. The noise of the base's aircraft and the rowdy and drunken behavior of some Marines have made the base unpopular in Okinawa and elsewhere in Japan.  Several times in recent years, the U.S. offered a proposal to solve the problem, but it would still leave much of Futenma intact, says Koichi Nakano, a political analyst at Sophia University.  "The U.S. government [has] repeatedly said that [it wants] to relocate to a place where [it] will be welcome. That welcome is simply not there in Okinawa at the moment," Nakano says.  The U.S. says it will transfer 8,000 Marines to Guam and move a portion of the base to another part of Okinawa.  Kan, the new prime minister, has pledged to seek a solution that is in line with this offer, but he still faces overwhelming opposition on Okinawa, Honda says.  "So far mayors, governors and local politicians in Okinawa, everybody [is] against the proposal of the new government. So he will be completely blocked by this," he says.

Japanese Prime Minister strategy for Okinawa unclear, previous Prime Minister failed in bringing about relocation

Shuster, 6/21/10

(Mike, award-winning diplomatic correspondent and foreign correspondent for NPR News, “Japan’s PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” NPR, pg online @ http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447 //ag)

In Japan, the problem that led to the dissolution of former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's government now is vexing the new government.  Earlier this month, Hatoyama resigned over the controversy about the continued presence of thousands of U.S. troops stationed on the Japanese island of Okinawa. He promised but failed to bring about their relocation.  We cannot see what he really wants to do on this issue.  - political analyst Masatoshi Honda  The new government in Tokyo is facing the same problem with little prospect of a solution.  Many of the 18,000 U.S. Marines based in Japan are located at the Marine Corps Air Station Futenma on Okinawa. Over the years, Okinawans have pressed harder and harder to move the base away from their island.  After the opposition Democratic Party of Japan pulled off a historic electoral victory last year, Hatoyama got caught by promises to close the base that he couldn't keep. He resigned after only eight months in office.  His successor, Naoto Kan, took office earlier this month. It is not clear how he will deal with the problem of Okinawa, says political analyst Masatoshi Honda of the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies.  "He hasn't made any clear statement about Futenma before and even right now. He just said he will follow the decision of the previous prime minister. So we cannot see what he really wants to do on this issue," Honda says.

Japanese opposition to US presence are obstacles to Kan’s goals

Shuster, 6/21/10

(Mike, award-winning diplomatic correspondent and foreign correspondent for NPR News, “Japan’s PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” NPR, pg online @ http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447 //ag)

The U.S. has maintained bases on Okinawa since the World War II battle there in the spring of 1945. It was the bloodiest land battle of the war in the Pacific. The U.S. kept military control of Okinawa until 1972, 20 years after the rest of Japan regained its sovereignty.  That history has a lot to do with the sensitivity of all sides in the current controversy. The Futenma affair has sparked a debate in Japan about the ongoing presence of U.S. forces.  In a recent interview with the BBC, the current Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada, speaking through an interpreter, pointed out that Japan's constitution limits how its self-defense forces can be used, and how the continued presence of U.S. forces acts as a deterrent to potential conflicts with North Korea or China.  "For Japan's own security and to maintain peace and stability in Asia as well, we do need U.S. forces in Japan, and that position is not going to change, even with the change in government," Okada said.  But this is not a position that all Japanese support.  In order to handle the matter successfully, Kan, the new prime minister, will have to explain that need better to the Japanese people, say some analysts.  Narushige Michishita, a specialist in strategic and defense studies at the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies, says Kan needs to address the issue of defending Japan. Michishita is sympathetic to the U.S. position, but he believes it will be difficult for Kan to convince the Japanese, especially the people of Okinawa, of the dangers Japan may face that require a large U.S. military presence.

Committing to the Okinawa relocation key to Kan’s credibility, previous Japanese Prime Minster proves

VOA News, 6/8/10

(“Incoming Japanese Prime Minister Pledges to Honor Okinawa Deal,” pg online @ http://www1.voanews.com/english/news/asia/Japans-Incoming-PM-Names-New-Cabinet--95847009.html //ghs-ag)

New Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan says he will honor a previous agreement with the United States to relocate a military air base on the southern island of Okinawa.  Mr. Kan, inaugurated Tuesday, told reporters that Japan's relationship with the United States is at the core of its diplomacy. He said he hopes to meet with President Barack Obama later this month at a summit of the Group of Eight leading industrialized nations (Britain, Canada , France, Germany, Italy, Japan, Russia and the United States) in Canada.  A controversy concerning the U.S. Marine air station on Okinawa contributed to the downfall of Mr. Kan's predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama.  His approval ratings plunged after he reversed himself on a campaign promise to back out of the 2006 agreement to relocate the base.
Futenma is an essential question for the future of Kan’s regime.  Only ensuring focus of U.S. withdrawl will sustain relations.
NYT, 6/10 (The New York Times, “The Okinawa Question”  http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/11/opinion/11iht-edloo.html)

The anger at Hatoyama’s betrayal shut down channels of communication between Okinawa and the central government and aggravated local mistrust of the center. It has also exacerbated the sense among Okinawans that “mainland Japan” is perfectly willing to continue its discriminatory treatment of Okinawa by leaving the island to carry the burden of the U.S.-Japan security relationship from which all Japan benefits.  But this is not only about Okinawa. Any serious attempt to address the question of bases on Okinawa cannot avoid the inextricably linked question of the entire U.S.-Japan security arrangement.  In mishandling the Futenma issue, Hatoyama squandered the opportunity to start a frank discussion — and perhaps even a rethinking — of what Japan’s role in that relationship is, and what it wants from it.  This is crucial for Japan as a whole because a conversation about the country’s future direction (including its existing security relationships) within a rapidly changing East Asia is becoming increasingly necessary.  Hatoyama cast his resignation as taking responsibility for failure on the Futenma issue, but this too, looks likely to hurt the situation. Since his resignation, Japanese media and popular attention to the Futenma issue has collapsed, and Okinawa’s base issue faces the very real risk of getting lost in the transition to the new government.  Indeed, the new prime minister, Naoto Kan, has made the Japanese economy his primary focus. Regarding Futenma, he reaffirmed the government’s commitment to the May 28 agreement with the U.S. while promising (vaguely) to give attention to reducing Okinawa’s base burdens.  Kan did, however, mention at a press conference that he had recently started reading a book on Okinawa to deepen his understanding of its history. Let’s hope that his reading helps him understand the weight and complexity of the base issue, and that it gives him enough of a sense of history to see why he must not lose sight of it.

Regime credibility high; Kan slammed the no-confidence vote

SaudiGazette, ’10 (6/17/10, Saudi Gazette, “Japanese PM wins trust vote,” . http://www.saudigazette.com.sa/index.cfm?method=home.regcon&contentID=2010061775601)

Japan’s new center-left Prime Minister Naoto Kan easily survived a no-confidence motion Wednesday and dismissed opposition calls for snap elections for the powerful lower house of parliament. The conservative opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) submitted the motion after Kan took over as leader of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) last week, arguing that he had no popular mandate. But Kan, who has been riding high in opinion polls, brushed aside opposition calls for the holding of lower house elections in tandem with a scheduled vote for the upper house on July 11. “I have no such ideas in mind at all,” Kan told reporters. – AFP 

Kan is breaking tradition; that strengthens the regime

The Economist, ’10 (6/11/10, The Economist, “Singing out of tune,” http://www.economist.com/blogs/newsbook/2010/06/resignation_japan%E2%80%99s_new_cabinet?page=1&source=hptextfeature)

Mr Kamei resigned because Mr Kan, prime minister for the past seven days, stood up to him—something the government never did under Mr Kan’s hapless predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama. Mr Kan refused to accept Mr Kamei’s demand that the current session of parliament be extended beyond June 16th to push through Mr Kamei’s bill to reverse the privatisation of the postal service. Mr Kan, whose popularity since taking office has soared, sensibly judged that the sooner the parliament ends, the sooner he can hold upper-house elections scheduled for July 11th. Mr Kamei, who leads a tiny party in coalition with Mr Kan’s Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ), resigned, he said, because he had broken a promise to his party to achieve passage of their cherished bill. In two ways, the news is very good for Mr Kan’s infant administration. In removing Mr Kamei it says goodbye to an old-fashioned populist whose image does not fit with a government that is striving to look like it is bringing a new generation of leadership to Japan. Yet it is unlikely to alienate the politically powerful postal workers, whose votes on July 11th will be very important to the DPJ. Cannily, Mr Kan said he was only postponing the postal-reform vote, not killing it. 

 Kan needs to follow through on his promise for Okinawa if he is to stay in office 

Fackler, 6/15 (6/15/10, Martin, The International Herald Tribune, “Japanese Leader’s Most Daunting Task? Staying in Office”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621965671&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621965678&cisb=22_T9621965677&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=8357&docNo=2) 

Yet despite Japan's severe problems, its political system has given its people a string of short-lived, ineffective leaders. In the last four years it has gone through four prime ministers in rapid succession, with Mr. Kan now the nation's fifth leader since 2006. His immediate predecessor, Yukio Hatoyama, lasted just eight months. He was driven out by plunging approval ratings after breaking campaign promises and seeming to fritter away the Democrats' historic election mandate to shake up this stagnant nation. Stretch the timeframe back to 1990, the approximate beginning of Japan's stubborn economic funk, and the ailing Asian economic giant has seen 13 prime ministers come and go before Mr. Kan. Even Japanese political scientists feel hard-pressed to name them all. ''We are competing with Italy to create forgettable leaders,'' said Mayumi Itoh, the author of ''The Hatoyama Dynasty: Japanese Political Leadership Through the Generations,'' a book about Mr. Hatoyama and his Kennedy-like political family. Mr. Kan's ability to fare better than his predecessors will depend largely on how well he grasps the reasons that drove them from office, say Ms. Itoh and other political experts. And while experts cite a host of factors - from outmoded political parties to the emergence of an ingrown leadership class - most agree that the underlying problem seems to be a growing gap in expectations between Japan's public and its political leaders. What voters want, say political experts, is a leader who seems to understand their concerns, and who also seems to offer the vision and courage to point a way out. But all Japan's unresponsive political system has seemed capable of producing is prime ministers who only worry about internal party politics, consensus-building and not stepping on the toes of the nation's many interest groups, experts say. ''Japan has gone through 20 years of economic stagnation, and there is a lot of pain out there, so voters are much more impatient for dramatic reform than politicians realize,'' said Jeff Kingston, a professor of Japanese politics at Temple University in Tokyo. ''Voters feel a lot more urgency than their leaders do.''

DPJ Unpopular - Futenma

DPJ Losing Popularity with Troops Still in Okinawa

Reuters 6/23/2010 [ Japan PM seeks to quell Okinawa anger over U.S. base,  Additional reporting by Linda Sieg and Yoko Kubota; Editing by Michael Watson, http://news.yahoo.com/s/nm/20100623/wl_nm/us_japan_politics_okinawa_2

Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan apologized to the residents of Okinawa on Wednesday for the concentration of U.S. military bases on the island, in an effort to soothe local anger that contributed to his predecessor's fall. Kan took over earlier this month from Yukio Hatoyama, who quit after sparking public outrage for breaking a promise to move a U.S. airbase off the southern island, reluctant host to about half the 49,000 U.S. military personnel in Japan. The dispute over where to relocate the U.S. Marines' Futenma airbase has distracted Washington and Tokyo as the close allies try to cope with an unpredictable North Korea and a rising China. It has also hurt the popularity of the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) with voters ahead of a July 11 upper house election, which it needs to win for smooth policymaking, including efforts to rein in huge public debt.

US base in Okinawa unpopular

Shuster, 10 (6/21/10, Mike, National Public Radio, “Japan's PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447)

[In Japan, the problem that led to the dissolution of former Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's government now is vexing the new government. Earlier this month, Hatoyama resigned over the controversy about the continued presence of thousands of U.S. troops stationed on the Japanese island of Okinawa. He promised but failed to bring about their relocation. The new government in Tokyo is facing the same problem with little prospect of a solution. Many of the 18,000 U.S. Marines based in Japan are located at the Marine Corps Air Station Futenma on Okinawa. Over the years, Okinawans have pressed harder and harder to move the base away from their island. After the opposition Democratic Party of Japan pulled off a historic electoral victory last year, Hatoyama got caught by promises to close the base that he couldn't keep. He resigned after only eight months in office. His successor, Naoto Kan, took office earlier this month. It is not clear how he will deal with the problem of Okinawa, says political analyst Masatoshi Honda of the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies. "He hasn't made any clear statement about Futenma before and even right now. He just said he will follow the decision of the previous prime minister. So we cannot see what he really wants to do on this issue," Honda says.]

July Poll Key

Big DPJ victory in July poll means Kan reelection and consumption tax hike passage; a loss means regime instability

The Daily Yomiuri (Tokyo), 6/25 (6/25/10, “Upper House Election 2010”, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/national/T100624004273.htm)

The upcoming House of Councillors election will determine whether the ruling coalition parties can maintain the majority in the 242-seat upper house. The outcome of the election may affect the fate of the newly formed administration of Prime Minister Naoto Kan. "We're living in a time when individual values have become so diverse that it's difficult to retain more than 50 seats," Chief Cabinet Secretary Yoshito Sengoku said during a press conference Wednesday. "If we clear Kan's target, it will be proof of the public's trust in this administration." Sengoku estimates that the DPJ's winning line will be the "54 seats plus alpha" Kan has named as his target for the upcoming election, campaigning for which officially began Thursday. There are 54 DPJ seats being contested, but that figure is rather modest compared with forecasts by other DPJ members. Their bullish outlook no doubt comes on the back of the high approval rating for the new Cabinet, which was formed in the wake of a prime ministerial resignation. A DPJ win of more than 60 seats--higher than the party's expectations--would combine with their 62 uncontested seats to reach a majority of 122 seats in the upper house. It would be the first time in 21 years that a single party has claimed a majority in the upper house. A landslide victory for the DPJ would cement the foundation for the Kan administration, paving the way for the incumbent prime minister to be reelected in his party's presidential election in September. It will also serve as a spur for Kan's tax reform plan, which includes a consumption tax hike. Coalition still in the cards Even if the DPJ manages to only win between 56 and 59 seats, the Kan administration will remain stable as the ruling parties--the DPJ, People's New Party and independents--will still be the majority. However, the PNP will have little say if the DPJ wins a majority on its own. In the event the DPJ wins fewer than 60 seats, the PNP will have a more important presence and the DPJ will have little choice but to prioritize the passage of the PNP's pet postal reform bills. The PNP is remaining cautious over the consumption tax rate hike, and if the DPJ wins fewer than 60 seats, it will become more difficult to reach consensus within the ruling parties over tax reform issues, possibly triggering another political realignment. With this in mind, DPJ Secretary General Yukio Edano told The Yomiuri Shimbun on Wednesday he was considering forming an in-house team immediately after the election to start working on a bill to shrink the number of Diet members required for a quorum. Edano's statement means the DPJ will immediately begin working on one of the party's pledges in the upper house election: the reduction of about 40 upper house seats, as well as an 80-seat cut in the proportional representation constituencies in the House of Representatives. "Lawmakers need to show they are willing to sacrifice their careers to create conditions favorable for a consumption tax hike, which places the burden on the people," a senior DPJ member said. Edano's proposal could be intended to rattle the PNP and other parties, which would be more affected by a reduction in the number of Diet seats, to allow the DPJ to better manage the Diet after the poll. DPJ loss a boon for Ozawa? If the DPJ wins 54 or 55 seats in the upper house election and the PNP fails to win a seat, the ruling parties will lose their majority. Given those figures, Kan's goal of "54 seats plus alpha" is in a gray zone when trying to determine if the DPJ has won or lost the election. Few observers think a failure to maintain the majority would cause DPJ party members to call for Kan to resign, but a midranking DPJ member said such a result would eventually undermine his leadership in the party. Meanwhile, the Kan administration and the DPJ will have to give more consideration to the PNP when dealing with legislation in the upper house--which could increase the voice of the PNP in the Diet. If the DPJ wins fewer than 54 seats--the line set by Kan--the prime minister will likely be blamed for the result, as this is less than the number of seats the party currently holds. If the DPJ wins less than 50 seats, pressure on Kan to resign would probably increase, which could cause political upheaval. If the DPJ loses the election, the party is expected to ask another party to join the coalition to avoid a "divided Diet," in which the lower house is controlled by the ruling coalition and the upper house by the opposition camp. The DPJ is expected to battle fiercely to form a majority, with a political shake-up a real possibility. Within the DPJ, moves by former Secretary General Ichiro Ozawa will likely be a focal point. Ozawa has said he will act as a foot soldier, and superficially has stepped off the political stage. However, his faction is the largest force in the party, with more than 100 junior and midranking lawmakers. Ozawa is likely concerned that prosecutors will be obliged to indict him if the Committee for the Inquest of Prosecution decides again that he should be indicted. However, if criticism of the current administration and the DPJ's top leadership increases after the election, Ozawa may move to regain his power in the party. The former secretary general is believed to have set his sights on the DPJ party presidential election in September. As Ozawa has hopped from one party to another in the past, the DPJ's top leaders fear he may jump ship or break up the party.

Now Key

Hatoyama tainted every member of his party – Kan’s credibility is going fast, and will be gone if nothing is done about Futenma

NPR, ’10 (6/2/10, NPR, “Japan’s Prime Minister Resigns Over U.S. Base,”  http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127356895)

Even after the prime minister's seat is filled, Japan's leadership crisis is likely to linger on. National parliamentary elections will be held in July, and for many Japanese, Hatoyama's fall has tainted every member of his party. "Hatoyama has brought into question the competence of the entire party," one TV commentator said. "It will be hard for the Democrats to regain public trust." The slick-haired, soft-spoken Hatoyama, who grew up in a well-to-do family of politicians, may have grown too out of touch with everyday people and their economic hardships. "I was very disappointed," said Masahiro Ueda, 38, who works for a software company, of Hatoyama's failure to deliver. "I thought he could change things, but in the end the issue just went back to square one." 

Now key to regime credibility

Shuster, 10 (6/21/10, Mike, National Public Radio, “Japan's PM Faces Test Over U.S. Base On Okinawa,” http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127932447) 

(INCLUDING CARD ABOVE) [But this is not a position that all Japanese support. In order to handle the matter successfully, Kan, the new prime minister, will have to explain that need better to the Japanese people, say some analysts. Narushige Michishita, a specialist in strategic and defense studies at the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies, says Kan needs to address the issue of defending Japan. Michishita is sympathetic to the U.S. position, but he believes it will be difficult for Kan to convince the Japanese, especially the people of Okinawa, of the dangers Japan may face that require a large U.S. military presence. "In a way he has been a little bit exaggerating the need for U.S. troops in Okinawa for the defense of Japan at the current moment," Michishita says.]

Kan Key

Kan can make US concessions happen

Stars and Stripes, ’10 (6/18/10, Stars and Stripes, “Futenma fight could linger despite Japan’s new prime minister,” http://www.stripes.com/news/pacific/okinawa/futenma-fight-could-linger-despite-japan-s-new-prime-minister-1.107689)

Yet, both countries strengthened their pledge to take Okinawans’ complaints seriously and explore ways to move U.S. military training off the island. Kan, a political activist with a working class background, is in better position to make such concessions happen, many say. Kan is a realist. When he picks a fight, he expects to win it. His biggest political success involved exposing a Japanese policy that, for nearly a decade, ignored a more modern blood-treatment method and ended up spreading HIV-infected blood to hemophiliacs. “People respect him for that,” said Sheila Smith, a senior fellow of the Council on Foreign Relations. “He took on something wrong and made it right. When he cares about something, he really goes after it.” Kan also has the advantage of learning from Hatoyama’s missteps. In office since June 4, Kan has already moved to unify the public positions of his ministries of defense and foreign affairs and named a high-level secretary to oversee the Futenma matter. 

America Key

Kan’s promise to relocate Futenma to another part of Okinawa is unpopular—permanent closing can only start with America

McCurry, 6/8 (6/8/10, Justin, Christian Science Monitor, “Japan’s Naoto Kan Promises Fresh Start with New Cabinet”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604415481&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604415484&cisb=22_T9604415483&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7945&docNo=2)
Sticking with unpopular US base decision. Despite his reputation for stubbornness, Kan demonstrated his pragmatic side by agreeing to honor Hatoyama's decision to relocate Futenma airbase within Okinawa, as demanded by Washington. In a phone call over the weekend with US President Barack Obama, he said relations with Washington were the "cornerstone" of Japan's diplomacy and vowed to "further deepen and develop the Japan-US alliance to tackle global and regional challenges," according to Japan's foreign ministry A White House statement said the leaders "agreed to work very closely" on a range of issues. The pair reportedly "hit it off well on a personal level." The Futenma debacle has divided opinion not only in Japan but also on the other side of the Pacific. Doug Bandow, a senior fellow at the Cato Institute, a Washington D.C.-based libertarian think tank, questioned the need for the US to bankroll Japan's security. "The new prime minister won't be much different from the old one," Mr. Bandow wrote. "Or the ones before him. If change is to come to the US-Japan security relationship, it will have to come from America. "And it should start with professed fiscal conservatives asking why the US taxpayers, on the hook for a US$1.6 trillion deficit this year alone, must forever subsidize the nation with the world's second-largest economy."

Population KT Credibility

Population key to regime stability/credibility

Harris, ’10 -  a Japanese politics specialist who worked for a DPJ member of the upper house of the Diet (6/2/10, Tobias, Observing Japan, “Regime change?” http://www.observingjapan.com/2010/06/regime-change.html)

That Hatoyama and Ozawa were at the head of the new regime when the DPJ took power was a bit strange. Of course they were among the party's most senior and experienced politicians. There really was no alternative, and no other candidate — aside from Okada — was capable of challenging last year's passing of the torch from Ozawa and Hatoyama (thanks to Maehara Seiji's disastrous tenure as party leader). But these two hereditary politicians whose careers began in the LDP wound up at the head of a parliamentary majority composed largely of newcomers to politics, very few of whom had relatives in politics. The DPJ's promise was less in its policy program, aside from its institutional reforms, than in the new blood it injected into the Japanese political system. But between their corruption scandals and the fact that no one could tell just what Ozawa's role was in policymaking, the DPJ diarchy managed to squander its new majority. More than Hatoyama's, Ozawa's departure provides the DPJ with a chance to reclaim some of the energy. It will enable a party leadership to abandon Ozawa's courtship of fading interest groups and focus once again on speaking to floating voters. Inevitably the next secretary-general will not overshadow the prime minister, meaning that the secretary-general might actually help the prime minister sell his policies to the public while corralling the party's backbenchers.

Credibility KT Relations

More regime change means Japan gives the US a cold shoulder, tanking relations

Feffer, ’10 - co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, Writing Fellow at Provisions Library in Washington, DC, PanTech fellow in Korean Studies at Stanford University, and a former associate editor of World Policy Journal (April 2010, John, Ciao Policy Briefs, “Allied Regime Change,” http://www.ciaonet.org/pbei/fpif/0018824/index.html)

The uncomfortable truth may be that the Obama administration wants a regime change in Tokyo. It doesn't matter that Hatoyama is the Japanese version of Obama: a new face with a message of change. It doesn't matter that Hatoyama's rebellion is but a tiny squeak: the renegotiation of the 2006 agreement, the closure of the refueling mission for the Afghan War, a plea for greater equality in alliance relations. What matters is the emergence of a Japan that can say no. Let's be clear: this is not anti-Americanism. There are few voices in Japan that call for an end to the U.S.-Japan alliance. The Hatoyama government sensibly wants to focus a little more on regional relations, particularly with China, and reduce the heavy burden on the Japanese economy of laying out billions of dollars every year to support U.S. military bases. Hatoyama's approval ratings have plummeted during this face-off with the United States. Washington has pushed the prime minister up against the wall and, frankly, made him look weak and indecisive. The hardball strategy from Washington was clearly designed at first to change the opinion of the Japanese government. Now it seems as though Washington wants to change the Japanese government altogether. Some lawmakers in Hatoyama's government are calling on him to resign if he doesn't resolve the base issue by the end-of-May deadline. Memo to the president: Don't hold your breath. The popularity of Hatoyama's party may well hover around 25 percent. But the opposition Liberal Democratic Party's popularity has dropped to 14 percent. The era of blind compliance with U.S. wishes is over. A regime change in Tokyo, facilitated by U.S. intransigence, might still be in the offing. But Washington will still have to deal with a new Japanese foreign policy and certain unavoidable trends in the Japanese economy. 
Regime stability key to prevent economic collapse, Japan relations, and East Asian security

PBS, ’10 (6/2/10, PBS, “Japan Seeks Political Stability After Another Prime Minister Resigns,” http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/2010/06/japans-prime-minister-resigns.html)

"The commentary in Tokyo this morning and around the world, frankly, is all about here we go again, another Japanese prime minister has resigned after barely a year in office," said Sheila Smith, senior fellow for Japan studies at the Council on Foreign Relations. "Stabilizing Japanese politics, at least stabilizing Japanese political leadership is probably one of the highest priorities right now." That will be a difficult task, Smith continued, because "for the first time in half a century, you have a new political party and a major massive political transition." But stability is needed for Japan to tackle many issues, including economic growth, putting their fiscal house in order, addressing the needs of an aging society, and diplomatic and security priorities in foreign policy, she said. 

Regime credibility key to political stability in Japan

ARPO, ’10 (6/4/10, Angus Reid Public Opinion, “Will Naoto Kan Bring Stability to Japan?” http://www.angus-reid.com/analysis/view/35601/will_naoto_kan_bring_stability_to_japan/)

The DPJ has already elected a new leader. Naoto Kan, a heavyweight and the country’s finance minister, will not only inherit the inefficiencies of a four-year governing gap and a country that needs immediate attention. He will face a completely disillusioned electorate, too. The next prime minister—who unlike his predecessors is not associated to a political dynasty—needs to expect unpopularity and the need to make tough decisions. Japan’s heads of government cannot continue to step down as soon as the polls dictate that they have fallen out of favour with the electorate. A man who will cope well with loneliness at the top would be a good start for some much needed stability in Japan. 

Credibility KT Stability

Regime consistency and credibility key to regional stability

WSJ, ’10 (5/23/10, Wall Street Journal, “Future of U.S. Bases Bolstered in Japan,” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704546304575261332428348428.html)

Obama administration officials were cautious in response, in part because Mr. Hatoyama's handling of the matter has been inconsistent, and because a formal deal between the two countries won't be sealed until a bilateral statement set for later this week. "We are working closely with our ally Japan on a way forward that maintains regional security and stability in a manner that minimizes the impact on base-hosting communities," Ben Chang, a deputy spokesman for the National Security Council, said in a statement. "U.S. bases are the front lines of our alliance, and an anchor of stability in the region," he added. View Full Image Reuters Japan Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama speaks in Okinawa. Mr. Hatoyama's Sunday announcement will smooth ties with the Obama administration, but raises the prospect of new domestic political trouble for his fragile ruling coalition—possibly including his resignation. Mr. Hatoyama's poll ratings now stand about 20%, driven down sharply from the 70% range he once enjoyed. Zig-zagging on the Okinawa issue has been one factor undermining his popularity. 

 Credibility KT Economy 

Kan’s economic policies save Japan’s economy—eliminate debt and boost investor confidence

The Nation, 6/8 (6/8/10, “Kan’s Policies Likely to Boost Japan’s Economy”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9613563872&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9613563875&cisb=22_T9613563874&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=220765&docNo=17)

Tokyo Japan's new Prime Minister Naoto Kan will introduce policies likely to spur economic growth and earnings, boosting stock prices, strategists at JPMorgan Chase & Co and Deutsche Bank said. Kan, who is succeeding Yukio Hatoyama,  will emphasise economic growth compared with his predecessor's focus on social issues, said Jesper Koll, head of equity research at JPMorgan. The new premier will also ease investor anxiety over the world's largest public debt by implementing a more disciplined fiscal policy, said Naoki Kamiyama, Deutsche Bank's chief equity strategist in Tokyo. "After the democrats came into power and after Hatoyama got into power, the number one priority was social policies," Koll said. "Now it's going to be economic policy. It's going to be to promote growth." Kan, who served as finance minister for five months, is taking the reins just weeks before the government is due to say how it intends to reduce public debt and release a strategy to sustain a nominal 3-per-cent growth rate over the next decade, a pace unseen since 1991. Japan's public debt is approaching 200 per cent of gross domestic product, the biggest among the 30-member Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development. "Kan is better than Hatoyama in terms of fiscal discipline," Kamiyama said. "When investors are thinking of long-term investment in Japan, they are wondering whether it is a safe market." The nation's economy grew less than forecast in the first quarter as an export-led recovery failed to stoke consumer spending, a Cabinet Office report showed on May 20. Falling tax receipts and increasing social welfare costs helped push Japan's debt to a record high in the fiscal year ended March. Public debt totalled à¸…882.9 trillion (Bt314.6 trillion) as of March 31, up 4.3 per cent from a year earlier, according to the Finance Ministry. "Fiscal discipline is important for the popularity of the DPJ," Kamiyama said. "The policies may be good but the implementation may be a struggle as Kan faces an upper house election in July." 

Kan regime stability key to investor confidence and tackling the fiscal deficit

Rowley, 6/3 (6/3/10, Anthony, The Business Times Singapore, “Hatoyama’s Surprise Resignation Hits Japanese Stocks, Yen”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604571746&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604571749&cisb=22_T9604571748&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=11432&docNo=6)

'I sincerely hope people will understand the agonising choice I had to make,' a tearful Mr Hatoyama said. 'I knew we had to maintain a trusting relationship with the US at any cost, while seeking cooperation with domestic political partners. I have to take responsibility' for the fracturing of the political coalition that resulted from the deal with Washington. LDP president Sadakazu Tanigaki was quick to seize on the resignations. The DPJ 'should seek a public mandate' by dissolving the House of Representatives (lower house of parliament) and calling a general election,' he said yesterday, while urging that Mr Ozawa be excluded from a post in the new Cabinet. Japanese business leaders also called for decisive actions to restore political stability in Japan. 'I want (the government) to quickly establish a new administration capable of securing confidence at home and abroad by maintaining solidarity,' Hiromasa Yonekura, chairman of the Japan Business Federation (Keidanren) said. Markets reacted fairly calmly to the political turmoil with the yen retreating slightly against the dollar and shares prices declining marginally. But analysts said the implications of renewed political turbulence in Japan might take time to work through, depending upon how decisively the new government acts. If Mr Kan becomes prime minister, he is expected to begin attacking Japan's gaping fiscal deficit, which would reassure the Japanese Government Bond market. Foreign exchange markets are likely to be nervous, however, if Mr Kan assumes leadership because he has spoken in favour of a weaker yen in the past. 
Regime stability key to East Asian economy and stability

Junhong, ’10 -  a researcher with the China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations (6/4/10, Liu, Xinhua News Net, “Hatoyama’s resignation in Japan to have wider impact,” http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/indepth/2010-06/04/c_13332736.htm)

Hatoyama promised to move the US base off Okinawa to ease the burden on locals who have long complained of aircraft noise, pollution and crime associated with a heavy American military presence since World War II. However, after failing to find an alternative location for the base, the Japanese prime minister backtracked and decided to keep it on the island, enraging Okinawans and his pacifist coalition partners, the Social Democrats. The left-leaning group quit Hatoyama's three-party coalition Sunday, weakening the government in parliament's upper house ahead of elections for the chamber expected on July 11, in which the DPJ expects to take a beating. Global economic turbulence and political instability are not expected to reduce in the post-crisis era. This is particularly the case in East Asia. As the largest economy in Asia, Japan's political stability and economic recovery will directly determine the larger economic, political and security environment across the whole region. 
 Stability KT Security 

Futenma is an essential question for the future of Kan’s regime.  Only ensuring focus of U.S. withdrawl will sustain relations and help Japan redefine its security for a changing Asian dynamic.
NYT, 6/10 (The New York Times, “The Okinawa Question”  http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/11/opinion/11iht-edloo.html)

The anger at Hatoyama’s betrayal shut down channels of communication between Okinawa and the central government and aggravated local mistrust of the center. It has also exacerbated the sense among Okinawans that “mainland Japan” is perfectly willing to continue its discriminatory treatment of Okinawa by leaving the island to carry the burden of the U.S.-Japan security relationship from which all Japan benefits.  But this is not only about Okinawa. Any serious attempt to address the question of bases on Okinawa cannot avoid the inextricably linked question of the entire U.S.-Japan security arrangement.  In mishandling the Futenma issue, Hatoyama squandered the opportunity to start a frank discussion — and perhaps even a rethinking — of what Japan’s role in that relationship is, and what it wants from it.  This is crucial for Japan as a whole because a conversation about the country’s future direction (including its existing security relationships) within a rapidly changing East Asia is becoming increasingly necessary.  Hatoyama cast his resignation as taking responsibility for failure on the Futenma issue, but this too, looks likely to hurt the situation. Since his resignation, Japanese media and popular attention to the Futenma issue has collapsed, and Okinawa’s base issue faces the very real risk of getting lost in the transition to the new government.  Indeed, the new prime minister, Naoto Kan, has made the Japanese economy his primary focus. Regarding Futenma, he reaffirmed the government’s commitment to the May 28 agreement with the U.S. while promising (vaguely) to give attention to reducing Okinawa’s base burdens.  Kan did, however, mention at a press conference that he had recently started reading a book on Okinawa to deepen his understanding of its history. Let’s hope that his reading helps him understand the weight and complexity of the base issue, and that it gives him enough of a sense of history to see why he must not lose sight of it.

Credibility KT East Asian Alliances

East Asian Alliances is dependent on the DPJ’s ability to right the ship – DPJ must control domestic and foreign policy, and this can only possible with a victory on the Futenma issue

Clausen 6/20 – PhD Candidate in International Relations (6/20/10, Daniel, Electronic Journal of Contemporary Japanese Studies, “The Future of Japanese Defense Politics”, http://www.japanesestudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2010/Clausen.html)

Scenario 1: Toward a More Independent Japan What key indicators would signal a continuation of a gradual shift toward a Japan less-reliant on the bilateral alliance? In this scenario, the DPJ (or another party) would realize a more 'equal' or 'independent' position from the US by building stronger alliances with neighboring Asian countries while maintaining a credible US deterrent. These are the key indicators for a shift toward a more independent position from the US: The ability of the DPJ to maintain political cohesion, including the short-term support of the SDP and PNP, the relationship between Ozawa and PM Hatoyama, and the relationship between intraparty factions with disparate political opinions. The ability of the DPJ to appease the US in the short-term through policy concessions that do not disrupt the party's internal alliances. These policies should also help the DPJ obtain credibility with the Japanese public as a reliable alliance manager. The ability of the DPJ to successfully execute its domestic agenda, most significantly its ability to spur economic growth, but also, its ability to reform political-bureaucratic relations and to deliver on entitlement promises. In the long-term, a gradual move toward equal status with the US will also depend on the DPJ's ability to create stronger ties with China, South Korea, and ASEAN. Conclusion: Because this scenario demands the most adept political maneuvering, in terms of striking complicated political bargains both with internal allies and with the US, this scenario is also currently the most unlikely. Thus far, the DPJ has not shown the kind of political cohesion and strength necessary to successfully bring an end to the Futenma issue. For this reason, even if the DPJ manages to forestall catastrophe in the short term (a loss of power in the upper house of the Diet), it still has a long way to go before realizing even the permissive conditions for the foreign policy it espoused in its Manifesto.

Japan regime credibility key to stable multipolar power shift in East Asia, which is key to East Asian stability

Jakarta Post, ’10 (6/14/10, The Jakarta Post, “East Asia needs a strong Japan,” http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2010/06/14/east-asia-needs-a-strong-japan.html)

Despite all the difficulties, we hope Japan would be able to withstand the challenges. As international relations in East Asia enter its most crucial juncture, the role of Japan as a major regional power is very much needed. It is for the first time in Asia’s history that regional politics would be characterized by more than two powerful players. China will undoubtedly soon emerge as the most powerful country, second only to the US. India too will become a power that would shape the future of East Asia. As a result, a new emerging regional order is in the making. Southeast Asian countries, having good relationships with all four major powers, expect that the ongoing power shift in East Asia will continue to be peaceful and to the benefits of all regional nations, small and big. I, for one, believe that some sort of multi-polar structure in East Asia would ensure that the region continues to enjoy the stability it has experienced over the last five decades. In that context, a strong Japan would greatly contribute to the preservation of peace, stability and prosperity in the region. A strong Japan would be beneficial for the fulfillment of the ideal of an East Asian community. The role that Japan has played in Southeast Asia — an important component of East Asia’s stability and security — has helped the region flourish economically, which in turn contributes to peace and stability in the region. Southeast Asian states wish to see Japan, under the new administration led by Prime Minister Kan, to succeed. Southeast Asian states, and also East Asia as a whole, needs a strong partnership with Japan to ensure that the 21st century is indeed an Asian century. Indonesia is no exception. Our relationship with Japan will continue to occupy an important place in our foreign policy. Japan is the largest trading partner and investor in Indonesia. Japan has been playing an important role in our economic development and is a fellow democracy with whom we share many values and norms. 

Regime stability key to Japanese regional leadership, balancing of China

Kapila, ’10 -  an International Relations and Strategic Affairs analyst, and the Consultant, Strategic Affairs with South Asia Analysis Group (6/7/10, Subhash, South Asian Analysis, http://www.southasiaanalysis.org//papers39/paper3848.html)

Japan despite its Constitutional limitations inhibiting assertive strategic postures and polices, has been internationally recognized as one of the three major powers of Asia along with China and India. It is also recognized as the foremost contender for US Security Council Permanent Membership. In global strategic calculus, Japan is also perceived in balance-of-power politics terms as balancing China in North East Asia. Attendant on such global recognition is the basic premise of a politically stable Japan capable of successfully and confidently managing regional crises and challenges. A politically unstable Japan undermines such global confidence and is not good for Japan. While the United States could marginally assist Japan here by subduing strategic irritants like the Futema issue, the ultimate responsibility lies on Japan for a qualitative transformation or re-structuring of the Japanese political system which liquidates problems promotive of Japanese political instability.

Stability KT Deter Chinese Aggression

Regime stability key to deterring Chinese aggression and overtaking US leadership

Kapila, ’10 -  an International Relations and Strategic Affairs analyst, and the Consultant, Strategic Affairs with South Asia Analysis Group (6/7/10, Subhash, South Asian Analysis, http://www.southasiaanalysis.org//papers39/paper3848.html)

Japan has a vital role to play in the stability and security of North East Asia. North East Asia encompasses within its confines some of the most explosive flashpoints around the globe. China’s latent hostility towards United States forward military presence in North East Asia is exercised by proxy through its militarily wayward protégé North Korea. Both target Japan's security and political stability to weaken its resolve to be an effective strategic partner of the United States. A strategically over-stretched United States especially under the present US Administration is engaged in a misplaced strategic initiative to enlist China as a partner in the strategic management of North East Asia and Asia. Japan whose security environment has been made more threatening by China’s military ambitions and North Korea as a nuclear weapons state, courtesy China, views US moves towards China as strategically insensitive. Its spill-off effect on Japanese domestic politics is the growing figuring of US-Japan Security Relationship issues in Japan’s domestic politics, including frequent change of Prime Ministers. Japan’s recurrent political instability has a wide strategic impact on Japan’s policy formulations, crisis-management responses and its international image. Any further downslide in this direction can only help China and endanger US security interests and architecture in East Asia. The United States needs to awaken to this fact and also that the more “equitability” it endows to the Japan-US relationship may assist in lessening Japan’s political instability.

Stability KT No Escalation

Regime stability key to effective crisis management, which is key to prevent conflict escalation

Kapila, ’10 -  an International Relations and Strategic Affairs analyst, and the Consultant, Strategic Affairs with South Asia Analysis Group (6/7/10, Subhash, South Asian Analysis, http://www.southasiaanalysis.org//papers39/paper3848.html)

North East Asia comprises the region China-Taiwan- Japan-Korean Peninsula, Russia and USA. This region today is overwhelmed by a number of strategic crises endangering regional stability and peace. The crises today are focused more on North Korea’s nuclear weapons program and its military provocative adventurism e.g. sinking of South Korea. Navy ship by a North Korea Navy submarine. Over-arching over all this is the US-China rivalry, this US-Russia rivalry the Japan- China regional rivalry and Japan’s territorial disputes with all its neighbors. Each one of these issues are potential flash points in North East Asia. Japan gets drawn into all these strategic flash points in one way or the other. Japan’s capacity to manage crises and crisis-response manoeuvrability gets seriously impaired if it is plagued by domestic political instability Japan's crisis management capacities get further impaired when political instability emerges from Japan-US Security Relationship which so far has provided Japan and USA a combined strategic weight to handle regional crises. More than a healthy and stable Japan-China relationship, there is a greater strategic imperative and a call on the United States that American approaches to China and overbearing American approaches to contentious Japan-US security issues does not render Japan vulnerable to China's strategic and political coercion. 

Stability KT Deterrence

Regime stability key to US power projection, prevent an East Asian power vacuum, and contain China

Kapila, ’10 -  an International Relations and Strategic Affairs analyst, and the Consultant, Strategic Affairs with South Asia Analysis Group (6/7/10, Subhash, South Asian Analysis, http://www.southasiaanalysis.org//papers39/paper3848.html)

This significant change can be attributed to two strategic factors, both pertaining to the United States. In the past United States reigned supreme strategically in East Asia. That strategic strength provided Japan with a sheet anchor for its security. Today, United States strategic power is on the decline and China is rising strategically strong in East Asia. Japanese insecurities therefore are raised. More seriously, Japanese insecurities are magnified further when Japan perceives that United States policy formulations in East Asia exhibit ambiguities about Japan’s strategic sensitivities. Under the present US Administration, even though the US President and US Secretary of State visited Japan first in East Asia, but in their pronouncements in Tokyo they seemed to indicate that the United States intends to adopt China as a partner in the security management of East Asia. With such US attitudinal adoptions, it becomes logical for Japanese public to question the very premises of US-Japan Mutual Security Treaty, Japan’s financial underwriting of US forward military presence in Asia and the sizeable US Marines presence on Okinawa Island. One gets a feeling from media features in Japanese press that strong resentment is surfacing in Japan on these issues. More importantly the arrogance of US officials in dealings with Japan’s security matters is being resented. No wonder outgoing Japanese PM Hatoyama made pointed public references during President Obama’s visit to Tokyo that United States needs to manage relations with Japan on a more "equitable basis". He was airing widespread Japanese sentiments on the issue. The United States security architecture in East Asia could collapse without Japan’s participation. The United States would need to address Japan’s sensibilities on security issues on a more imaginative and equitable basis. US obliviousness to this aspect could generate more political instability in Japan endangering US security interests. A politically unstable Japan could create a strategic vacuum in East Asia in which China could assertively step in to fill the vacuum to the strategic discomfiture of the United States.
Stability KT Social Welfare

Kan’s government key to Japanese social welfare

Kyodo News Service, 6/22 (6/22/10, “Japan Announces Long-Term Fiscal Policy”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9613413179&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9613413190&cisb=22_T9613413189&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=24)
In the policy, the government said that Japan "must avoid losing our country's confidence in the bonds market, having seen the resulting sharp interest rates rises and descent into financial collapse of Greece and other countries." Meanwhile, it argues that previous governments led by the Liberal Democratic Party failed to rebuild fiscal health, as they only invested in sectors that did not help create growth or fresh jobs and held off on tax reforms needed to ensure stable social welfare programmes. The policy also urged "all-out efforts" by the government working closely with the Bank of Japan to end deflation, which has long helped worsen the fiscal balance and hurt consumer sentiment. The Kan government, which was launched June 8 under the banner of "strong economy, strong finances and strong social welfare," also said that enhancing social welfare services will contribute to improving consumer sentiment and subsequently lifting spending. Specifically, the government seeks to bring the primary balance - annual revenues minus outlays other than debt-servicing costs - for both the central and local governments, back into surplus by fiscal 2020 after halving the deficit by fiscal 2015. The general-account expenditures for fiscal 2010 amounted to 70.9 trillion yen including tax grants from the general account to local governments. Japan's gross public debts are approaching nearly 200 per cent of the nation's gross domestic product, the highest level among major economies and even higher than Greece and other European nations that have struggled with a credit crisis.

Japanese Stability KT Asian Stability

Japanese stability solves Asian peace

Sukma 6/14  PhD degree in international relations from the London School of Economics and Political Science (Rizal, 6/14/10, The Jakarta Post, “ East Asia needs a strong Japan”, http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2010/06/14/east-asia-needs-a-strong-japan.html) 

 Despite all the difficulties, we hope Japan would be able to withstand the challenges. As international relations in East Asia enter its most crucial juncture, the role of Japan as a major regional power is very much needed. It is for the first time in Asia’s history that regional politics would be characterized by more than two powerful players. China will undoubtedly soon emerge as the most powerful country, second only to the US. India too will become a power that would shape the future of East Asia. As a result, a new emerging regional order is in the making. Southeast Asian countries, having good relationships with all four major powers, expect that the ongoing power shift in East Asia will continue to be peaceful and to the benefits of all regional nations, small and big. I, for one, believe that some sort of multi-polar structure in East Asia would ensure that the region continues to enjoy the stability it has experienced over the last five decades. In that context, a strong Japan would greatly contribute to the preservation of peace, stability and prosperity in the region. A strong Japan would be beneficial for the fulfillment of the ideal of an East Asian community. The role that Japan has played in Southeast Asia — an important component of East Asia’s stability and security — has helped the region flourish economically, which in turn contributes to peace and stability in the region. Southeast Asian states wish to see Japan, under the new administration led by Prime Minister Kan, to succeed. Southeast Asian states, and also East Asia as a whole, needs a strong partnership with Japan to ensure that the 21st century is indeed an Asian century. Indonesia is no exception. Our relationship with Japan will continue to occupy an important place in our foreign policy. Japan is the largest trading partner and investor in Indonesia. Japan has been playing an important role in our economic development and is a fellow democracy with whom we share many values and norms.
Kan KT Japan-China Relations

Kan administration key to Japan-China political and economic relations

China Daily Dot Com, 6/7 (6/7/10, “Japan’s Kan Due in China This Weekend”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9622064420&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9622064423&cisb=22_T9622064422&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=227171&docNo=9)

BEIJING - Japan's incoming Prime Minister Naoto Kan is set to visit China on his first overseas trip, Japanese media reported on Sunday. Kan also plans to name a top businessman as ambassador to China, "one of the highest posts for diplomats", reports said. Commentators say the arrangements underscore the importance Kan attaches to China, as he has said Tokyo-Beijing ties would be "valued" during his administration. Kan will visit Shanghai on Saturday to celebrate Japan Day at the ongoing World Expo there, the People's Daily reported from Tokyo, quoting local media. The trip was actually arranged before former Japanese prime minister Yukio Hatoyama's sudden resignation last week. Apart from stopping in Shanghai, Kan may also visit Beijing to meet with President Hu Jintao. But the Chinese Foreign Ministry could not be reached for confirmation. On Thursday, Kan said the Japan-US relationship would remain the core of Tokyo's foreign policy but that ties with China would also be valued. "I think that Japan's diplomacy is founded on Japan-US relations, (but) at the same time, Japan is in East Asia and we are seeing a historic development in Asia," Kan said. "Japan needs to go in the direction of building a trusting relationship with the US while placing particular importance on China. I think that is the correct way for Japan's future." Besides visiting China on his first overseas trip, Kan is expected to officially appoint Uichiro Niwa, senior corporate adviser at trading house Itochu Corp., as the Chinese ambassador this summer, the Nikkei Daily reported. Kan has long argued that private citizens should be tapped to serve as ambassadors, the Nikkei said. The appointment is expected to strengthen private-sector ties with China, one of the world's largest markets, the report said. The decision also reflects the effort by Kan's ruling Democratic Party of Japan to wrest power from the hands of bureaucrats and redistribute it to politicians, the Nikkei said. China Daily – AFP

Kan KT Economy

Japan’s debt problem risks global economic collapse—need strong leadership for reform

The Economist, 6/5 (6/5/10, “Leaderless Japan; Yukio Hatoyama Resigns”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621498533&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621498537&cisb=22_T9621498536&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7955&docNo=3)

It used to be the envy of the world; now the hope is that things have got so bad that reform is finally possible SINCE 2006 Japan has had no fewer than five prime ministers. Three of them lasted just a year. The feckless Yukio Hatoyama,  who stepped down on June 2nd, managed a grand total of 259 days. Particularly dispiriting about Mr Hatoyama's sudden departure is that his election last August looked as if it marked the start of something new in Japanese politics after decades of rule by the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). His government has turned out to be as incompetent, aimless and tainted by scandal as its predecessors. Much of the responsibility for the mess belongs with Mr Hatoyama. The man known as "the alien", who says the sight of a little bird last weekend gave him the idea to resign, has shown breathtaking lack of leadership. Although support for his Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has slumped in opinion polls and the government relied on minor parties, the most glaring liabilities have been over Mr Hatoyama's own murky financial affairs and his dithering about where to put an American military base. The question for the next prime minister, to be picked in a DPJ vote on June 4th, is whether Mr Hatoyama's failure means that Japan's nine-month experiment with two-party democracy has been a misconceived disaster. The answer is of interest not just within Japan. Such is the recent merry-go-round of prime ministers that it is easy to assume that whoever runs the show makes no difference to the performance of the world's second-largest economy. Now Japan's prominence in Asia has so clearly been eclipsed by China, its flimsy politicians are all the easier to dismiss. But that dangerously underestimates Japan's importance to the world and the troubles it faces. With the largest amount of debt relative to the size of its economy among the rich countries, and a stubborn deflation problem to boot, Japan has an economic time-bomb ticking beneath it. It may be able to service its debt comfortably for the time being, but the euro zone serves as a reminder that Japan needs strong leadership to stop the bomb from exploding.

AT: Tax Hike Kills Credibility

Consumption tax hike won’t kill Kan’s government

Rowley, 6/22 (6/22/10, Anthony, The Business Times Singapore, “Finances Will Collapse Without New Sources of Revenue: Kan”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9604917578&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9604917587&cisb=22_T9604917586&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=11432&docNo=2)

With a critical upper house parliamentary election due on July 11, analysts say that Mr Kan - who took over the helm of Japan's government from former prime minister Yukio Hatoyama only this month - could face political suicide if Japanese voters rebel against his call for reviewing the unpopular consumption tax. Opinion polls published yesterday by Japanese media showed that the popularity of Mr Kan's administration among surveyed voters had fallen - from the near 60 per cent to which it surged after Yukio Hatoyama stepped down - to nearer 50 per cent. But Mr Kan made it clear last night that he is determined to 'get down to full-scale discussions' on tax reform as soon as the election is over. Depending on the outcome of the election, the DPJ could emerge with an absolute majority in both houses of parliament, or find itself in a position of legislative gridlock if the opposition Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) of Japan makes gains in the upper house. Analysts say that by adopting the LDP's election manifesto suggestion that Japan's consumption tax might need to be raised from 5-10 per cent - and inviting the LDP to jointly discuss tax reform with it - the ruling party has effectively prevented the opposition from making political capital out of a potentially unpopular reform. The prime minister last night sought to quell fears of an immediate increase in the consumption tax, which had brought about the downfall of previous Japanese prime ministers. The minimum required to prepare administratively for possible tax rebates less wealthy people could be 'two to three years', he said. He also promised that 'when proposals are finalised, we would like to put them to the people for their judgement', apparently indicating that such reforms could be made the subject of a referendum or a dissolution of parliament.

 Tax Good
Kan will decrease the corporate income tax—solves Japanese competitiveness

Hayashi, 6/18 (6/18/10, Yuka, The Wall Street Journal, “Japan’s Kan Seeks Corporate Tax Cut”, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703438604575314552136751966.html?mod=rss_whats_news_us)

TOKYO—Japan's new prime minister is pushing deep cuts in corporate taxes in hopes of spurring more business investment, even as he embraces higher income and consumption taxes to curb the country's mammoth public debt. At 40%, Japan's corporate tax rate is highest among major nations—a longtime source of frustration among executives. Japan's disadvantage has been further highlighted in recent years as nations have raced to lower their tax rates in an increasingly competitive global business landscape. Japan Real Time Debt & Taxes .A corporate tax cut would "strengthen the competitiveness of companies based in Japan and encourage investments by foreign companies," says the government's "growth strategy" document, released Friday. With a goal of achieving a 3% nominal growth rate and ending deflation, Prime Minister Naoto Kan's aides identify in the blueprint scores of "national strategy" projects in key areas like the environment, health care and infrastructure exports to Asia. The document also calls for merging various financial exchanges to try to enhance Japan's role as a regional financial hub. .As for corporate tax, the government said the effective rate will be lowered in phases to "levels in other major nations," referring to the average rate of 26% among the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development nations. Japan didn't specify further. The equivalent rate in the U.S. is close to Japan at 39%, but different rules on depreciation and other areas make the total tax burden generally lighter in the U.S., experts say. In Singapore, the corporate tax rate is 17%, in South Korea 24%, and in Germany, 30%, according to the OECD. Business investment in Japan could use a boost, analysts say. The nation is facing an increasing risk for "hollowed out" industries due to competition from lower-cost nations like China and the high cost of operating in Japan. Nissan Motor Co., for example, this year ended production of the March compact car, one of its most popular models, at its factory near Tokyo and shifted it to a plant in Thailand where the government had offered a huge tax incentive. In a survey of chief executives of 69 top companies conducted by the Nihon Keizai Shimbun daily this month, lowering the corporate tax was No. 2 onthe list of their wish list, trailing behind a comprehensive growth strategy from the government. They have a friend in Masayuki Naoshima, minister of economy, industry and trade. Noting that the corporate tax rate in Japan is 10 to 15 points higher than in other major nations, the senior lawmaker repeatedly said this month the tax should be lowered in phases, saying the first cut of 5 points should take place in April. "We have had this kind of discussion for 10 long years," Mr. Naoshima said at a news conference. "Companies from Japan and overseas have been looking at this, thinking where is this country headed?" Still, lowering the tax is a concession for Tokyo, given its large government borrowing. Japan's national debt is highest among major nations, a result of many years of hefty stimulus spending on infrastructure projects that have largely failed to deliver sustainable growth. The government's gross debt is likely to reach 225% of its gross domestic product this year, according to the International Monetary Fund. Since taking office on June 8, Mr. Kan has stressed the need to put the nation's fiscal house in order, warning that continued reliance on debt would cause Japan to face the risk of "fiscal collapse." On Thursday, Mr. Kan surprised the nation by unveiling a plan to double its broad sales tax from 5%. Economists also expect rises in the income tax. 

Tax KT Economy

Absent consumption tax increases Japanese economic collapse is inevitable

The Economist, 4/10 (4/10/10, “Crisis in Slow Motion; Japan’s Debt-Ridden Economy”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621498533&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621498537&cisb=22_T9621498536&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7955&docNo=6)

Paradoxically, however, the belief that there is no imminent crisis brewing may be Japan's biggest problem. Without it, there may be nothing to force Japan's policymakers out of a deep paralysis. The scale of the institutional lethargy in Japan is at times breathtaking. Everyone, it seems, puts the blame for deflation and rising debt elsewhere. Take deflation, for instance. By any reckoning it has had a corrosive effect on consumption, debt and investment in the past decade. And expectations of further deflation are entrenched: more than 35% of people expect prices to be flat or lower in five years' time. The finance ministry, led by Naoto Kan, a newish finance minister, argues with increasing stridency that it is necessary for the BoJ to root out deflation, so that Japan can once again resume nominal GDP growth. Yukio Hatoyama, the prime minister, has collared Masaaki Shirakawa, the BoJ's governor, on the issue. Yet because the annual decline in consumer prices has been only moderate— they have never fallen by more than 1.4%, in contrast with the rapidly plunging prices of America's Depression in the 1930s—the central bank tends to view deflation as insidious, rather than cataclysmic. As one insider rather nonchalantly puts it, it is a symptom of bigger underlying problems, rather than the problem itself. The bank thinks the real problems are low productivity growth in Japan, which keeps wages low and suppresses demand for goods and services, and high public debt. In that sense, bizarrely for a central bank, it does not appear to believe that deflation is a monetary problem. Its own earlier experience of monetary stimulus since 1995, when it more than doubled the monetary base with little discernible effect on nominal growth, has left it unimpressed. As a result, it injected liquidity only half-heartedly into the system during the global financial crisis, putting it at odds with central banks in other rich countries. The BoJ's resistance to acting more forcefully may be rooted in its own analysis of its earlier experience. It also seems to be haunted by the potential consequences for its credibility if it acts and fails. That position might be understandable if it were a clearly stated policy. But the bank seems to want it both ways. After much government pressure, in March it said it would extend its emergency supply of three-month loans to the banking system by {Yen}10 trillion. But far from being seen as a principled move to jump-start lending, this was perceived as a weak attempt by the bank to get the government off its back—and the BoJ's credibility took a further knock. When it comes to public debt, the finance ministry's ostrich-like argument that there is little it can do about it until the BoJ deals with deflation is just as frustrating. It, too, appears to think that things are not as bad as the outside world believes. As one central banker ruefully puts it: "Japan is not faced with an imminent debt crisis. But that is a mixed blessing." The torpor dates back years. The finance ministry is haunted by its premature attempt to raise consumption taxes before a recovery was fully under way in 1997. Another attempt to overhaul spending and taxation was launched in 2006, not long before the bursting of the global credit bubble brought it to a halt. According to the OECD, under previous LDP governments, much of the emphasis on improving public finances was focused on spending cuts rather than tax increases. Taxation as a share of GDP remains among the lowest in the OECD. But the tax system is hardly conducive to growth, with some of the highest corporate-tax rates and lowest consumption-tax rates in the rich world. To bureaucrats in the finance ministry, this suggests there is plenty of fiscal flexibility in Japan to deal with the debt problem. The trouble is they have never succeeded at tax reform. Into this policy vacuum came the new DPJ government last year, with Mr Hatoyama vowing that he would not consider raising the consumption tax until the next elections in 2013. Greece's fiscal mess may have knocked a greater sense of urgency into his administration. After his first G7 meeting in February, Mr Kan, the newly appointed finance minister, began to speak more publicly of fiscal reform. Others have taken up his call. Yoshito Sengoku, Mr Kan's replacement as strategy minister, says that the moment borrowing exceeded tax revenues in the 2010 budget, it was clear that Japan had reached a turning point. "I don't think the situation will go immediately as it did in Greece. But going forward the Japanese bond market will always be under pressure and the government officials who are in charge of fiscal policies have to be ten times more cautious than before," he says. He favours an increase in the consumption tax and may also support cuts in corporate tax when he announces a medium-term plan for fiscal reform in the spring. But the politics of a significant overhaul are excruciatingly complicated. After a series of political-funding scandals involving Mr Hatoyama, support for his administration has fallen sharply ahead of upper- house elections in the summer. So it is a safe bet that any talk of tax reform will be accompanied by soothing promises of higher welfare spending. At present none of the ideas being aired to deal with Japan's problems is anything like bold or concrete enough to sound convincing. And though the government may muddle through for a few years yet, ultimately the situation is unsustainable. At some point, unless radical steps are taken, Japan's government will go bust. The IMF's Mr Tokuoka reckons that as the population ages, savings will dwindle, which could reduce inflows to the government-bond market. He calculates that even if the household savings rate remains at 2.2%, by 2015 gross public debt could exceed households' financial assets, which might make domestic funding more difficult and lead Japan to rely more on foreigners. Meanwhile, government pension funds have more flexibility to invest in other assets besides government bonds. With interest payments at 26% of tax revenues, rising yields would come as a huge shock to Japan. Already, some economists argue that flat bond yields give only the illusion of market stability. Ryutaro Kono, chief economist of BNP Paribas in Japan, says that given the fall in Japan's potential growth rate and the drop in inflation expectations, yields should normally have plunged. "The fact that the long-term rate has generally been flat for the last 18 months suggests the risk premium is rising on questions of the sustainability of Japan's public debt," he says. What's more, rising social-security payments as the population ages are likely to put even more pressure on public financing, while the shrinking workforce will mean even slower growth and smaller tax revenues. In 1990 almost six people of working age supported each retiree. By 2025 the Japanese government expects that ratio to fall to two. At some point Japan may have no other option than a domestic default in which the older generation, who hold most of the government bonds, will see the value of their investments cut to reduce the pressure on the younger generation. Such an intergenerational transfer would come at enormous political and social cost, not least in a society with such a strong sense of communal well-being.

Kan Solves Democracy and Economy

Put away your impact turns: Kan is the best to solve democracy and the economy. He’s popular now but his political future is still uncertain.

Harris, 7/5 – PhD Candidate in Political Science @ MIT (7/5/10, Tobias, Newsweek, “Yes He Kan?; Restoring Confidence in Japan’s DPJ”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621634394&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621634397&cisb=22_T9621634396&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=5774&docNo=1)

With the election of Naoto Kan, the ruling Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has achieved a miracle. Following the resignations of embattled Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and scandal-tainted secretary-general Ichiro Ozawa, the public has returned to the party that won a majority of historic proportions less than a year ago. According to Japanese daily Asahi Shimbun, the new government boasts a 60 percent approval rating, compared with 17 percent for the Hatoyama government in May. The Yomiuri Shimbun, another daily, found that government support among independent voters--by far the most important bloc--swelled from 9 to 52 percent. More significantly, the DPJ's chances of winning a majority in upper-house elections in July have improved dramatically. The lesson is that the public has by no means lost faith in the DPJ as an agent of political change. If anything, low public approval reflected the idea that Hatoyama and Ozawa were insufficiently distinct from LDP rule and its pathologies. Kan does not suffer from that problem. Having begun his career as a member of a small center-left party and earned a reputation as a crusader for clean government and participatory democracy, Kan will enable the DPJ to reclaim the platform that first brought it to power: the creation of a transparent government that answers to the public's fears about Japan's economic future. The problems facing Kan are no less daunting than those that greeted his predecessors. The IMF recently predicted that Japan's national debt will reach 250 percent of GDP by 2015. Like previous governments, Kan has to find a way to rein in public spending while providing for Japan's aging population, promoting new forms of economic growth, and reducing carbon emissions. In Kan, Japan may have its best chance to make progress on these fronts. As the son of a salaryman, Kan has Everyman credentials that his patrician predecessors lacked. It will be easier for a middle-class prime minister to ask for sacrifices like a consumption-tax increase than for prime ministers like Aso and Hatoyama, who hailed from wealthy political dynasties. Moreover, for Kan, improving Japan's democracy is not just political boilerplate: he has spent his career working on behalf of greater public participation in government and more communication between policymakers and citizens. He is the right leader for restoring public confidence in the government through greater transparency. It helps that Kan and his top advisers, especially Yukio Edano, the new DPJ secretary-general, have sought to distance the new government from Ozawa. More than any policy issue, Ozawa had become the main polarizing force within the party, as members debated the reforms that concentrated power in his office, as well as his response to the ongoing investigation of his campaign funds. One of Kan's first decisions as party leader was to create a new party policymaking outfit that would facilitate communication between the government and DPJ M.P.s. By restoring the confidence of party members in party leadership, Kan will be better able to ask them to support ambitious policies to attack the country's economic problems. A leading advocate of introducing Westminster-style cabinet government to Japan, Kan sees the cabinet as the fount of democratic leadership, a force for creative policymaking in contrast to Japan's bureaucracy. And unlike Hatoyama, Kan may be capable of making cabinet government a reality. Having served as a cabinet minister--first as health minister in 1996 and again as finance minister and minister for national strategy under Hatoyama--Kan has managerial experience that his predecessor wholly lacked, which may prove useful for managing cabinet debates. Furthermore, while Kan retained 11 ministers from the Hatoyama government, the new ministers are, if anything, even more committed to restoring Japan's finances and reforming the policymaking process. Still, there is no guarantee that the Kan government will be able to overcome Japan's economic challenges--or win enough seats in this summer's elections to free the DPJ of its dependence on coalition partners. But headed by a prime minister with the common touch who stresses transparency, the Kan government may be Japan's best chance--yes, better than Koizumi--of restoring the public's trust and making the decisions necessary to overcome Japan's profound economic insecurity.

APEC Reform Good

Kan will reform APEC—growth, integration, and energy

AFP, 6/24 (6/24/10, “Japan PM Vows to Reshape APEC”, http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5i1TiUy762kZKKMeKvBno2t9Dt9lw)

TORONTO, Canada — New Japanese Prime Minister Naoto Kan has vowed to reshape APEC to foster better integration and longer term growth, when Japan takes over the chair of Asia-Pacific's top economic club this year. "Increasingly, the Asia-Pacific region is having its presence felt as a center of world economic growth," Kan, who took over the reins of Japan's government just three weeks ago, writes ahead of two key summits here. "Asia is recovering from the crisis rapidly and resiliently. It is driving the world economy with its robust growth. "Therefore as APEC chair in this important year, I intend to reshape APEC for the 21st century under the theme 'Change and Action.'" In a briefing document for the G8 and G20 summits in Canada this week, Kan vows that under Japan's guidance: "APEC will promote greater regional integration and develop mid- to long-term growth strategies for the whole region." Such strategies must lead to inclusive and sustainable growth and take into account the environment and energy needs, argues Kan, who was due to make his international debut at the two summits. The 21-member APEC was launched 20 years ago to promote trade and strengthen economic cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region, which now accounts for more than half the world's economic activity and 40 percent of its population. APEC leaders are set to meet for a summit scheduled for November in Yokohama, southwest of Tokyo. It will be held back-to-back with the next G20 leaders summit in Seoul. "It is my intention for Japan to enhance the synergy among the G20, the G8 and APEC by delivering the voices and experiences of the Asia-Pacific region to the world," Kan writes. APEC members include the mighty economies of the United States, China and Japan, as well as minnows Brunei and Papua New Guinea. At least 11 more countries, mostly from Latin America, are lobbying to join, but their applications must win unanimous approval of the existing partners. Kan's new administration hopes to revive confidence in Japan, the world's second largest economy, by introducing a new era of fiscal discipline and beginning to reduce the industrialized world's biggest public debt mountain.
Energy Independence Good

Kan will focus on energy independence and renewable energy for APEC & Japan

Rowley, 6/17 (6/17/10, Anthony, The Business Times Singapore, “Japan to present energy policy at Apec meeting; Its long-term vision is to reduce reliance on fossil fuels and develop alternatives”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9628938283&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9628938294&cisb=22_T9628938293&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=11432&docNo=12)
JAPAN will put forward a long-term vision for energy security when energy ministers from the 21 members of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum (Apec) gather in Japan's Fukui prefecture this weekend. The meeting comes as Japan and China along with India and others emerge as major consumers of energy alongside major Western economies. The short-term emphasis will be on guarding against possible supply interruptions affecting oil or gas that could threaten economic growth. But the longer-term objective is to find 'practical ways' of reducing dependence on fossil fuels and developing alternative energy sources, an official of Japan's Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (Meti) said. 'Japan will propose a long-term vision for energy security' to its Apec partners, the official said at a briefing. The task facing the energy ministers is how to solve the 'trilemma' of balancing energy demand, economic growth and protecting the environment - or the 'Three E's', he added. The official spoke after Japanese prime minister Naoto Kan's Cabinet signed off on Meti's 2101 Energy White Paper which commits Japan to a new energy policy that will stress the need for a broad vision of energy security, including a greatly increased focus on renewable energy sources. This will also be the theme of Apec ministers' discussions because it is increasingly recognised that competition for oil and gas and other fossil fuels among Apec's advanced and merging economies can only lead to high and volatile prices along with reduced energy security, officials said. 'All Apec members are trying to diversify dependence from the Middle East,' they pointed out. Japan is especially sensitive in this regard, because of the large number of 'choke points' or vulnerable waterways through which oil and gas have to pass en-route to Japan. Japan's self-sufficiency ratio for primary energy, at 18 per cent of total supplies (the same as that of South Korea), is one of the lowest in Apec and compares with 72 per cent in the US and 96 per cent in China's case. But all Apec members have an interest in exploring alternative energy sources, officials say. The Meti White Paper cites as possible supply threats 'political and military situations, crude oil embargoes, stopping of gas delivery via pipelines, resource nationalism, levies, export regulations and a scramble for resources among consuming countries'. Under the Japanese government's 'new energy policy', Japan itself will aim to reduce its dependence on imported fossil fuels from 70 per cent to 30 per cent between now and the year 2030 and raise its supply of energy from alternative sources by a corresponding amount, according to Meti. This will involve major new investment in nuclear power, involving building nine new reactors by 2020 and 14 by 2030 while also stepping up the 'operability' of all reactors existing and planned, officials say. At the same time, Japan will launch a more aggressive 'energy diplomacy', aimed in particular at securing uranium supplies from Central Asian countries for the stepped up nuclear programme. By virtue of this programme, Japan aims to raise its 'energy independence ratio' - meaning the supply of domestically produced (hydro and other) energy plus independently explored resources elsewhere - from the current level of 38 per cent to 77 per cent over time.

Kan Economy Plan Good

Kan will solve the economy: jobs, green tech, health care, tourism, and ties to Asia

Zeller 6/17 (6/17/10, Frank, AFP, “Japan Growth Plan Bets on Green-Tech, Health, and Tourism”, http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5iiT2pVoWNN0koXVKXBbjU0IYVYOw)

TOKYO — Japan, battling to revive its economy, on Friday pledged to create five million jobs through a 10-year growth strategy centred on green technology, health care, tourism and closer links with Asia. The centre-left government of Prime Minister Naoto Kan, who took office last week, has pledged to end two decades of stagnation in Asia's biggest economy and achieve stable real economic growth above 2.0 percent a year. In the short term, the government aims to beat deflation by late fiscal 2011 and boost weak demand while bringing unemployment down from about five percent now to below four percent soon and then down to three percent. Japan is also eyeing lowering the corporate tax rate, from an effective 40 percent now to the average level of major industrialised nations, which is around 25 percent, possibly from fiscal 2011, the strategy paper says. Kan, a former left-wing activist who most recently served as finance minister, has promised a "third way" approach for the economy, which is expected to slip behind China soon to global number three spot. The premier has identified the "first way" as the heavy infrastructure spending of the 1980s and 90s, much of it pork-barrel projects that drove up public debt and left many "white elephant" projects of dubious economic value. Kan has also rejected as the "second way" the "excessive market fundamentalism" of former premier Junichiro Koizumi which aimed to slim down government but also weakened social safety and widened income disparities. In a speech last week, Kan outlined his "third way" policies -- an ambitious approach that would strengthen domestic demand and jobs while also boosting the social security system and reducing the public fiscal deficit. Kan has pledged to reduce the world's biggest public debt mountain, which is nearing 200 percent of GDP, and has warned of the risk of a Greece-style meltdown for Japan if the problem is left unaddressed. He has said the DPJ would call for a full debate on tax reform and did not rule out the possibility of doubling the five percent sales tax. His party, in an election manifesto released Thursday, pledged to slice the country's public deficit in half or less by the year to March 2016, with a longer term ambition of eliminating it by fiscal 2020. Japan -- with an ageing and shrinking population -- already collects less than half the taxes it needs to cover its spending. In order to revitalise the economy, the government wants to focus on core areas, including "green innovation", which it estimates will create 1.5 million jobs, and health care, which would generate 2.8 million jobs. More growth would come through strengthening ties with booming Asia, which is already the key market for Japanese exports, and selling technology from renewable energy innovations to Shinkansen bullet trains abroad. Growing tourism from less than 10 million annual visitors now to 25 million by 2020 -- in part by easing visa regulations for Chinese and by increasing 'medical tourism -- is expected to boost Japan and many of its regions, creating more than half a million jobs, according to the strategy. Kan, riding high in opinion polls ahead of July 11 upper house elections, seems to have public support for his approach, said Thomas Berger, associate professor of International Relations at Boston University. "Faced with a budget deficit of epic proportions, the new prime minister has made putting Japan's fiscal house in order his number one priority," he said. "Encouragingly, public opinion data suggests that the Japanese public is prepared to contemplate tax increases and budget cuts if it can reduce the risk of a Greek-style economic meltdown." "Public opinion data also suggests the Japanese public believes Japan has the latent economic and technological resources to pull off a comeback."

Japan-ROK Relations

Kan needs to declare Japan’s 1910 annexation of Korea invalid to save Japan-ROK relations

Xinhua, 6/23 (6/23, “S. Korean lawmakers calls on Japanese PM to set history straight”, http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90777/90851/7037220.html)

South Korean lawmakers on Wednesday called on Japan's new Prime Minister Naoto Kan to declare Imperial Japan's forced annexation of Korea a century ago null and void. Some 75 South Korean lawmakers from both the ruling and the opposition parties have signed a message to the Japanese prime minister, which will be delivered to him by Megumu Tsuji, a Democrat member of the Japanese House of Representatives. They asked Kan to make a "historic turning point" by announcing the annexation was invalid in the first place, as none of the five treaties forcibly signed before the annexation in 1910 was approved by then Korean leader. "For forward-looking South Korea-Japan relations, fundamentally resolving our conflicting views on history, especially regarding forced annexation of Korea, will be the key," the message to Kan said. The lawmakers urged Kan to make an announcement that goes beyond the statement made in 1995 by the then premier Tomiichi Murayama who apologized and expressed regret for Japan's colonial rule and atrocities before and during World War II. 

India Nuclear Export—Needs Public Support

Without strong public support, Kan won’t export nuclear reactors to India

Brown, 6/19 (6/19/10, Peter J, Asia Times, “Japan Weighs Role in India’s Nuclear Boom”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF19Dh01.html)

Despite pressure from the US and France to change Japan's existing nuclear and high-tech export control rules that forbid Japanese companies from engaging in such transactions with India, Kan can simply walk away from this deal or at least postpone it indefinitely. "Kan is rather stubborn when it comes to the issue of security, and he is not strongly in favor of the change of the [nuclear] export regulation," said Associate Professor Kazuto Suzuki of Hokkaido University's Public Policy School. He describes the way in which former prime minster Prime Minister Hatoyama Yukio handled the issue of the Futenma air base on Okinawa as a constant reminder for Kan of the importance of separating important domestic ideological issues from realistic security issues. "In the case of the nuclear deal with India, Kan will demonstrate that his government will not do anything that would not easily win the approval of a rather ideologically stimulated population," said Suzuki. Should Kan oppose this deal, he will probably annoy Masayuki Naoshima, Japan's minister for economy, trade and industry, and Shunsuke Kondo, chairman of the Japan Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA). These two men are widely seen as spearheading this drive that is moving ahead with the creation with India of a joint working group. "Naoshima as well as Kan and Yoshito Sengoku, chief secretary general of the cabinet, are keen to promote sales of nuclear plants and large infrastructure projects such as bullet trains to foreign countries," said Suzuki. "However, they would do so only when there are no major security concerns or any conflict with existing laws and government principles." Besides, Kondo has previously stressed the need for openness and transparency when it comes to dealing with the public, a stance that may not work to the advantage of proponents of a nuclear agreement with India. "It is important to maintain openness and transparency to the public of any activities including policymaking processes, giving the public both formal and informal opportunities to learn what nuclear energy policy and activities are," said Kondo at the Second International Meeting on Next Generation Safeguards that was held in Japan last October.

Kan needs public support for his agenda to export nuclear reactors to India

Brown, 6/19 (6/19/10, Peter J, Asia Times, “Japan Weighs Role in India’s Nuclear Boom”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF19Dh01.html)

When Hatoyama visited India in late 2009 and discussed the agreement with Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, Hatoyama alluded to the possibility that Japan would soon start to export nuclear plant equipment and other high-tech items to India. Japan would do so, Hatoyama stated, so long as India promised to refrain from conducting nuclear tests. Because India possesses and has tested nuclear weapons, and because it has resisted signing key non-proliferation treaties such as the NPT and the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), this is not an easy decision for Japan to make. However, with respect to the CTBT in particular, India is not alone because both the US and China have yet to ratify the CTBT. Manmohan did pledge that India would not conduct any more nuclear tests. Once India had received exemption from the NSG, after the US deal, it moved quickly and signed agreements involving the sale of uranium fuel and/or nuclear equipment with France, Russia, Kazakhstan, and soon if no last-minute snags occur, Canada. By joining this list, which includes a few other nations, Japan will in effect relinquish much of its moral high ground with respect to opposing the continuing spread of nuclear weapons. "Most experts do not appreciate how important Japan's role is, so in one sense the damage to the non-proliferation regime was done by granting India an exemption from NSG strictures," said Lewis. "If Japan sticks to its guns on a no-testing pledge, the India-Japan agreement might modestly reduce the harm from the NSG exemption." Confidence was high, and Hatoyama's popularity seemed to be on solid ground at the time he had these discussions with Manmohan. Following Hatoyama's abrupt exit from his leadership post this month, Kan finds himself perhaps in a defensive position, which means he might be prone to going the extra mile in terms of garnering popular support. Shedding some of Hatoyama's baggage and making life easier inside Japan's Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MOFA) after the bruising and often heated Futenma-related exchanges with the US, might serve this purpose well. "The Kan government may want to promote nuclear disarmament to maintain its 'liberal' image," said Akiyama. 

Good results in the July poll will prompt Kan to export nuclear reactors to India

Brown, 6/19 (6/19/10, Peter J, Asia Times, “Japan Weighs Role in India’s Nuclear Boom”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF19Dh01.html)

While US and French companies lobby hard in the background, Kan eyes the latest poll numbers in advance of the elections. He wants to appear more decisive than his predecessor, but fears the consequences of poor decision-making. As much as Japan might want other countries to acquire Japanese nuclear expertise to boost its exports, Kan and his team can see the price the US paid for forging its own nuclear deal with India. As the US attempts to block China's plans to build a pair of nuclear plants in Pakistan, for example, many label the US stance as hypocritical. Does Japan want to follow the same path? There is a wild card here. Because Canada has apparently completed its negotiations and now intends to proceed with the actual signing of a nuclear agreement with India, Japan might feel more comfortable doing so too as a result. Canada's actions might help to deflect criticism that Japan is blindly following in lock step with the US at a time when more and more Japanese are openly questioning the soundness of this practice. India's former ambassador to the UN Conference on Disarmament Arundhati Ghose has attempted to call attention to what she has described as the "win-win situation" that Canada's decision has spawned.

India Nuclear Export Good

Kan will export nuclear power plants to India

The Asahi Shimbun, 6/23 (6/23/10, “Editorial: Kan’s Nuclear Policy”, http://www.asahi.com/english/TKY201006230339.html)

The export of nuclear power plants is part of the economic growth strategy of the administration of Prime Minister Naoto Kan. The administration is now considering extending nuclear cooperation to India. A single nuclear power plant contract is worth hundreds of billions of yen. Not only is this a hugely attractive proposition for related businesses, but the government is also looking at it as a means for creating jobs and bolstering the economy. But this is not an issue to be decided solely from a business angle. Given Japan's firm commitment to its anti-nuclear diplomacy, it is hardly appropriate for Japan to eagerly export a nuclear power plant, its components or related technology to India, a nation that has armed itself with nuclear weapons and has not signed the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT). One of the basic principles of the NPT is that any nation that honors this treaty to the letter will be assisted in its peaceful development of nuclear energy. The implications are too obvious, should Japan--a staunch proponent of nuclear disarmament and nonproliferation as the only nation ever attacked by nuclear weapons--cooperate with India, which continues to ignore the NPT. This would further erode the treaty's credibility, which has already been challenged by the problems created by North Korea and Iran. 
Exporting nuclear reactors to India key to Japan-India relations

Brown, 6/19 (6/19/10, Peter J, Asia Times, “Japan Weighs Role in India’s Nuclear Boom”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Japan/LF19Dh01.html)

"In terms of its commercial implications, the India-Japan deal is important but not essential. India could still access Russian and South Korean technologies, though the range of options and quality of such technologies might retard India's own progress in developing industry technology standards that could make its civil nuclear sector globally competitive someday in the future ... if ever," said Sourabh Gupta, senior research associate at Samuels International Associates in Washington DC. At the same time, India is looking for certain signals from Japan, and more than anything else Tokyo seeks to avoid sending the wrong signal. "Insofar as the strategic character of Japan-India relations, the deal is extremely important. Signs of flexibility in Tokyo on sensitive issues - and this understandably is an ultra-sensitive one - is usually reserved for extremely important allies and partners," said Gupta. "According flexibility to NPT-non-signatory New Delhi on nuclear commerce is a powerful statement of Japan's investment in the bilateral strategic relationship. That it also represents a continuing bipartisan consensus in Tokyo at a time when the center-left is in charge, and at a time of significant flux within Japan's political system, is also noteworthy."
Upper House Win = Economy

DPJ win in the upper house good – boosts economy

Hankyoreh, '09 (8/31/09, The Hankyoreh Media Company, "Regime change in Japan may bring an opportunity as well as threat to S. Korean economy," http://www.hani.co.kr/arti/english_edition/e_international/374023.html) 

In terms of economic issues, some observers predicted that an election win by the opposition Democratic Party Japan could lead to an opportunity for increased exports for South Korean businesses in areas such as information technology, the environment, and nanotechnology. Based on hasty interviews with some 20 Japanese companies and investors Sunday, the Korea Trade-Investment Promotion Agency (KOTRA) offered the following prediction, “Because the Democratic Party has been emphasizing a position fostering new industry, there will be a greater chance of cooperation with Korean companies.” Since some within Japan are commenting on the need to develop domestic production and import areas separately, this indicates a bright future for exports in areas such as waste treatment equipment and power-saving appliances.  The Hyundai Research Institute put out a report Sunday entitled, “Economic Effects and Implications of Japan’s Change in Administrations.” The report states, “Since the Democratic Party has shown a positive stance on the signing of the Korea-Japan free trade agreement, a swift conclusion is expected.” The institute also says that the Democrats will “work to solidify a system of cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region on a wide range of areas including trade, finance, energy and the environment,” and predicts that Japan’s change in administrations will “promote the economic integration of the Asian region.” Democratic Party of Japan head Hatoyama Yukio has repeatedly emphasized a system of cooperation among South Korea, China and Japan, for example in his comments on the need to establish an East Asian community.
***HEGEMONY

 Offshore Balancing Solvency 

Okinawa is the crucial ground to a shift away from a hegemonic paradigm that is the cause of patriarchy and other human rights abuses in Japan.  Withdrawal would be a concession to the movement.  Criticism of itself is a crucial step.

Yonetani, 4 (December 2004, Julia, Appropriation and Resistance in a “Globalised” Village: Reconfiguring the Local/Global Dynamic from Okinawa, Vol. 28, pp. 391–406, University of New South Wales)

In the context of the Asia-Pacific, various movements and forms of cultural expression that emerged at a local level sought to envision an alternative regional imaginary, one counter to the military and economic intentions of hegemonic powers (Wilson and Dirlik, 1995, p. 7). Okinawa, and in particular the upsurge in calls for cultural and political autonomy and the movement against US–Japan military strategies for the islands from 1995, was one such locale. Within Okinawa, too, an expansion of global flows created new opportunities for cooperation between local groups and international non-government organisations (NGOs), as well as between groups in Okinawa and locally based groups in such far-off places as Puerto Rico. Opposition to new base construction plans in the northern city of Nago on Okinawa’s main island led to links between local and international NGOs to an extent unprecedented in the history of Okinawa’s anti-base movement. More- over, this movement was made up of a novel amalgamation of local and international peace and environmental groups. Although highly fragmented, such networks may broadly fit into notions of “globalisation-from-below”. This has been described as “an array of transnational forces animated by environmental concerns, human rights, hostility to patriarchy, and a vision of human community based on the unity of diverse cultures seeking an end to poverty, oppression, humiliation, and collective violence” (Falk, 1993, p. 39).  Yet in the case of the anti-base movement in Okinawa these transnational networks have been ineffectual, at least in the sense that they have to date been unable to halt the progression of the plans for construction of the new base. This suggests the need for a more detailed analysis of the complex set of forces on both sides of the “base issue” in Okinawa. In conjunction, moreover, I situate this analysis as part of a broader consideration of the complex set of configurations within the “local” in the context of globalisation. As has become more and more apparent in locally based movements throughout the world, while the “local” may be seen as a site of resistance to global capitalism and the nation-state, it does not exist apart from them.

Heg Decline Inevitable

US East Asian presence is still needed to deter Chinese Naval build-up

Buxbaum 5/31- BA in political science and economics from Columbia University (Peter, 5/31, “Chinese Plans to End US Hegemony in the Pacific”,  http://oilprice.com/Geo-Politics/International/Chinese-Plans-to-End-US-Hegemony-in-the-Pacific.html)
The US is developing an air-sea battle concept to counter China's military buildup. But political problems and budgetary woes could kill the program before it ever gets started. China's People's Liberation Army is building up anti-access and area-denial capabilities with the apparent goal of extending their power to the western half of the Pacific Ocean. Chinese military and political doctrine holds that China should rule the waves out to the second island chain of the western Pacific, which extends as far as Guam and New Guinea, essentially dividing the Pacific between the US and China and ending US hegemony on that ocean. Among the anti-access/area-denial (A2AD) capabilities being fielded by China include anti-satellite weapons; spaced-based reconnaissance, surveillance and target acquisition; electromagnetic weapons; advanced fighter aircraft; unmanned aerial vehicles; advanced radar systems; and ballistic and cruise missiles. The Chinese also have an emerging and muscular deep-water navy. "The PLA navy is increasing its numbers of submarines and other ships," said Admiral Gary Roughead, chief of US naval operations, at a recent speech hosted by the Heritage Foundation, a conservative Washington think tank. "Navies tend to grow with economies and as trade becomes more important." All of this has US military planners and thinkers worried. The A2AD buildup threatens the US forward presence and power projection in the region. "Unless Beijing diverts from its current course of action, or Washington undertakes actions to offset or counterbalance the effects of the PLA’s military buildup," said a report recently released by the Washington-based Center for Budgetary and Strategic Assessments, "the cost incurred by the US military to operate in the [w]estern Pacific will likely rise sharply, perhaps to prohibitive levels, and much sooner than many expect[...].This situation creates a strategic choice for the United States, its allies and partners: acquiesce in a dramatic shift in the military balance or take steps to preserve it." In response to the Chinese challenge, US strategic planners and thinkers are exploring a concept known as 'AirSea Battle,' the subject of the new CSBA report. "Admiral Roughead is conducting an AirSea Battle study inside the Pentagon," noted Senator Joseph Lieberman, an independent from Connecticut, and a member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, at a recent Washington gathering. FREE Breaking Investment & Geopolitical Intelligence - Previously only available to Governments, Intelligence Agencies & selected Hedge Funds. Click here for more information on our Free Weekly Intelligence Report Spurring the need for AirSea Battle, CSBA president and report co-author Andrew Krepinevich told ISN Security Watch, is that "China will attempt to achieve a quick victory by inflicting such damage that the US would choose to discontinue the fight or driving a major US ally out of the war." A key objective of AirSea Battle, then, is to deny adversaries a quick victory. AirSea Battle, as outlined in the CSBA report, is a complex set of concepts, involving the development of specific military capabilities, such as long-range strike systems, and operating concepts, such as greater integration between the US Navy and Air Force, that would offset the Chinese buildup. But the program has its political dimension as well: to reassure US allies, particularly the Japanese, and keep them from succumbing to Chinese pressure despite the apparent decline of US capabilities in the western Pacific. The big squeeze Looming in the background are the budgetary constraints now being placed on the Pentagon. In a speech earlier this month, US Secretary of Defense Robert Gates warned military commanders not to expect to get everything they ask for. "The gusher has been turned off," he said, "and will stay off for a good period of time[...].[R]ealistically, it is highly unlikely that we will achieve the real [budget] growth rates necessary to sustain the current force structure." Pursuing AirSea Battle would require a reordering of Pentagon priorities, especially in light of the budget squeeze. Gates has displayed a proclivity, as reflected in the Quadrennial Defense Review released earlier this year, towards developing a balanced, multifaceted defense posture. That position does not promote sharp decision making that allocates scarce resources to emerging threats. In fact, according to the CSBA report, DoD continues to invest in capabilities that assume that the status quo will prevail in the western Pacific, emphasizing, for example, short-range over than long-range strike systems. The US also faces the problem of bolstering the confidence of its allies. If US allies fold in the face of increasing Chinese power, China could win a war on the Pacific without firing a shot. "US success will depend heavily on Japan’s active participation as an ally," said Krepinevich. "Most US allies in the region and lack strategic depth and must be supported and defended from the sea. US inability, real or perceived, to defend its allies and partners could lead to regional instability, including coercion or aggression." But the US may already be losing the hearts and minds of the Japanese. As a recent article in the Washington Post noted, Japan's current government, "only the second opposition party to take power in nearly 50 years," advocates "a more Asia-centric view of Japan's place in the world." Although the immediate crisis on the Korean peninsula is having the effect of cementing US-Japanese relations-the Japanese government has accepted a plan it once rejected to relocate a US Marine base on Okinawa-it is not clear how long that attitude will last. Admiral Roughead noted that the US Navy has a strong operational relationship with the Japanese Maritime Self-Defense Force. But if the Asia-centric attitudes in Japan prevail, the JMFDS could easily develop a closer relationship with the Chinese navy. Roughead acknowledged reports that the Chinese are planning to deploy one or more aircraft carriers to the Pacific, a new capability for them, but dismissed any potential threat to US interests. "Carrier operations are very complex," he said. "It took us 70 years to get where we are. "Besides," he added, "the bigger questions are what the intentions of the Chinese are and how the carriers will be used." But US allies in the region might not see things that way. The projection of Chinese power on the Pacific may be enough for them to perceive their interests differently. As Sun Tzu said in his classic, The Art of War, "To win one 100 victories in 100 battles is not the acme of skill. To subdue the enemy without fighting is the acme of skill." 

Heg decline inevitable- empiric similarities to other power declines

Vega 6/22- student at Stockholm School of Economics (Rocky, 6/22/9, “How US Military Supremacy is a Soviet-Style Poison Pill”

 However, national defense is by far the largest portion of US discretionary spending, meaning it must be approved by Congress every year. That yearly green light says a lot about the priorities of the nation. How that singular focus comes about makes defense spending an interesting area to explore further. A recent article by author Tom Engelhardt, comparing the US military expenditures now to the Soviet Union just before its collapse, helps to explain why. From AlterNet: “Looking back, the most distinctive feature of the last years of the Soviet Union may have been the way it continued to pour money into its military — and its military adventure in Afghanistan — when it was already going bankrupt and the society it had built was beginning to collapse around it. In the end, its aging leaders made a devastating miscalculation. They mistook military power for power on this planet.” Is it possible that the US has forgotten most of its military strength has derived from its extraordinary economic success, and not the other way around? Here’s what Engelhardt thinks… “In the fall of 2008, the abyss opened under the U.S. economy, which the Bush administration had been blissfully ignoring, and millions of people fell into it. Giant institutions wobbled or crashed; extended unemployment wouldn’t go away; foreclosures happened on a mind-boggling scale; infrastructure began to buckle; state budgets were caught in a death grip; teachers’ jobs, another kind of infrastructure, went down the tubes in startling numbers; and the federal deficit soared… “…But here was the strange thing. In the midst of the Great Recession, under a new president with assumedly far fewer illusions about American omnipotence and power, war policy continued to expand in just about every way [...] As in the Soviet Union before its collapse, the exaltation and feeding of the military at the expense of the rest of society and the economy had by now become the new normal…” The “new normal” Engelhardt describes isn’t new because of the critical importance of US warfare. It’s new because of how severe the tradeoffs are now, given a more meager US pocketbook. Alongside entitlement spending, not to mention recent bailouts and stimulus, the nation has accumulated vast amounts of debt, which are not going to diminish and certainly can’t serve national interests well. Engelhardt continues: “Drunk on war as Washington may be, the U.S. is still not the Soviet Union in 1991 — not yet. But it’s not the triumphant “sole superpower” anymore either. Its global power is visibly waning, its ability to win wars distinctly in question, its economic viability open to doubt. It has been transformed from a can-do into a can’t-do nation, a fact only highlighted by the ongoing BP catastrophe [...] And if its armies come home in defeat… watch out.” The cost of maintaining the world’s largest military would naturally be astronomical, but, in addition, the costs seem to only escalate and become increasingly inescapable. Even outside of the expense, the distraction of US leadership by the worldwide operations of manpower, bases, weaponry, and new research, takes away from the ability of the White House and Congress to focus on severe problems at home. And, according to Engelhardt, the potential for mistaking military power for power more broadly could cause the US to go down much like the Soviets. 

US influence on the decline- three reasons

Aznar 6/22- former Prime Minister of Spain (Jose Maria, 6/22/10, adaptation of a speech given to Johns Hopkins University, Foreign Policy, “ There's No Such Thing as a 'Reset' Button”, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/06/22/there_s_no_such_thing_as_a_reset_button)
 Meanwhile, the world is waiting for Washington to acknowledge its strategic responsibilities. America's liberal and democratic ideals are the foundation of today's international order. Since World War II, the United States has been the world's defining ideological, economic, scientific, strategic, and cultural force. Today, that order is under attack. First, there are the populist voices that have risen against our free market economy since the start of the current economic crisis. Their agenda is to alter our economic system -- they want to alter the consensus from limited state presence and individual risk-taking, to greater state intervention, more public authority, and less individual freedom. The second threats are the rising nations that feel that the current distribution of world power is unjust. They respond by undermining the policies of those they consider to be their rivals. I'm referring primarily to Russia and China, but also to populist regimes like Hugo Chávez's Venezuela. Third, there are the states and stateless forces that are trying to provoke a revolutionary change to the international system. Here, we can include nations like Iran and groups like al Qaeda.
Heg Decline Inevitable- China Rise

China hegemon inevitable- economic factors

Hunt 6/20- lecturer at University of California, Santa Barbara (Tam, 6/20/10, “The Unipolar Moment Reconsidered”, http://www.noozhawk.com/local_news/article/061810_tam_hunt/) 

The longer-term threat to U.S. dominance is economic. The United States is by far the largest economy today, although down to a “mere” 20 percent of world economic output from its World War II peak. Economic threats loom not far over the horizon, however. China surpassed Germany as the third largest economy in the world in 2007 and will likely surpass Japan as the second largest this year. The United States remains, however, almost three times as large as China and Japan in economic terms. But China is set to surpass the United States as the leading economy in 15 to 20 years, based on Goldman Sachs projections, and by 2050 the United States and India will probably be about half the size of the Chinese economy. With economic might comes military might. As Martin Jacques writes in When China Rules the World (2009), China is best described as a “civilization-state” because of its history as a unitary civilization in essentially the same borders for about 2,000 years and a 5,000-year cultural history going back even further. It has exercised its power beyond its borders, as a “tributary state” that collected tribute from surrounding nations without subjecting them to the same type of control that Western colonial powers perfected. Until recent decades, however, China limited its influence to East Asia. More recently, China has become increasingly aggressive in securing the resources it needs to continue its rapid double-digit growth, using its largely state-controlled companies like the China National Offshore Oil Corp. to snap up oil resources around the world. China knows full well the role that energy plays in economic growth and national power. 

Heg Causes Terrorism

Heg creates terrorism

Richman 6/11 former research editor at the Institute for Humane Studies at George Mason University (Sheldon, 6/11/10, “Terrorism: Made in the USA”, http://mwcnews.net/focus/politics/3070-terrorism-made-in-the-usa.html)

It’s a perilous world, as our so-called leaders love to remind us. And for a change they’re right. It is a perilous world. But guess who is most responsible for the peril to Americans? Those very same “leaders” and a long line of predecessors. Moreover, they — along with anyone else who takes time to examine the matter — know that they create the greatest dangers Americans face. They just don’t care. They have bigger fish to fry than keeping Americans safe. Besides, the dangers they create provide excuses for more power. Let’s just say what many people already know: the “war on terrorism” produces terrorists. No half-intelligent person could think that U.S. treatment of the Muslim world could have any effect other than to produce violent, vengeful anti-Americanism. Even in the government-friendly mainstream media you will find the facts, though you’ll have to connect the dots yourself. When you treat people like they are worthless, or help others to treat them that way, some of those people will get mad and vow to get even. If desperate enough they will even be willing to give their lives to the cause. Isn’t this already obvious? For over 50 years U.S. administrations, for the sake of geopolitical hegemony and preferential access to resources, have treated much of the Muslim world like personal property. They’ve backed brutal dictators, subverted governments, and invaded and occupied countries as it suited their agenda of “world leadership.” The program included defying the will of the Iranian people (1953), backing the repressive Saudi monarchy and the Egyptian and Iraqi dictatorships, financing Israel’s wars against Lebanon and oppression of the Palestinians, and so much more. It was bad enough that England and France had betrayed the trust of the Arabs after World War I and turned the Middle East into a colonial playground, with all the humiliation and repression that implies. The U.S. government then compounded the crime by picking up the mantle of empire after World War II. Power and oil were the reasons. Were the brutalized and mortified people supposed to be grateful to the West? We kid ourselves when we pretend that history began on Sept. 11, 2001. Can anyone say with a straight face that before that date America was minding its own business according to the noninterventionist guidelines set out by George Washington and Thomas Jefferson? Read some history. Or does American exceptionalism mean not having to know anything before dropping bombs on people and torturing detainees? The Muslims who wish Americans ill have never been mysterious about their grievances. Osama bin Laden’s fatwa against the United States is online. Read it for yourself. It was issued in 1996, soon after U.S.-financed Israel conducted one of its regular onslaughts against the Lebanese. What are his specific grievances? American troops stationed near Muslim holy places in Saudi Arabia. The 1990s killer U.S. embargo on Iraq. U.S. sponsorship of Israel’s domination of the Palestinians and its neighbors. “Terrorising you, while you are carrying arms on our land, is a legitimate and morally demanded duty,” he wrote. You don’t need to take bin Laden’s word for it. Bush administration officials acknowledged that U.S. policy creates more terrorists than it kills. Bush strategist Paul Wolfowitz himself said that occupying Iraq permitted U.S. troops to leave Saudi Arabia, where they had created so much hostility to America. Correct: American policy manufactures terrorism. With impunity the U.S. government fires missiles from pilotless drones into Pakistan, Yemen, and elsewhere, killing innocents. Its occupation forces leave death and misery in their wake. Gen. Stanley McChrystal concedes that in Afghanistan “We’ve shot an amazing number of people and killed a number and, to my knowledge, none has proven to have been a real threat to the force.” And in the latest incident, Israel killed nine aid volunteers (including an American citizen) on the high seas while enforcing a cruel blockade of Gaza, the latest mistreatment of Palestinians. How can this not come back to haunt us, Israel’s financiers? U.S. policy — no matter who’s in power — couldn’t be better tailored to recruit terrorists. We can keep pretending we are innocent victims. Or we can finally put the responsibility where it belongs: in Washington, D.C. 

Withdrawal KT Multilateralism

Japan wants lower troop presence to aid in a new East Asian community

Packard, ’10 (George R., President of the United States-Japan Foundation, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2010, “The United States-Japan Security Treaty at 50,” C^2)

But the U.S. government has been slow to adapt to the new political horizon in Tokyo. Hatoyama appears to want to reduce the U.S. footprint in Japan. In November 1996, he wrote in the monthly Bungei Shunju that the security treaty should be renegotiated to eliminate the peacetime presence of U.S. troops and bases in Japan by 2010. Hatoyama's political philosophy includes a vague concept of yuai (brotherhood) among neighboring nations. And at times he has spoken of forming an East Asian community that would exclude the United States. Americans who know him are quick to assert, however, that he is not anti-American but he believes in a more equal relationship.

Peaceful Power Transition

Heg decline inevitable- trends, rising China and EU

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.1-2)

 American preponderance provides a remarkable geopolitical stability at the start of the twenty first century.  In virtually every corner of the globe American power and purpose are central to the preservation of power.  Even countries with the capability to challenge American leadership, such as Germany and Japan, choose not to do so.  Its cultural reach and material preponderance quite possibly endow the United States with greater influence over global affairs than any other power in history has had.  America’s unipolar moment will not last indefinitely, however.  Economic output in the United States has fallen from one-half to one quarter of global product over the past five decades, and secular processes of diffusion will continue to redistribute economic and military might in the years ahead.  A rising China and Europe united by a single market and a single currency are emerging counterweights to American power.   Assuming the European Union (EU) succeeds in deepening its level of integration and adding new members it will soon have influence on matters of finance and trade equal to America’s.  In addition, the emerging polity may well emerge a more sparing internationalism in coming years.  As younger generations rise to positions of influence and constitute a larger share of the electorate, the formative experiences shaping today’s internationalism - World War II and the Cold war- will recede into the past.  As the century progresses, America will not be able to sustain the global preponderance that it enjoys today.  A unipolar international system will over time give way to a world of multiple centers of power.  A more diffuse concentration of power could have quite diverse global consequences.  Although scholars disagree about whether bipolar or multipolar systems are more stable, most agree that both are less stable than unipolar systems.  A substantial literature also indicates that power transitions are usually accompanied by major war.  Furthermore, the absence of a global hegemon could mean turmoil for an international economy characterized by unprecedented flows of capital and goods. 

Unipolar systems are comparably worse- without decline management, great wars will ensue

 Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.2)

As the century progresses, America will not be able to sustain the global preponderance that it enjoys today.  A unipolar international system will over time give way to a world of multiple centers of power.  A more diffuse concentration of power could have quite diverse global consequences. Although scholars disagree about whether bipolar or multipolar systems are more stable, most agree that both are less stable than unipolar systems. A substantial literature also indicates that power transitions are usually accompanied by major war. Furthermore, the absence of a global hegemon could mean turmoil for an international economy characterized by unprecedented flows of capital and goods. Accordingly, the United States and the broader international community must start to address how to manage this coming transition in the international system. Instead of focusing on how to preserve and wield global primacy, US grand strategy must focus on how to preserve international stability as global power becomes more equally distributed. It is far more prudent to begin preparing for a multipolar world now, while the United States still enjoys preponderance and the influence that comes with it, than to wait until international order has already begun to unravel.
Withdrawal of troops allows us to step down from the world stage

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.4)

 Of more immediate impact will be a diminishing appetite for robust internationalism in the United States.   Today’s unipolar landscape is a function not just of America’s preponderant resources but also of its willingness to use them to underwrite international order.  Accordingly, should the will of the body politic to bear the costs and risks international leadership decline, so too will America’s position of global primacy.
 This power decline is uniquely able to be managed peacefully

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.6)

 This analysis suggests that American primacy will be short lived.  The power transition literature and the historical record provide good reason for concern: as unipolarity disappears, so too will the stability it has engendered.  At the same time, this structural change will occur through different mechanisms than in the past, suggesting that it may be easier to manage peacefully than previous power transitions. The rising challenger is Europe not a unitary state with hegemonic ambition.  Europe’s aspirations will be moderated by the self-checking mechanisms inherent in the EU and by cultural and linguistic barriers to centralization.  In addition, the United States is likely to react to a more independent Europe by stepping back and making room for an EU that appears ready to be more self-reliant and more muscular. Unlike reigning hegemons in the past, the United States will not fight to the finish to maintain its primary and prevent its eclipse by a rising challenger. On the contrary, the United States is likely to cede leadership willingly as its economy slows and it grows weary of being the security guarantor of last resort.  The prospect is thus not one of clashing titans, but one of no titans at all.
Appeasing other countries creates a benign character for the US 

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.10)

Beyond the exercise of strategic restraint - what I call self-binding - plays an important role in allowing trust and reciprocity to build, in turn enabling an incremental cognitive shift toward the mutual attribution of benign character. Self-binding behavior and institutions communicate benign intentions and a state’s willingness to forgo opportunities for individual gain.  The assessment of benign intentions over time turns into the attribution of benign character.  The process works in a self reinforcing manner, with each side becoming more willing to engage in self-binding as it attributes benign intentions and character to the other.
Benign character empirically leads to peaceful transitions

Davidson & Sucharov 1-  recipient of the Academic Affairs Council Professors' Appreciation Award &  Ph.D. in Government from Georgetown University (Jason & Mira, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 5 Peaceful Power Transitions: The Historical Cases”, p.110)

 The American-British transition of the turn of the twentieth century is one of the earliest examples of a power transition in modern history.  Following Britain’s assent to power in the wake of Dutch decline, the United States gradually drew closer; increasing the likelihood that war might break out between hegemon and challenger.  Contrary to what history might have predicted, the transition was completed peacefully. What explains this puzzle? We will argue that the phenomenon of benignity – specifically, the mutual attribution of benign character - was the strongest factor leading to the peacefulness of the transition. We will also illustrate the lesser degree to which agreement on order and legitimacy contributed to the peaceful nature of the transition.
 Transition wars won’t occur- force is too expensive

Adler 1- Ph.D., University of California, Berkeley (Emmanuel, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 6- The Change of Change: Peaceful Transitions in the Multilateral Age”, p.146)

What appears so new in this coming multilateral age (although it has not fully arrived yet) is how international conflicts between major powers will be handled.  In other words, what seems to be changing is the mechanism of change itself.  If, in the past, conflict arising from power transitions was settled by force,  in the foreseeable future, similar conflicts hold the potential (although not the certainty) of being resolved “benignly,” by peaceful change. To begin with, the use of force among major powers has become too expensive, and the material incentives of cooperation are too rewarding, for total war to be justifiable as a rational enterprise.   Moreover, since the end of World War II, the United States has seen using its economic, political, and military power to constitute an international order that transcends rather than perpetuates anarchy.  Most important,  however, is the fact that in the multilateral age , at least in some parts of the world, geopolitical and  geostrategic considerations - thus also intrinsic notions of security - seem not to rise either exclusively or even primarily from the balance of material resources in a power politics game.  Rather, they also seem increasingly to arise from the values and norms people live by, from the compatibility of norms and values across national borders, and from collective social identities.  These days , therefore , security seems to be increasingly related , not only to how many tanks and missiles a state has in relation to other states but also to whether or not they all inhibit a common space characterized  by common values and norms.  Consequently international politics seem to be veering from balance of power and alliance mechanisms to multilateral diplomacy and social learning mechanisms, which, primarily aimed at creating a common normative milieu, promote trust-building priorities and thus encourage peaceful change.

Peaceful transition- nuclear deterrence, changing economy, and globalization

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 7- Conclusion: The Shifting  Nature of Power and Peaceful Systemic Change”, p.161)

There are sound reasons for believing that changes in military technology and the sources of wealth may dampen security competition and make systemic change easier to manage peacefully than in the past.  Nuclear weapons breed caution and may succeed in limiting the intensity of strategic rivalry between competing poles of power.  Predatory conquest and control over land and labor no longer represent the best pathway to economic and military supremacy.  Today’s great powers may be able to attain the wealth and influence they desire without aggression. Furthermore, contemporary globalization, more far-reaching in both quantity and quality than ever before, may help encourage multiple power centers to pursue joint gains rather than seek individual advantage.  I consider each of these claims in turn.
This power decline is uniquely able to be managed peacefully

Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 1- Explaining Peaceful Power Transition”, p.6)

 This analysis suggests that American primacy will be short lived.  The power transition literature and the historical record provide good reason for concern: as unipolarity disappears, so too will the stability it has engendered.  At the same time, this structural change will occur through different mechanisms than in the past, suggesting that it may be easier to manage peacefully than previous power transitions. The rising challenger is Europe not a unitary state with hegemonic ambition.  Europe’s aspirations will be moderated by the self-checking mechanisms inherent in the EU and by cultural and linguistic barriers to centralization.  In addition, the United States is likely to react to a more independent Europe by stepping back and making room for an EU that appears ready to be more self-reliant and more muscular. Unlike reigning hegemons in the past, the United States will not fight to the finish to maintain its primary and prevent its eclipse by a rising challenger. On the contrary, the United States is likely to cede leadership willingly as its economy slows and it grows weary of being the security guarantor of last resort.  The prospect is thus not one of clashing titans, but one of no titans at all.
Not being challenged by a single state
Kupchan 1- currently a Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Charles, November 2001, Power in Transition, “Ch. 7- Conclusion: The Shifting  Nature of Power and Peaceful Systemic Change”, p.160)

First, the most likely near term challenger to the United States is not a unitary state, but Europe in the midst of integration.   For the foreseeable future, the European Union is likely to fall well short of becoming an amalgamated polity.  At the same time, a single market and single currency give Europe a distinctively collective character; At least in the economic realm, the EU is already a counterweight to the United States. Whether or not the EU develops a military capability commensurate with its economic resources and whether or not authority continues to be concentrated at the supranational level, a more balanced Atlantic relationship is likely to evolve as the twenty-first century progresses - with as yet undetermined consequences for global polarity.
Withdrawal = Offshore Balancing

Reducing U.S. military presence causes a realignment of Japanese defense spending while maintaining relations – this facilitates a transition to offshore balancing

Bandow, 09 - senior fellow at the Cato Institute, former special assistant to President Reagan, he is the author of Foreign Follies: America's New Global Empire (Doug, “Tokyo Drift,” National Interest Online, 8/31, http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=10496)
Along the way, the United States and Tokyo engaged in an oft-frustrating dialogue. Washington routinely asked Japan to do more militarily, but only in following America's lead. In Japan the government resisted Washington's entreaties as pacifists and nationalists battled over even modest augmentation of Japan's SDF and limited involvement in international missions. Japan has edged towards a more active role in response to China's growing economy and more assertive foreign policy, as well as North Korea's unremitting hostility amid ongoing missile and nuclear programs. Yet Japanese military spending remains anemic and polls suggest that a plurality of Japanese want to cut the SDF budget even further. Proposals to revise Article 9 have gone nowhere. Kent Calder of the Johns Hopkins School of Advanced Studies contends that we have "likely seen the high-water mark of Japan's international presence and assertiveness." What now with a new government taking control in Tokyo? Dramatic change has been rare in this consensus-oriented society, and incoming Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama ran towards the center, terming the U.S.-Japan alliance a "top priority." The DPJ platform calls for a "close and equal Japan-U.S. alliance to serve as the foundation of Japan's foreign policy." Indeed, before the election, Abraham Denmark of the Center for a New American Security argued: "Despite its provocative statements in the past, the DPJ has several reasons to moderate its approach to foreign policy and the alliance." Nevertheless, the DPJ reaches much further to the left than does the LDP. In opposition the party opposed refueling U.S. ships in the Indian Ocean and Ichiro Ozawa, until March party leader, proclaimed that "it will be the age of Asia, and in that context it is important for Japan to have its own stance, to play its role in the region." The 2005 party platform promised to "do away with the dependent relationship in which Japan ultimately has no alternative but to act in accordance with U.S. wishes, replacing it with a mature alliance based on independence and equality." There is broad support for amending the Status of Forces Agreement, cutting host nation support and reducing the U.S. military presence on Okinawa. The factional battle over the DJP's approach is likely to be complicated, since the spectrum of views runs well beyond socialist pacifists and conservative hawks. Wrote Dan Twining of the George Marshall Fund: Some DPJ members support a trans-Pacific foreign policy in keeping with American priorities, but want Japan to assume a more equal and capable role within the alliance. Other DPJ leaders define a future in which Japan orients itself toward China and pursues Asian economic integration as its external priority, thereby diminishing the alliance with the United States. The DPJ's political alliance with the Socialist Party in Japan's upper house will pull its foreign and security policy further to the left — and further away from the broad consensus that has defined the U.S.-Japan alliance for three generations. Over the last half century Japan has changed far more than has the alliance. It is time to adjust the U.S.-Japan relationship accordingly. Some on the Right point out that Tokyo cannot demand equality unless it does more. Bruce Klingner of the Heritage Foundation observed: "Neither country is well served by endlessly repeated bromides of the strength of the alliance as it becomes increasingly apparent that Japan will not fulfill the security role required to address increasing global security threats." However, the real problem is not that Tokyo does too little, but the United States does too much. Japan's security dependence is not in America's interest. Why preserve a military relationship created in a very different world? Klingner contended that "the alliance is critical to fulfilling current U.S. strategic objectives," since "The forward deployment of a large U.S. military force in Japan deters military aggression by North Korea, signals Washington's resolve in defending U.S. allies, and provides an irreplaceable staging area should military action be necessary." Yet South Korea, with forty times the GDP, twice the population, and far greater military spending than Pyongyang, should be the one deterring threats from the North. America should not demonstrate resolve in defending allies — Japan as well as South Korea — which should be defending themselves. And Tokyo is unlikely to allow the United States to use facilities in Japan for American purposes — especially to initiate war against China over Taiwan or to otherwise maintain U.S. primacy. In fact, America's aggressive foreign policy and force structure, oriented to offense rather than defense, is why the United States spends so much on the military — roughly half of the global total. Washington has eleven carrier groups in order to attack other nations, such as Iran, North Korea and China, not to prevent them from attacking America. Even more so, the role of U.S. bases and forces abroad is offensive, to intervene. Protecting war-torn allied states in the aftermath of the greatest conflict of human history made sense. Doing the same today, when allied states have prospered and the most serious hegemonic threat has disappeared, does not make sense. Washington should return to Japan responsibility for its defense. Even today, Tokyo, though spending just one percent of GDP ($47 billion last year) on the military, is on par with the leading European states. But with the world's second largest economy (third based on purchasing power parity), Japan could do much more. Doubling its defense effort — which would still be half of America's burden — would match Chinese military spending. Whether Japan needs to do so is, of course, up to Japan. The more persuasive Beijing's so-called peaceful rise, the less pressure on Tokyo to act militarily. The more provocative North Korea in developing and testing both missiles and nuclear weapons, the greater the need for Japan to augment its forces. Whatever the Japanese people wish to do, they should pay the cost of and take responsibility for doing so. Particularly important is the future of so-called extended deterrence. Analysts like Harvard's Joseph Nye take the policy for granted, worrying only about whether or not it is credible. However, as Beijing develops its own strategic nuclear deterrent against America, the question will arise: should the United States risk Los Angeles for Tokyo? The increasing unpredictability of North Korean behavior has led to more discussion in Japan about the possibility of developing a countervailing weapon. The potential for further proliferation in the region is worrisome, but no more so than the possibility of a confrontation between the United States and nuclear-armed China over the interests of other nations. Deterrence can fail. And protecting other nations can lead them to be dangerously irresponsible. In any case, the United States would be less likely to have to rely on nuclear deterrence for Japan if that nation possessed an adequate conventional defense. With the rise of prosperous and/or populous allied states (Japan, South Korea, Australia, and several ASEAN nations) as well as friendly powers (India and Indonesia, most notably), Washington is in the position to act as an off-shore balancer, prepared to act against an aggressive hegemonic power should one arise, but not entangled in daily geopolitical controversies. America's overwhelming power and geographic isolation give Washington greater flexibility in defending its own security. Expecting Tokyo to protect itself doesn't mean severing bilateral security relationships. The United States and Japan should cooperate on issues ranging from intelligence sharing to emergency base access. Nye also writes of "a new set of transnational challenges to our vital interests, such as pandemics, terrorism, and human outflows from failed states. Chief among these challenges is the threat posed by global warming." None of these, however, compares to the importance of preserving the nation from attack. And none are relevant to a military alliance. In fact, today's emphasis on military issues may inhibit bilateral cooperation elsewhere. The DPJ intends to change Tokyo's relationship with the United States. In what direction will the new government move? Washington should take the lead, turning defense responsibilities over to Japan, which would benefit both countries.
Okinawa Not KT Heg

Okinawa base is no longer key to heg – Withdrawal will not affect our hege

Han 6/9- writer for Xinhua (Xudong, 6/9/10, “ How Much Value Is Left in Futenma Base?”, http://watchingamerica.com/News/58758/how-much-value-is-left-in-futenma-base/)

During the Cold War, the U.S. and the Soviet Union fought globally, and they used blockade and containment methods against each other. Because of Okinawa’s desirable location to contain China and the Soviet Union, and its key position in the first island chain in Asia, Futenma was highly valued by the United States. The U.S. invested heavily in the Futenma base through several expansions and renovations, making it the largest and one of the most important military bases in East Asia. In some ways, the Futenma base on Okinawa has played an important role in the situation between the U.S. and the Taiwan Strait, the Korean Peninsula and the containment of the Soviet’s expansion in East Asia. After the Cold War, great changes took place in the world military situation. As the global battlefield is forming gradually, the value of the Futenma base is decreasing gradually, which can be shown in the following three aspects: First, the role of strategic deterrence has declined. It is mainly the U.S. Marine Corps and helicopter gunships stationed at the Futenma base. The main task of the armed helicopters is to attack armored and other hard targets on the ground, support landing operations and so on. It’s not difficult to see that the role of armed helicopters is limited to the tactical and operational scope. During the Cold War, the Soviet Union wanted a military solution and built everything with a focus on “attacking.” In this context, the Futenma base was playing an important role. With the formation of the global battlefield, countries started to use a global military perspective. Those who possess weaponry or military facilities with global impacts, such as aircraft carriers, strategic bombers, early warning aircraft and missile defense systems, would increase their strategic deterrence. Thus, the military role of Futenma is in relative decline. Second, in the U.S. global military deployment, the value of the Futenma base is declining. During the Cold War, Futenma received a lot of attention. With constant expansion and the increase in the number of troops, it became the area with the most U.S. forces in Japan. After the Cold War, the United States continued to adjust its deployment of troops in Okinawa. Currently, there are 10,000 U.S. Navy and Marine personnel in Japan. In accordance with U.S. global force redeployment plans, by the end of 2014, the U.S. military will have 8,000 Marines moved to Guam. This indicates that the number of U.S. Marines stationed in Japan will be significantly reduced, thus the decrease of Futenma's military value. Third, the decline of strategic value can be seen in the late 1960s and early ‘70s, when the U.S.-Soviet strategic balance was first formed, and the competition for dominance started. Precisely in such circumstances, the U.S. in 1972 returned Okinawa — which had been occupied by the U.S. since World War II — to Japan. From this action, it could be seen that the military strategic value of Okinawa began to decline during the Cold War. The strategic value of Futenma base, which played the role of campaign tactics, has also fallen. That the United States reduced the amount of its troops in Futenma is an important embodiment of the continuation of this decline. Undeniably, the Futenma base still has its military value. Otherwise, the U.S. helicopter base in Okinawa would have left. In the face of the Okinawans’ strong demand for them to move out, the U.S. relocated the helicopter base to the northern Okinawan city of Nago. The underlying reason for the move is not hard to understand. We must have a correct understanding of the military value of the Futenma base. Only in this way can we have a better understanding of the attitudes of the U.S. and Japan toward the issue of U.S.-Japanese relations and of the U.S. global strategy.

Heg Decline Inevitable

China rise makes heg decline inevitable 

Glaser & Morris 9 Glaser- Senior Fellow in the Freeman Chair for China Studies at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and Morris-research Intern in the Freeman Chair in China Studies at CSIS and is currently pursuing a Masters degree from Columbia University’s School of International and Public Affairs (Bonnie& Lyle, , 7/9/09, “Chinese Perceptions of US Decline and Power”, http://www.jamestown.org/single/?no_cache=1&tx_ttnews%5Btt_news%5D=35241&tx_ttnews%5BbackPid%5D=7&cHash=2d090405f7)

For the past few years, the Western world has been abuzz with talk of China’s rise. Most statesmen, pundits and academics have concluded that China’s rise is inevitable, but as of yet there has been no consensus on the implications of China’s rise for the rest of the world.  While Westerners debate issues like whether and how China can be “molded” into becoming a responsible stakeholder in the international system, the Chinese have been quietly conducting a debate of their own.  After more than a decade of judging the international structure of power as characterized by “yi chao, duo qiang” (one superpower, many great powers) [1]—with a substantial gap between the United States and other major powers—Chinese scholars are debating whether U.S. power is now in decline and if multipolarity (duojihua)  is becoming a reality. A key precipitating factor is the global financial crisis, which has sown doubts in the minds of some Chinese experts about the staying power of U.S. hegemony in the international system.  Chinese perceptions of American power are consequential. China’s assessment of the global structure of power is an important factor in Chinese foreign policy decision-making.  As long as Chinese leaders perceive a long-lasting American preeminence, averting confrontation with the United States is likely seen as the best option. If Beijing were to perceive the U.S. position as weakening, there could be fewer inhibitions for China to avoid challenging the United States where American and Chinese interests diverge.  Since the late-1990s, Beijing has judged the United States as firmly entrenched in the role of sole superpower.  As long as the comprehensive national power of China and the other major powers lagged far behind the United States, and the ability of China to forge coalitions to counterbalance U.S. power remained limited, Beijing concertedly avoided challenging U.S. interests around the world; for example, when the United States invaded Iraq.  Yet, China’s recent evaluation that the United States is overextended with wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, coupled with a perceived U.S. weakness in the wake of the financial crisis, could imbue Chinese policy makers with the confidence to be more assertive on the international stage in ways that may be inconsistent with American interests. The debate in China over a possible U.S. decline is not new, however. After the end of the Cold War, Chinese experts embarked on a rigorous examination of the new global environment that would emerge after the collapse of the Soviet Union and communism in Eastern Europe. At that time other rapidly expanding economies, especially Japan and Germany, were perceived as having become powerful U.S. competitors in high technology.  Some Chinese experts began to predict the emergence of a post-Cold War multipolar world order, a greater balance among major powers, resistance toward “Western values” and an increased emphasis worldwide on economic and diplomatic approaches as opposed to military might [2]. These predictions proved overly optimistic, however, and Beijing subsequently concluded that the United States would maintain its status as “sole superpower” for the next 15 to 20 years, if not longer [3]. Recent events, notably U.S. involvement in Iraq and Afghanistan and the financial crisis, juxtaposed against China’s sustained economic growth, have rekindled the debate in China about the sustainability of a U.S.-dominated international structure and China’s role in that new structure of power. In particular, many Chinese experts are viewing the recent U.S.-led financial crisis as sounding the death knell for unfettered American economic and hard power predominance and the dawn of a more inclusive multipolar system in which the United States can no longer unilaterally dictate world events. Signs that the debate has been rejuvenated surfaced in 2006 with a provocative newspaper article by Wang Yiwei, a young scholar at Shanghai’s Fudan University, who posed the question, “How can we prevent the USA from declining too quickly?”. The article, which suggested that a precipitous decline in U.S. power would harm Chinese investments, predicted the United States would soon fall to the status of a regional power rather than a global power because of its arrogance and imperial overreach and advised Washington to “learn to accept Chinese power on the world stage.” Wang’s article generated a tremendous response from readers and intellectuals, which spurred further debate within China about whether U.S. power was in decline [4]. After the onset of the financial crisis in the United States in 2008, which quickly reverberated globally, more articles appeared in Chinese newspapers positing a radical shift in the global structure of power.  In a May 18, 2009 article in China’s official state-run newspaper China Daily, Fu Mengzi, assistant president of the China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations, maintained that “the global financial crisis offers global leaders a chance to change the decades-old world political and economic orders. But a new order cannot be established until an effective multilateral mechanism to monitor globalization and countries' actions comes into place. And such a mechanism can work successfully only if the old order gets a formal burial after extensive and effective consultations and cooperation among world leaders” [5]. Li Hongmei, editor and columnist for People's Daily online, the official mouthpiece of the Chinese Communist Party, framed the argument more assertively in a February 2009 article by predicting an “unambiguous end to the U.S. unipolar system after the global financial crisis,” saying that in 2008, U.S. hegemony was “pushed to the brink of collapse as a result of its inherent structural contradictions and unbridled capitalist structure.” Li forecast that “in 2009, as a result of this decline, the international order will be reshuffled toward multipolarity with an emphasis on developing economies like China, Russia and Brazil” [6]. Li Hongmei and others highlight what they see as the main source of U.S. power decline: economics; and especially share of global Gross Domestic Product (GDP).  The IMF’s recently published figures on global GDP points out that in 2003, GDP in the United States accounted for 32 percent of the world total, while the total GDP of emerging economies accounted for 25 percent.  In 2008 however, the figures were reversed, with the total GDP of emerging economies at 32 percent and U.S. GDP at 25 percent of the world total respectively [7]. From Li’s perspective, the recent financial crisis portends a continuation of the downward trend for the United States. Scholars such as Wu Xinbo, professor and associate dean of the School of International Relations and Public Affairs at Fudan University, and Zhang Liping, senior fellow and deputy director of Political Studies Section at the Institute of American Studies in the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASS), highlight a major shift in U.S. soft power and legitimacy after the U.S. invasion of Iraq.  According to Wu, the United States “lost its ‘lofty sentiments’ after it invaded Iraq and is feeling more ‘frustrated and lonely’ which will lead it to seek more cooperation with other big powers” [8].  Similarly, Zhang points to a diminution in U.S. soft power, a decrease in its ability to influence its allies, and diminished ability to get countries ‘on board’ with U.S. foreign policy initiatives after the invasion of Iraq—all signs that augur a decline in America’s legitimacy abroad [9].

Heg Unsustainable

Heg unsustainable- military decline

Wallerstein 7-  Senior Research Scholar at Yale University. He is also the former President of the International Sociological Association (Immanuel, Spring 2007, Harvard International Review, “Precipitate Decline The Advent of Multipolarity”, pdf page 59)

 But the most important consequence of this unilateralism was the exposition of the severe limitations of US military power, which turned out to be essentially unusable. Military power is generally termed ineffective when a state cannot send in enough land troops to stabilize a conquered territory, which certainly was the case with the US intervention in Iraq. Whenever a state uses military force, anything less than overwhelming victory actually reduces that state’s real military power. And this is why, by 2007, it had become common currency to talk of the decline of the United States. Many in the United States feel that the solution to this dilemma is a return to the “multilateralist” program of the 1970s, 80s, and 90s. However, Bush has undone that. No one is prepared to allow the United States to be anymore the unquestioned leader in the world-system, even if it professes multilateralism. Yet the reality is that the United States has been reduced to the position of being one strong power in a multipolar world. It is also destined to become even less influential as the world moves forward in this new geopolitical situation. The adventurism of the Bush administration has transformed a slow US decline into a precipitate decline. The United States’ economic, political, and ideological position had already become tenuous by 2001. The only advantage the United States seemed to retain was in its absolutely enormous military capability, and it was on this power that Vice President Dick Cheney, former Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, and the neoconservative policymakers were relying. But they made two fundamental mistakes. The first was failing to realize that air power and special forces are sufficient to make the armed forces of even strong powers retreat, but they are not able to bring wars to a conclusive end. For that, land armies are necessary—and against popular resistance, very large land armies. But the United States does not and will not have a significantly large land army primarily due to political reasons. The US public is ready to cheer on military victories, but they are not ready to sacrifice the lives of their children. Invasions like those of Iraq are thus destined to fail. And that leads to the second mistake of the neoconservatives. Military power is feared as long as it is successful. But anything less than overwhelming victory reduces the fear of others, and therefore the effectiveness of expensive and advanced military hardware as an intimidating factor in world politics. In the 1990s, Secretary of State Madeleine Albright is said to have exploded in a discussion with Colin Powell and other military leaders who were reluctant to engage in an initiative that she was pushing. She asked: “What is the point of having the most powerful armed forces in the world if one can never use them?” The answer, as we can now see clearly, is that there is not much point at all. 

Heg unsustainable- changing world 

Larison 4/5- Ph.D. graduate from the University of Chicago (Daniel, 4/5/10, “ A Bright Post-Hegemonic Future”, http://www.amconmag.com/larison/2010/04/05/a-bright-post-hegemonic-future/)
 Too many American policymakers and policy analysts remain devoted to restoring a degree of American preeminence that existed in 1991-92 and will probably never come again. The reality is that we may not even see American preeminence c. 2008, much less the way it was twenty years ago. Our policies and our military deployments around the world have not adjusted to this reality. Now some of our closest allies are forcing us to come to terms with the way the world has changed. 

Multipolarity Inevitable

Multipolarity inevitable- empirical similarities to other fallen hegemons 

Hiro 7- contributes to The Observer, The New York Times, The Guardian, The Washington Post and is a commentator on the BBC, Sky News, and CNN (Dilip, 8/20/07, “ The Sole Superpower in Decline: The Rise of a Multipolar World”, pdf page 6)

The Sole Superpower in the Sweep of History This disparate challenge to American global primacy stems as much from sharpening conflicts over natural resources, particularly oil and natural gas, as from ideological differences over democracy, American style, or human rights, as conceived and promoted by Western policymakers. Perceptions about national (and imperial) identity and history are at stake as well. It is noteworthy that Russian officials applauding the swift rise of post-Soviet Russia refer fondly to the pre-Bolshevik Revolution era when, according to them, Tsarist Russia was a Great Power. Equally, Chinese leaders remain proud of their country's long imperial past as unique among nations. When viewed globally and in the great stretch of history, the notion of American exceptionalism that drove the neoconservatives to proclaim the Project for the New American Century in the late 20th century - adopted so wholeheartedly by the Bush administration in this one - is nothing new. Other superpowers have been there before and they, too, have witnessed the loss of their prime position to rising powers. No superpower in modern times has maintained its supremacy for more than several generations. And, however exceptional its leaders may have thought themselves, the United States, already clearly past its zenith, has no chance of becoming an exception to this age-old pattern of history. 

Okinawa Base Stops Multipolarity

US Security causes Japan to Minimal Role in East Asian Policy

Bandow 5/12 senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan J.D [Doug, May 12, 2010. from Stanford University  Japan Can Defend Itself;  http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11804&utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed:+

CatoRecentOpeds+(Cato+Recent+Op-eds); WBTR]

Nevertheless, both domestic pacifism and regional opposition have discouraged reconsideration of Japan's military role. Washington's willingness to continue defending an increasingly wealthy Japan made a rethink unnecessary. Fears of a more dangerous North Korea and a more assertive People's Republic of China have recently increased support in Japan for a more robust security stance. The threat of piracy has even caused Tokyo to open its first overseas military facility in the African state of Djibouti. Nevertheless, Japan's activities remain minimal compared to its stake in East Asia's stability. Thus, Tokyo remains heavily dependent on Washington for its security. The then opposition Democratic Party of Japan promised to "do away with the dependent relationship in which Japan ultimately has no alternative but to act in accordance with U.S. wishes." The party later moderated its program, calling for a "close and equal Japan-U.S. alliance."
***ECOLOGY

Dugongs KT Bio-D

Dugongs are key to marine ecology- even a few deaths can significantly affect the population
National Geographic 4 (Jennifer Vernon, 1/23/04, “ Dugongs Draw Hungry Sharks to Australia Bay”, http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2004/01/0123_040123_dugongcam.html)
 Dugongs can be found along coastlines throughout the Pacific and Indian Oceans, although their extensive range belies the fact that their numbers are dropping in most of these areas. Specifically, the International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) has classified dugongs as "vulnerable," meaning that a 20 percent population loss over either a ten-year period or three generations is suspected. The biggest cause of this attrition is loss or degradation of their seagrass habitat. Other mortality risks include being hunted, a practice still prevalent throughout much of southeastern Asia, entanglement in fishing nets, and injury from boat propellers. Given that dugongs have a potentially long life span (up to 70 years) but a slow breeding rate, it only takes a few deaths to detrimentally affect a given population. Because the herbivorous dugong depends primarily on a diet of seagrass—which is itself especially vulnerable to environmental factors—the species dugongs choose to eat are of particular importance in developing conservation measures to protect vital dugong habitats. Conversely, seagrass forms the very foundation upon which an entire ecosystem is built. Being voracious but selective grazers, dugongs leave their mark on seagrass abundance and variety. Which types of seagrass are eaten, and how much is eaten, affects other creatures dependent on seagrass for food or shelter. So variations in a dugong population, due either to predation or human factors, directly affect the health of an entire seagrass ecosystem. It is this critical interdependency that makes the dugong such a vital species, one whose own health is inextricably linked to the health of an entire marine 

XT: Dugong On Brink

The Okinawa dugong is facing it’s last struggle between life and death

Vivian ‘09 June 25, 2009 CAN WE SAVE THE ENDANGERED DUGONGS HABITAT IN OKINAWA ? http://seashepherds.ning.com/forum/topics/can-we-save-the-endangered
Habitats of endangered animals can not be disturbed. The U.S. Military should know this and act accordingly. The U.S. and Japanese governments are planning to disturb and destroy the best remaining habitat of a unique and critically endangered marine mammal, the Okinawa dugong. This dugong, a relative of the manatee, is a rare marine mammal that feeds in the seagrass beds and coral reefs of Okinawa's Henoko Bay. Fewer than 50 individual dugongs remain in an area described by the United Nations Environment Program as "the most important known dugong habitat in Japan." If the U.S. military proceeds with its Camp Schwab construction plan this exceptional, rare animal will lose the best habitat it has left and begin its last slide toward extinction.

The expantion of Camp Schwab will lead to the extinction of the Okinawa dugong

 John Platt ’09 Dec 15, 2009 http://www.scientificamerican.com/blog/post.cfm?id=will-the-us-military-do-right-by-th-2009-12-15 Will the U.S. military do right by the dugong?
"The Camp Schwab base expansion project would destroy some of the best remaining habitat for the highly endangered Okinawa dugong, one of the rarest marine mammal populations in the world," Peter Galvin, conservation director at the Center for Biological Diversity (CBD), said in a prepared statement.  The U.S. military has been trying to expand Camp Schwab for years, while also planning to close another base on the island. Previous plans to build in areas that would threaten the dugong were blocked by a federal judge in 2008.  Many Okinawans aren't happy about the base-expansion plans. Last month, more than 20,000 people showed up to protest U.S. military presence on the island. Dugongs have special cultural significance in Okinawa. "For Okinawans, the dugong compares only to the American bald eagle in terms of cultural and historical significance," Takuma Higashionna, a council member from Nago City where the base is located, said in the CBD's release.  The military is currently reconsidering all of its options regarding Camp Schwab as part of a complex series of political negotiations with Japan which could, eventually, result in moving 8,000 Marines from Okinawa to Guam. But no one—neither the military, Japan's government nor the people or Okinawa—seems happy with any of the options on the table.

New Base Kills Dugongs

The bases in Japan are threatening the locally belived Dugong

McNeill '04 http://mostlywater.org/print/1726 (David McNeill is a Tokyo-based journalist and teacher, and a coordinator of Japan Focus) This article appeared in The Independent on August 12, 2004. 

For six decades, the inhabitants of Okinawa have lived alongside thousands of US troops. Now new plans for base expansion have provoked fierce resistance.  Taira Natsume is a mild-mannered, bespectacled parson and pacifist in the Martin Luther King mode, but he warns he will not be pushed too far. "If the authorities come back with more people we'll be waiting for them," he says. "I'm not a violent man but they're not going to get through." It is a baking hot day in Henoko, a tiny fishing village in Okinawa, Japan's southernmost prefecture. For 110 days, the reverend and 8,000 supporters have been coming to this sun-bleached beach to fight off government engineers trying to begin drilling surveys for a proposed offshore helicopter base for the US military. As the protest has dragged on, engineers and protesters, many in their sixties, have scuffled. White-haired pensioners have gone toe-to-toe with security guards and taken to canoes and wetsuits to block the invaders. "I'm full of anger," 64-year-old Toyama Sakai says. "How can they do this to this place? We already put up with so much." Okinawans live in one of the most beautiful places on earth, a string of pristine islands dosed with ecological Viagra, anointed in tropical sun, bathed in the azure-blue waters of the Pacific, and coated with a lush carpet of green, spiked with palm trees. The region is also home to one of the world's largest concentrations of US military bases. The Americans invaded in 1945, mounting a savage attack that wiped out close to a third of the local population and left 50,000 US troops killed or injured. They never left. In 1972, two decades after Japan regained independence, the islands reverted to Japanese rule but most of the bases stayed. The bases already occupy a fifth of the main island and include Kadena, the biggest and most active US Air Force base in east Asia, and Futenma, which occupies 25 per cent of the second-largest city, Ginowan. Now, after years of promises by Tokyo and Washington to scale down the military presence, the plan to build the Marine base, 1,500m by 600m, over a coral reef off Henoko to replace an older base in Futenma has enraged the people. Higashionna Takumam a fisherman, says: "They're going to steal our livelihood and destroy the local environment. We're not going to stand for it." Mr Higashionna has just returned from San Francisco where he filed a suit against the US Defence Department, claiming the base threatens the habitat of the imperiled dugong, a gentle sea mammal classed as a "natural monument". 

The Okinawa Dugong is revered by locals, but a new US base threatens it

John Roach, 07 for National Geographic News August 23, 2007    http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/pf/61082026.html

The rare Okinawa dugong has been classified as "critically endangered" on Japan's Ministry of the Environment Red List, the Japanese equivalent to the U.S. government's endangered species list, officials announced this month. About 100,000 dugongs—relatives of the manatees—live in the coastal waters of the South Pacific and Indian oceans. The Okinawa dugong is the northernmost population, and scientists believe only about 50 remain. Environmental groups say the dugong's addition to the Red List is long overdue and expressed hope that the new designation will come with stronger actions to protect the marine mammals. Specifically, conservationists hope that the move will back up legal action already underway to halt the expansion of a U.S. military base on the island of Okinawa into prime dugong habitat. "This listing is a significant action," said Peter Galvin, conservation director for the Center for Biological Diversity in Shelter Cove, California. "The dugong is already listed as a protected cultural monument in Japan and has been known to be critically endangered for quite some time," Galvin said. "But [until now] the Japanese government had not actually officially placed it on the list." Military Threat Okinawa is the largest of the Ryukyu Islands, an archipelago that stretches from Japan's southern island of Kyushu to Taiwan (see map) Dugongs play a central role in the culture and mythology of Okinawa, Galvin said. The animals are associated with creation and mermaid myths and are considered harbingers of natural disasters such as tsunamis. (Related: "Dugongs: 'Mermaids' in Danger?" [March 8, 2004].) "Okinawa is a fascinating place, and the dugong is revered there," Galvin said. Historic dugong population numbers are difficult to come by. But based on the ubiquitous presence of the animals in Okinawan lore, wildlife groups estimate that thousands—if not tens of thousands—swam near the island about 300 years ago. Like their manatee cousins, the gentle giants forage on sea grass, growing up to 10 feet (3 meters) long and packing on more than 1,000 pounds (454 kilograms). While large sharks and saltwater crocodiles have been known to prey on dugongs, cases of predation are rare, making humans the most likely culprits in the dugong decline. For decades the animals have been tangled in fishing nets, have had their habitat filled in for development projects, and have seen their food disappear under silt-filled runoff from eroded soils, conservationists say.  As part of their efforts to protect the dugong, the Center for Biological Diversity has been leading a lawsuit against the U.S. Department of Defense. The U.S. military has maintained a strong presence in Okinawa since World War II, with more than 30,000 personnel currently stationed on the island. The lawsuit addresses a planned relocation of the Marine Corps' Futenma Airbase, which sits in a densely populated site, to a more isolated stretch of shoreline in Camp Schwab, according to the U.S. military.  But the project requires expanding runways into a bay that "is the richest area of sea grass in Okinawa," Galvin said. "It's the best of the last habitat for the dugong."

The new air base being proposed by the US will wipe out an already endangered species

International Coral Reef Symposium, 04 June 2004, Okinawa, Japan http://www.earthjustice.org/library/background/the_dugongs_vs_the_department_of_defense.html?print=t

"It was indeed a significant trip... American people over there are paying attention to the lawsuit, thanks to efforts by members the Earthjustice." -- Takuma Higashionna, Save the Dugong Network, Okinawa The dugong is a large sea mammal related to the manatee and the extinct Steller's sea cow. Its northernmost range is among the coral reefs off Okinawa, Japan. The Okinawa dugong has been listed by the government of Japan since 1955 as a "Natural Monument" under Japan's "Cultural Properties Protection Law." On August 6th, 2007, the Japanese Ministry of Environment listed the Okinawa dugong as "critically endangered" -- the most severely threatened category before "extinct." It has long been revered by native Okinawans as a significant part of their culture and history, celebrated as "sirens" or "mermaids" who bring friendly warnings of tsunamis. Japanese scientists believe there are as few as 10 dugongs surviving in Okinawan waters, where the mammals feed in beds of seagrass. Strictly vegetarian, these shy, placid creatures are easily spooked by boats and noise. The United States has a heavy military presence in Okinawa. But in 1996, in an attempt to reduce the U.S. military footprint on the island, the United States agreed to return the Futenma air base to Japan once an alternative site is provided. The new site chosen was off Henoko village, on the northeast coast of the main island, in the very location where the dugong graze among the seagrass on the seabed. The plan calls for Japan to build a new Marine Corps air-sea base for American use atop these precious seagrass beds -- effectively destroying the remaining habitat of the gentle dugong in Japan. The 'V'-shaped runways would extend 1,800 meters into the bay, permanently disrupting one of the most biologically diverse areas in the Pacific

The dugong is in danger of going extinct

	Dennis Pfaff, 04 April 08, 2004 http://www.mongabay.com/external/okinawa_dugong.htm

	Dugongs, by all accounts, are gentle creatures, largely content to munch sea grass on the bottom of ocean shallows. Once upon a time, dugongs allegedly fooled what were presumably desperately lonely sailors into mistaking them for mermaids. Now, according to environmentalists, at least some varieties of these huge relatives of the manatee are themselves in danger of disappearing into mythology. Of particular concern is the Okinawa dugong, a subspecies that may include as few as 50 animals, according to a lawsuit filed last fall in U.S. District Court in San Francisco. The Okinawa variety is part of a larger population of dugong listed as endangered under the U.S. Endangered Species Act. Dugongs can live as long as 70 years and grow to nearly 1,000 pounds. Most of the world's population lives in northern Australian waters. That the Okinawa dugong survives at all may be something of a miracle. It inhabits waters off one of the bloodiest pieces of real estate on earth. More than 200,000 people - half of them Japanese soldiers and the remainder civilians - died on Okinawa in the spring of 1945, making the last major battle of World War II's Pacific campaign also the deadliest. More people may have died there than in Hiroshima and Nagasaki a few months later. American military casualties included more than 40,000, including an estimated 12,000 killed, many as a result of a hurricane of kamikaze attacks. Japan in 1945 considered Okinawa - about 400 miles south of the country's main islands - the front line of its home defense. The horrific nature of the battle may have helped convince American war planners to drop the atom bombs rather than invade Japan with conventional forces. Okinawa was returned to Japanese control in 1972 but the American military maintains dozens of bases there, including about three-quarters of the U.S. forces assigned to Japan. Having survived the storm of fire and steel, the dugong nevertheless continue to be threatened by military operations on Okinawa, according to those interested in the animals' preservation. Of particular concern are proposals to move the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma air base from its current cramped location on one part of the island, where it is surrounded by civilian development, to an offshore site. The base, which supports helicopters and fixed-wing aircraft, is home to more than 4,000 Marines and sailors. The primary problem for environmentalists is that the new home of the airfield would be literally right on top of and next to a coral reef. The reef area provides "the most important remaining habitat" for the rare dugong, according to the lawsuit. 
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The People of Japan have spoken, and they do not wish to move the air base because it threatens the Dugon

Deborah Mantel '06 (Lecturer, College of International Relations, Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan) The International Studies Association of Ritsumeikan University: Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies, 2006. ISSN 1347-8214. Vol.5, pp. 85-105

On 1st May, 2006, the U.S. and Japan finalised an implementation plan for their October 2005 agreement on realigning the U.S. military in Japan. A key part of this agreement is the relocation of U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station from Ginowan City, Okinawa Island, to a new airfield to be built at Henoko, a small coastal town in the north-east of the island. The waters off Henoko are home to a myriad of species, including the critically endangered dugong. In a 1997 nonbinding plebiscite, the people of Henoko and Nago City voted 53% against the relocation plan. For opponents of the new airfield, the dugong has become a symbol for the environmental and human insecurity that is engendered when a government prioritises security – defined as military security against external threats – above everything; a species, an ecosystem, the safety and democratic will of its people. Such a traditional, Realist definition of security that, in effect,

The US military is responsible for the dwindling Dugong numbers

 Peter Galvin '09 Center for biological Diversity http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Okinawa_dugong/index.html

	Dugongs, distant relatives of the manatee, can live for 70 years and grow to nearly 1,000 pounds. Yet somehow these gentle creatures are said to have fooled lonely sailors into mistaking them for mermaids. In the vibrant turquoise waters of Japan’s Henoko Bay, dugong herds once grazed peacefully on vast meadows of sea grass. But after decades of active U.S. military operations in the region, possibly fewer than 50 last dugongs now struggle to survive in Okinawa — once dubbed the “Galápagos of the East” for its rich biodiversity.

Very few Dugong currently survive in the water around Okinawa, and they are important to the Okimawa people

LAUREN JENSEN SCHOENBAUM '09 (The University of Texas School of Law, J.D.) http://www.tilj.org/journal/44/schoenbaum/Schoenbaum%2044%20Tex%20Intl%20LJ%20457.pdf

The subject of this litigation, the dugong (Dugong dugon), is the only strictly marine herbivorous mammal and “the only extant species in the Family Dugongidae.” A relative of the manatee, dugongs feed on seagrass in coastal waters and tend to congregate in wide shallow protected bays, wide shallow mangrove channels, and lees of large inshore islands. The Okinawa dugong is also of important cultural significance to the Okinawan people: it is associated with traditional Okinawan creation mythology and is considered the progenitor of the local people. It is also the basis for mermaid myths, and its presence is considered by some to foreshadow tsunamis and other natural disasters. It is estimated that only 50 dugong remain in the waters around Okinawa


Relocation Kills Coral Reefs

Relocation of the base would kill Coral Reefs and the local tourist industy

Packard, ’10 (George R., President of the United States-Japan Foundation, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2010, “The United States-Japan Security Treaty at 50,” C^2)

Hatoyama is in a difficult position. His partners in the Social Democratic Party want the Futenma base out of Japan entirely and have threatened to leave the ruling coalition if the 2006 agreement is implemented. But he needs their support in the upper house, at least until July, when an election is scheduled to take place. Other opponents of the 2006 agreement argue that relocating the Futenma base to Nago could harm the coral reefs offshore and thus the future of the local tourist industry.
The transportation of the Futenma base to Hyoko takes up land home to the coral reef 

Inoue et al 97-- (Masamichi Sebastian Inoue is the Associate Professor for the Coastal Studies Institute, & Department of Oceanography and Coastal Sciences, John Purves, and Mark Selden is a Coordinator of the open access journal the Asia Pacific Journal ,and  a Senior Research Associate in the East Asia Program at Cornell University and Bartle Professor of History and Sociology at Binghamton University, “Okinawa Citizens, U.S. Bases and the Dugong”, Bulletin of Concerned Asian Scholars, http://www.questia.com/read/97983386?title=Okinawa%20Citizens%2c%20U.S.%20Bases%2c%20and%20the%20Dugong)

As preliminary surveys for the heliport began in May 1997, strong resistance surfaced, both in Nago and beyond. A public opinion poll found that more than 78 percent of Okinawans favored removing the Futenma Base from the prefecture or unconditionally eliminating it. 4 On May 6, surveyors conducting feasibility studies were picketed by citizens (including members of the "Society for the Protection of Life," based in Henoko [population 1,400]), who shouted and waved placards proclaiming "Life is more important than money and wealth" and "The sea is the mother of all life." That evening, nearly 300 local residents gathered in protest. Three days later, labor unionists and representatives from the Henoko PTA, Women's Association, and Senior Citizens Group braved a driving rain to protest the surveying. By this time, U.S. and Japanese military authorities were committed to a heliport site offshore near Henoko, an area with one of Japan's few remaining relatively intact coral settings and home to many endangered species. Henoko has been in severe decline since the 1970s when the 200-300 honky-tonk brothels that serviced U.S. Vietnam-era soldiers on R & R closed their doors. In the midst of this economic desolation, citizens of Henoko and Nago — farmers, fisherfolk, homemakers, artists, and others — launched a movement that turned discussion of the heliport into a referendum on a range of issues related to the U.S. military, the U.S.-Japan-Okinawa relationship, peace and war, the social influences of U.S. forces, Okinawan development, the Japanese government's treatment of Okinawa and the Okinawan people, and the environment. Environmental concerns included the fate of the dugong, a large endangered marine mammal weighing up to one thousand pounds, and other protected natural treasures, some unique to coastal Okinawa. On June 6, 1,300 heliport opponents, including local labor unionists and opposition political party members, gathered at Nago City Hall for the launching of a "Council for the Promotion of a Referendum on the Construction of an Offshore Heliport." Charging that Mayor Higa Tetsuya's decision to permit the heliport survey to proceed was undemocratic, the group set out to secure more than 10,000 signatures on a referendum petition. Many also demanded his resignation for having flouted the views expressed at two large opposition rallies and in a city council resolution. On June 4, the beleaguered mayor stated that local approval was "necessarily required if construction of the heliport was to proceed." 5 He would soon have to eat those words. On August 13, the anti-base group submitted a referendum petition containing 19,734 signatures, from more than half of all of Nago's eligible voters. 6 The city authorities submitted the bill to the City Council. "This is the first step toward real democracy...the result of the common sense of the citizens of Nago," anti-heliport leader Miyagi Yasuhiro commented. 7 For the first time anywhere in Japan, a referendum would be held giving citizens the opportunity to express their views on the construction of a U.S. military base in their community. While not binding on the Mayor or the Governor, the unprecedented referendum nevertheless carried great moral and political weight.
Coral Reefs KT Bio-D

Coral reefs key to biodiversity.

Ogden, et al.,  96- director of Florida Institute of Oceanography (John C., 1996, Terence J. Done, Dr. William J. Wiebe, professor emeritus at the University of Georgia, B.R. Rosen, PhD. Professor in Radiology at Harvard Medical School Director, “Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function of Coral Reefs,” http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:c38hm1PKMbIJ:www.icsu-scope.org/downloadpubs/scope55/scope55-ch15.pdf+coral+reef+biodiversity&cd=9&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us&client=firefox-a )  

The world has many thousands of living coral reefs, located in the tropics and sub-tropics between approximately 30° N and 30" S, where the minimum sea surface temperature rarely falls below 18°C (Figure 15.1). Collectively, they cover an area in excess of 6 x 105 km2 (Smith 1978) and encompass a wide range of forms, biological composition, diversity and structural organization. This reflects disparate bio-geological origins, ages, biogeographic settings and environments (Figure 15.2). The largest coral reefs are oceanic atolls on top of submerged volcanoes, often measuring up to tens of kilometers across (Figure 15.2). The largest continuous tracts of coral reefs occur on shallow (<100m deep) continental shelves (Figure 15.2a). Reef forms include both coastal and island fringing reefs, and autonomous platforms located from a few to tens of kilometers from the nearest land, and hundreds of meters to tens of kilometres from each other. For example, in eastern Australia, the Great Barrier Reef occupies a region approximately 2000 km long and 50-150 km wide, and contains almost 3000 fringing and platform reefs ranging in length from less than 1 km to about 30 km (Hopley 1982). Continental shelf reef systems with similar diversity of form can be found along the eastern coasts of Africa, Asia and Central America. Biodiversity and the products of ecosystem function are both very apparent on coral reefs. Through geological time scales, their ecosystem processes produce, accumulate and cement limestone skeletons of a diversity of taxa into wave-resistant structures which can dwarf the tallest forests. Through evolutionary, ecological and human time scales, they provide focifor speciation and habitats for a spectacular variety and a substantial biomass of other biota. Today, they provide important ecosystem services to humans, ranging from the material needs of tropical populations who exploit their carbohydrate, protein and limestone resources, to recreation for millions of tourists, and a contribution to biogeochemical cycling. Although they transform C02 to CaCC>3, the process actually contributes to atmospheric CO2 (Smith and Buddemeier 1992). However, the relatively small global area of reefs makes their contribution to the global carbon cycle small compared with that of other sources and sinks (Smith 1978).

Futenma base is threatening Okinawa’s coral reefs- endangered species prove. 

Center for Biological Diversity, n.d. - specialist center that works to create protection of species (n.d., Center for Biological Diversity, “Help Save Okinawa Dugong and Coral Reef Ecosystem,”  http://salsa.democracyinaction.org/o/2167/t/5243/p/dia/action/public/index.sjs?action_KEY=1798 )

Okinawa is home to ecologically significant coral reefs that support more than 1,000 species of reef fish, marine mammals, and sea turtles. Creatures like the highly imperiled dugong, a critically endangered and culturally treasured animal, rely on these reefs for their survival. But the U.S. government is planning to build a new American military base atop a healthy coral reef that will likely destroy the diverse array of animal life the reef supports, including at least nine species threatened with extinction. Okinawa's coral reefs are already threatened by global warming and pollution: More than half have disappeared over the past decade. We must protect the reef and its inhabitants. American, Japanese, and international organizations have spoken out for this critical area and against the potential harm that the new military base would cause. Back in 1997, Japan's Mammalogical Society placed the mighty dugong, a distant relative of the manatee, on its "Red List of Mammals," estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. Our own Endangered Species Act lists the dugong and three sea turtles affected by the project as endangered. The U.S. government's Marine Mammals Commission is weighing in with fears that the project would be a serious threat to the dugong and other animals' survival, and the World Conservation Union's dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns.  Construction of the offshore facility will devastate the marine environment and have dramatic consequences for oceangoing birds and coastal species as well. In addition to destruction of the coral reef off the coast of Henoko village, the planned base will deplete essential freshwater supplies, increase the human population in sensitive areas, and encourage more environmentally harmful development -- causing irreversible ecological damage to one of the most diverse ecosystems on earth. The U.S. government must abandon this plan.

Coral reefs are produced by diverse species that are critical to their biodiversity. 

Ogden, et al.,  96- director of Florida Institute of Oceanography (John C., 1996, Terence J. Done, Dr. William J. Wiebe, professor emeritus at the University of Georgia, B.R. Rosen, PhD. Professor in Radiology at Harvard Medical School Director, “Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function of Coral Reefs,” http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:c38hm1PKMbIJ:www.icsu-scope.org/downloadpubs/scope55/scope55-ch15.pdf+coral+reef+biodiversity&cd=9&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us&client=firefox-a )  

The primary producers of coral reefs are extremely diverse. Like most shallow hard and sandy substrata throughout both tropical and temperate seas, they are inhabited by all the major algal groups (benthic micro- and macro-algae, coralline algae), and commonly by seagrasses. What sets coral reefs apart are the symbiotic zooxanthellae, the single-celled, dinoflagellate algae of many species (Trench 1987; Rowan and Powers 1991) which live within the cells of many animal calcifiers (notably corals, foraminifera and mollusks) and are the powerhouses of coral reefs (see Section 15.2.3). Planktonic primary production (phytoplankton) is sometimes important in lagoons (Charpy-Roubard el al. 1988), but usually minor compared with overall benthic production on hard substrata and sands. The relative amounts of carbon going into the trophic as opposed to the bioconstructional pathway depends on the apportionment of plant standing crop between calcifiers and all other algae. Primary producer populations (density and biomass per hectare) vary greatly within and among reefs as a function of ambient nutrient regime, successional status, wave energy and grazing pressure (Littler and Littler 1985; Birkeland 1987, 1988). A diverse and abundant array of vertebrate and invertebrate grazers scrape, browse, crop and suck this plant production (Hatcher 1983), often inadvertently ingesting varying amounts of detritus, limestone and living material (e.g. coral tissue, epiphytic micro-invertebrates) in the process. Coprophagy is common among certain reef fishes, and is believed to be of major importance in sustaining fish biomass in areas in which other food sources are intermittently limited (Robertson 1982). Where high daily plant production sustains high grazing rates, the standing crop of bonthic algae is commonly very low, and export of plant material, either into the open sea or to detrital-based sites in sheltered sand accumulations such as lagoons, is minimal. By contrast, some high-latitude and disturbed reef systems support dense beds of annual macrophytic algae (Carpenter 1986; Crossland 1988). Corals are food for many types of fish and invertebrates. A variety of fishes nip, crunch or scrape corals (Bellwood and Choat 1990; Bellwood 1994), leaving localized injuries which heal rapidly. Others kill entire colonies. In low abundances, coral predators such as crown-of-thorns starfish (Acanthaster plana), gastropods (Drupella spp. and Coralliophila spp.) and bristleworms (Polychaeta, Amphinomidae), harvest coral soft tissue at rates that are sustainable within local communities and promote diversity by opening substrata for colonization (Glynn 1982). There are also secondary predators on the adults and juveniles of the coral predators (e.g. fish, gastropods, shrimps for A. pianti; fish for Drupella and Coralliophila), although their efficacy in regulating local abundances of these corallivores has been difficult to demonstrate (Endean and Cameron 1990b; Ormond et al. 1990) The marine trophic pyramid beginning with phytoplankton and benthic algae and culminating in the large predatory sharks and teleost fishes is multi-layered (Grigg et al. 1984) and each layer is diverse (Sale 1991). Benthic carnivores and mid-water carnivores (reflecting the sources of their prey) can comprise >60% of species (Sutton 1983), whereas the relative importance of herbivores and planktivores varies in different settings, presumably reflecting differences in the importance of benthic plants and plankton in reef trophodynamics (Williams 1982; Russ 1984a, b). Estimates of sustainable harvest of secondary production, mostly in the form of fishes, mollusks, echinoderms and crustácea, are up to 15 t wet weight ha"' on reefs fished according to customary practices.

Coral Reefs KT Fishing Industry

The coral reef is key to Japan's fishing industry-- they are home to many species of fish that all sustain Okinawa
Hook and Siddle 03-- (Glenn D. Hook is a Professor of Japanese Studies and Director of the Graduate School of East Asia Studies at the University of Sheffield  , Richard Siddle is a lecturer for the School of East Asia Studies at the University of Sheffield, “Japan and Okinawa: Structure and Subjectivity”, http://www.questia.com/read/108417693?title=Japan%20and%20Okinawa%3a%20%20Structure%20and%20Subjectivity)

The damming and appropriation of river flow has fed a process of deterioration and erosion in coastal estuaries, for which the bureaucratic response has been: more seibi. Since reversion, the extent of the prefecture's coastline in a natural state has declined overall from 90 to 70 per cent, but in the most populated island of Okinawa the figure is 49 per cent (58 per cent on its west coast). The wall of concrete continues to creep up around all the islands, including even the shores of remote island marine parks. This process is known for budgetary purposes as 'coastal preservation' (gogan seibi). Large budgetary allocations are now devoted to the process of artificially constructing beaches on reclaimed coastline in an effort to restore something like the natural beaches that used to be there (McCormack and Shikita 2000:233-6). Coral reefs nourish a complex, bio-diverse ecology, comparable to rainforest: they absorb around 2 per cent of human emissions of CO2 (500 million tons per year), as well as sustaining fisheries and helping to reduce global warming. But, like rainforests, they are vulnerable. By now, about 10 per cent of the world's coral is gone, and 30 per cent more is expected to go in the coming twenty years, even without taking possible global warming into consideration (Asahi Shimbun, 4 December 1997). Over 90 per cent of Japan's coral is in Okinawa prefecture. The fertility of the coral reefs and the lagoons was a major source of prosperity and cultural distinctiveness of pre-modern Okinawa. Okinawan fishermen traditionally earned their living within the reef, taking an abundance of sea grasses, shellfish, crab, shrimp, octopus and various kinds of fish. In many parts of Okinawa people could simply walk out to the reef at low tide to fish (Yoshimine 1996:36-49). Such was the bounty of the sea that Okinawan people rarely lacked protein. Since reversion, however, the reef resource built over thousands of years has been drastically depleted. According to an official study published in 1996, the proportion of live coral around Okinawa island is mostly less than 5 per cent, and although healthy colonies are still to be found on other islands, they too are mostly shrinking (Kankyōchō 1996; Yoshimine 1991). In the seas around Yanbaru, the tell-tale blood-red soil blocks river mouths, stems the flow of nutrient and river and marine life between land and sea, and stifles the coral, either directly by asphyxiation or by a process of chemical reaction whereby the acidity of water gradually rises under the load of aluminium ion, which is both highly toxic and highly soluble, reaching pH4.5 at the point of entry to the sea (Kawamiya 1996:166). As it proliferates in Okinawan waters, the coral weakens and dies, native fish disappear and are replaced by imports such as black bass, and the parasitical Crown of Thorns thrives (Ui 1997a: 12-13; Amano 1997:182; Tokuyama 1997).

Bases Hurt Environment

Futenma base is threatening Okinawa’s coral reefs- endangered species prove. 

Center for Biological Diversity, n.d. - specialist center that works to create protection of species (n.d., Center for Biological Diversity, “Help Save Okinawa Dugong and Coral Reef Ecosystem,”  http://salsa.democracyinaction.org/o/2167/t/5243/p/dia/action/public/index.sjs?action_KEY=1798 )

Okinawa is home to ecologically significant coral reefs that support more than 1,000 species of reef fish, marine mammals, and sea turtles. Creatures like the highly imperiled dugong, a critically endangered and culturally treasured animal, rely on these reefs for their survival. But the U.S. government is planning to build a new American military base atop a healthy coral reef that will likely destroy the diverse array of animal life the reef supports, including at least nine species threatened with extinction. Okinawa's coral reefs are already threatened by global warming and pollution: More than half have disappeared over the past decade. We must protect the reef and its inhabitants. American, Japanese, and international organizations have spoken out for this critical area and against the potential harm that the new military base would cause. Back in 1997, Japan's Mammalogical Society placed the mighty dugong, a distant relative of the manatee, on its "Red List of Mammals," estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. Our own Endangered Species Act lists the dugong and three sea turtles affected by the project as endangered. The U.S. government's Marine Mammals Commission is weighing in with fears that the project would be a serious threat to the dugong and other animals' survival, and the World Conservation Union's dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns.  Construction of the offshore facility will devastate the marine environment and have dramatic consequences for oceangoing birds and coastal species as well. In addition to destruction of the coral reef off the coast of Henoko village, the planned base will deplete essential freshwater supplies, increase the human population in sensitive areas, and encourage more environmentally harmful development -- causing irreversible ecological damage to one of the most diverse ecosystems on earth. The U.S. government must abandon this plan.

Military bases pollute 

JCP 2K- Japanese Communist Party (February 2000, “ PROBLEMS OF U.S. MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA “, www.jcp.or.jp/tokusyu/okinawa/Okinawa.pdf)

The U.S. Forces are given exclusive rights to administer their military bases, where Japan’s domestic laws are not applied, neither are U.S. laws applied to the U.S. Forces in Japan. There is no means to protect Okinawa’s valuable natural environment from being destroyed. In Camp Hansen, for example, U.S. forces carry out live-fire exercises regularly, often causing fires at the impact areas. As a result, the mountains around impact areas have lost their greenery, with the face of the mountains being laid bare mercilessly. Several times in the past large quantities of red clay flowed out of the mountains into Kin Bay, with large quantities of mud accumulating to pollute the coral reef. Pollution with toxic PCB (polychlorinated biphenyl) is also serious. In the past, trunks containing PCB were found piled up out in the open in Kadena Air Base. The Onna Communication Site was returned in 1995. PCB was detected at the base site. Although PCBpolluted soil was removed into containers, no one knows when this sludge weighing 20 tons will be disposed of. Part of the Kadena Ammunition Storage Area was returned in June 1999, but the landowner had not been informed until the day the base site was returned that toxic substances such as hexavalent chromium and lead in excess of environmental standards had been detected. The U.S. Forces Northern Training Area is a treasury of rare animals and plants such as noguchigera (pryer’s woodpecker) and yanbarukuina (Okinawa rail). But neither the government nor the relevant municipalities have the right to inspect the U.S. military area, and there is no way of knowing if the natural resources are properly protected. 

The new base will destroy 400 types of coral and 1000 species of fish

Peter Galvin, 10 Conservation Director Center for Biological Diversity [Letter to Obama] http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Okinawa_dugong/sign-on_letter.html
If the proposal to relocate the military operations of the U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station to Camp Schwab and Henoko Bay moves forward as planned, it will destroy one of the last healthy coral-reef ecosystems in Okinawa and push several nationally and internationally protected species to the brink of extinction. Under a 2006 bilateral agreement, the U.S. and Japanese governments agreed to relocate the contentious Futenma Air Station to Camp Schwab and Henoko Bay. However, this shortsighted plan did not take into consideration that the relocation would destroy a valued ecosystem, including nearly 400 types of coral and habitat for more than 1,000 species of fish. It would also hurt imperiled sea turtles and the iconic Okinawa dugong. The critically endangered and culturally treasured dugong, a manatee-like creature, relies on the pristine conditions of Henoko Bay. Japan’s Mammalogical Society placed the dugong on its Red List of Mammals, estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. The Okinawa dugong has considerable cultural significance for the Okinawan people, and only about 50 dugongs are thought to remain in these waters. The base construction would imperil the last remaining critical habitat for the Okinawa dugong, destroying feeding trails and seagrass beds essential for dugong survival. Not only is the Okinawa dugong locally revered, it has been internationally recognized as a species of special concern and status. The International Union for the Conservation of Nature has designated the 2010 Year for Biodiversity as the year of the dugong. The International Union for Conservation of Nature has urged the Japanese government to establish a dugong protected area, as well as an action plan that would avoid or minimize adverse effects caused by the U.S. Marine Corps facility. The World Conservation Union’s dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns and have placed the dugong on their Red List of threatened species. The Okinawa dugong is also a federally listed endangered species under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, and the U.S. government’s Marine Mammal Commission fears the project would pose a serious threat to this mammal’s survival. The base plan would devastate dugong habitat in Henoko Bay and nearby Oura Bay. Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and the Democratic Party of Japan have expressed the desire to renegotiate the 2006 agreement and cancel plans to relocate the base. Local residents have voted against the airbase project in a referendum, and now Okinawa’s Prefectural Assembly has unanimously passed a resolution asking Prime Minister Hatoyama to move the Marine Corps air operations off the island. The prime minister has announced he will wait until the end of May 2010 to decide whether to proceed with the relocation as planned in the 2006 U.S.-Japan realignment agreement, or whether he will attempt to negotiate with the United States for an alternate site
No One can stop the Ecological destruction because US forces are given exclusive rights to administer their military bases.

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
The U.S. Forces are given exclusive rights to administer their military bases, where Japan’s domestic laws are not applied, neither are U.S. laws applied to the U.S. Forces in Japan. There is no means to protect Okinawa’s valuable natural environment from being destroyed.

Japanese Coral Reef being destroyed by US Mountain Fires

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
In Camp Hansen, for example, U.S. forces carry out live-fire exercises regularly, often causing fires at the impact areas. As a result, the mountains around impact areas have lost their greenery, with the face of the mountains being laid bare mercilessly. Several times in the past large quantities of red clay flowed out of the mountains into Kin Bay, with large quantities of mud accumulating to pollute the coral reef.

PCB a toxic pollutant has been found deep in the soil of US bases in Japan

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
Pollution with toxic PCB (polychlorinated biphenyl) is also serious. In the past, trunks containing PCB were found piled up out in the open in Kadena Air Base. The Onna Communication Site was returned in 1995. PCB was detected at the base site. Although PCB polluted soil was removed into containers, no one knows when this sludge weighing 20 tons will be disposed of. Part of the Kadena Ammunition Storage Area was returned in June 1999, but the landowner had not been informed until the day the base site was returned that toxic substances such as hexavalent chromium and lead in excess of environmental standards had been detected.

US Bases have natural resources that are not properly protected

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
The U.S. Forces Northern Training Area is a treasury of rare animals and plants such as noguchigera (pryer’s woodpecker) and yanbarukuina (Okinawa rail). But neither the government nor the relevant municipalities have the right to inspect the U.S. military area, and there is no way of knowing if the natural resources are properly protected.

The Okinawa Natives have to ask the US to clean their polluted water to consume

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
In some areas of Onna Village and Kin Town, the source of water supply is right in U.S. military bases. In these areas, the town has to seek permission from the U.S. Forces even for cleaning of the water source.

US military occupation in Japan is damaging the environment

GAO 98  - US Government Accountability office

(“Overseas Presence: Issues Involved in Reducing the Impact of the U.S. Military Presence on Okinawa” March 2, 1998, http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO/NSIAD-98-66, google)

Of the 47,000 U.S. troops in Japan, more than half are stationed on the island of Okinawa. A new U.S.-Japanese agreement to reduce the American military presence on Okinawa includes replacing a Marine air station with a new $4 billion sea-based facility built and paid for by Japan. Operating costs for the new facility are estimated at nearly $200 million a year, much higher than costs for the existing air station. Japan has been asked to pay these costs but has yet to agree. GAO raises the issue of responsibility for cleaning up any environmental contamination at the military facilities being returned to Japan. Also, the construction and operation of the sea-based facility could have harmful consequences for the environment. GAO noted that: (1) the Department of Defense (DOD) believes that Marine Corps forces along with other U.S. forces on Okinawa satisfy the U.S. national security strategy by visibly demonstrating the U.S. commitment to security in the region; (2) these forces are thought to deter aggression, provide a crisis response capability should deterrence fail, and avoid the risk that U.S. allies may interpret the withdrawal of forces as a lessening of U.S. commitment to peace and stability in the region; (3) Okinawa's proximity to potential regional trouble spots promotes the early arrival of U.S. military forces due to shorter transit times and reduces potential problems that could arise due to late arrival; (4) the cost of this presence is shared by the government of Japan, which provides bases and other infrastructure on Okinawa rent-free and pays part of the annual cost of Okinawa-based Marine Corps forces; (5) the SACO Final Report calls on the United States to: (a) return land that includes one base and portions of camps, sites, and training areas on Okinawa to Japan; (b) implement changes to three operational procedures; and (c) implement changes to five noise abatement procedures; (6) the United States has established requirements that Japan must meet as it designs, builds, and pays for the sea-based facility before the Marine Corps Air Station Futenma is closed and operations are moved to the sea-based facility; (7) such a facility has never been built and operated; (8) annual operations and maintenance costs for the sea-based facility were initially estimated at $200 million; (9) the United States requested that the Japanese government pay the cost to maintain the new sea-based facility, but as of the date of this report, it had not agreed to do so; (10) excluding the cost to operate the sea-based facility, the current estimated cost to the United States to implement the SACO land return recommendations is about $193.5 million over about 10 years; (11) the United States and Japan are negotiating an arrangement under which Japan would assume some SACO-related responsibilities consistent with their domestic laws; (12) this arrangement could result in reduced U.S. costs; (13) while final implementation of the SACO recommendations is intended to reduce the burden of U.S. forces' presence in Okinawa, two environmental issues could arise; (14) the first issue concerns the potential for environmental contamination being found on military facilities returned to Japan and responsibility for cleanup of those facilities; and (15) the second issue concerns the potential adverse effects that the construction and operation of the sea-based facility could have on the environment.

US Military bases in Japan are currently doing environmental damage and is accelerating

Kiminori 09 – (Hayashi, Yokemoto Masafumi, “Overcoming American Military Base Pollution in Asia: Japan, Okinawa, Philippines.” Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, July 13, 2009, http://www.britannica.com/bps/additionalcontent/18/43182137/Overcoming-American-Military-Base-Pollution-in-Asia-Japan-Okinawa-Philippines, google)
War is said to be the ultimate cause of environmental destruction. The absolute devastation of the environment in combat has been proven by examples such as World War II, the Vietnam War, the Gulf War, and the Iraq War. However, even in peacetime, military activity causes environmental destruction through the construction of facilities, everyday activities on base, and the preparation for war such as military training and maneuvers. Particularly in the case of the United States, the enormous military power that accounts for half of the world's military expenditures, the destruction of the environment is appalling. For example, in Japan, the damage to nature that would accompany the construction of an alternative facility to Futenma Marine Corps Air Station in Okinawa will be accelerated and aircraft noise will damage the areas surrounding the bases. In the Korean community of Mehyang-ri, aerial bombing practice has caused severe environmental pollution. This essay will focus on the pollution of US bases in Asia in order to come to grips with the environmental problems caused by military activity. After investigating the pollution of US bases in Yokota (Japan), Okinawa and the Philippines, we will examine the principal conclusions that can be draw from those examples. Our purpose is to locate ways to resolve these military environmental problems. Why did we choose the problem of pollution associated with American bases in Asia? One reason is the particular importance to the US of Asian bases, especially those in Japan. In 2002, 44.3% of all American soldiers stationed overseas and 26.7% of US bases were concentrated in Asia. Since US bases in the Philippines were closed in 1992, most are now in Japan and Korea. The majority of US Marines stationed abroad are also located in Japan. What's more, Japan provides 62% of the budget for basing American soldiers in Japan. In 2001, it was about 4.6 billion dollars. In addition to the so-called "Sympathy Budget" that Japan offers in order to support US bases, Japan provides additional funds such as indemnities for noise and various kinds of financial support for base activities. From the prospective of the American military, this has made it easy to pay for their overseas presence. Only in Japan (Yokota) has such an extensive complex of foreign military air force and navy bases, including port facilities for an aircraft carrier, been placed in such close proximity to the capital of an independent state. From a global perspective, this is an exceptional situation. A second reason is that, even among US overseas bases, Asian base pollution is unusually severe. In accordance with 1993 Bonn supplemental agreements, base pollution became the first military environmental problem to be attended to by the American military. However, as can be seen from the example of damage in the Philippines, while we have entered a new century, pollution has been left as it is without being adequately addressed. It is a matter of great urgency to decide how to rectify these conditions.

US military occupation in Okinawa is causing irreversible marine ecosystem damage

Leonard 07 – (Bob, “OKINAWA AND GUAM - US Military Pawns Since WWII by Bob Leonard” Peace Researcher 34 – July 2007, http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr34-150.html, google)
We don’t need to repeat the problems visited upon the people of Okinawa by US bases (see recent issues of Peace Researcher which can be read online at http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/prfront.html ). Resistance by the local people to the relocation of a US helicopter base at Futenma continues unabated on a daily basis. The new location would be further to the north in Okinawa at Henoko Bay and would involve irreversible damage to a marine ecosystem that is home to an endangered local dugong* species. The people of Ginowan City, within which the Futenma base presents a great physical danger, would surely benefit from the closure of that base. But the problems would simply be shifted to people living near Henoko Bay with zero net gain for Okinawans. * Dugongs, or sea cows, are large marine mammals. Ed.

 

US military camps in Okinawa are damaging the environment through live-fire exercises and pollution

JAC 2000 - (Japanese Communist Party “PROBLEMS OF U.S. MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA,”February 2000, http://www.cosmos.ne.jp/~miyagawa/nago/jcp.html, google)

The U.S. Forces are given exclusive rights to administer their military bases, where Japan's domestic laws are not applied, neither are U.S. laws applied to the U.S. Forces in Japan. There is no means to protect Okinawa's valuable natural environment from being destroyed. In Camp Hansen, for example, U.S. Forces carry out live-fire exercises regularly, often causing fires at the impact areas. As a result, the mountains around impact areas have lose their greenery, with the face of the mountains being laid bare mercilessly. Several times in the past large quantities of red clay flowed out of the mountains into Kin Bay, with large quantities of mud accumulating to pollute the coral reef. Pollution with toxic PCB(polychlorinated biphenyl) is also serious. In the past, trunks containing PCB were found piled up out in the open in Kadena Air Base. The Onna Communication Site was returned in 1995. PCB was detected at the base site. Although PCB-polluted soil was removed into containers, no one knows when this sludge weighing 20 tons will be disposed of. Part of the Kadena Ammunition Storage Area was returned in June 1999, but the landowner had not been informed until the day the base site was returned that toxic substances such as hexavalent chromium and lead in excess of environmental standards had been detected. The U.S. Forces Northern Training Area is a treasury of rare animals and plants such as noguchigera (pryer's woodpecker) and yanbarukuina (Okinawa rail). But neither the government nor the relevant municipalities have the right to inspect the U.S. military area, and there is no way of knowing if the natural resources are properly protected. 

US military bases are damaging the Okinawan environment through soil erosion and degradation, and firing live ammunition

Marshall 04 - (by: SCOTT MARSHALL march 5 2004, People’s World

“SU.S. military bases cast shadow across Japan” http://www.peoplesworld.org/u-s-military-bases-cast-shadow-across-japan/, google)

 several Japanese and international environmental impact studies have raised the alarm about damage to the land, water and air caused by the U.S. military presence. For example, the constant live fire exercises conducted at Camp Hansen have caused major soil erosion and degradation. The practice of firing live ammunition at the surrounding mountains has meant the destruction of topsoil protection. Not only has the erosion caused damage to the land, but drainage and refuse from the live fire exercises have led to the pollution of nearby Kin Bay. There are also serious issues of oil and toxic waste pollution from the bases. At one facility, the Onna Communications Center, returned to the Japanese in 1995, serious high levels of PCBs and mercury have prevented use of the returned land. Related to this is the severe problems of noise pollution caused by the military. Because the air bases, in particular, are located in heavily populated neighborhoods, the ongoing roar of jets and helicopters taking off and landing is a constant irritant.

The expansion of bases in Okinawa practically wages war against the natural creatures around Okinawa

Peter Galvin ’10 Center for Biological Diversity May 18, 2010 http://www.enn.com/press_releases/3359 

On April 25, in a stunning display of solidarity and perseverance, more than 90,000 citizens of Okinawa, Japan protested the relocation of a U.S. military base on their tiny island. At the same time in Washington, D.C., members of the Network for Okinawa — of which the Center for Biological Diversity is a member — rallied in front of the Japanese embassy in support of the Okinawa protest. Meanwhile, the network and the Tokyo-based Japan-U.S. Citizens for Okinawa Network sponsored a full-page ad in The Washington Post aimed at reaching a larger U.S. audience. Despite these highly visible demonstrations against the relocation — and a campaign promise to get the base out of Okinawa — Prime Minister Hatoyama, under heavy U.S. pressure, has recently reiterated that the base will be relocated to Henoko Bay, Okinawa: habitat for more than 1,000 species of fish; almost 400 types of coral; three species of turtle; and the beloved Okinawa dugong, a rare relative of the manatee. As Center Conservation Director Peter Galvin explained: “Destroying the environmental and social well-being of an area, even in the name of ‘national or global security,’ is itself like actively waging warfare against nature and human communities. We implore the U.S. and Japanese governments to cancel any plans to construct or expand military airbases in the last remaining Okinawa dugong habitat.”

Bases are the cause of the rising pollution in Okinawa because Okinawa doesn’t have much heavy industry. War equipment now taints what used to be fishing grounds. 

Kunitoshi 08-- (Sakurai, member of the Okinawan Environmental Network and President of Okinawa University, “Okinawan Bases, the United States and Environmental Destruction” The Asia-Pacific Journal November 10 http://japanfocus.org/-Sakurai_Kunitoshi/2946)
The following text discusses the environmental consequences for Okinawa of its long subordination to the American war machine. The bases, which constitute some 20 per cent of the land area of Okinawa island, are known to have accommodated masses of poisonous chemical and even (for some decades) nuclear materials, not to mention conventional explosives, fuels, and heavy war equipment (for well over half a century). Under the Status of Forces Agreement (1960) that governs the US presence in Okinawa, local Okinawan government authorities have no jurisdiction within the bases, and even when some parcels of base land have been returned, or are marked for future return, the US government has no obligation to clean them up. No environmental study has been permitted, although occasional fragments of evidence  - such as the discovery reported in Ryukyu shimpo on 9 November 2008 of arsenic levels 120 times permitted levels in Yomitan village in the vicinity of a US naval installation returned to Japan in 2006 – suggest that thorough investigation is an urgent priority for the health of the islanders.  The election for the Prefectural Assembly in June 2008 ended the LDP-Komeito conservative (cooperative with Tokyo on base issues) majority and delivered a majority that soon passed a resolution of unequivocal opposition to the construction of any new base [see Matsumoto and McCormack in Japan Focus]. Defiantly, the Governor, however, under immense pressure from Tokyo (Tokyo in turn being under immense pressure from Washington)] declared himself a "realist"  on the issue, meaning he was ready to allow the construction to go ahead, regardless.  The draft Prefectural Environmental Protection Ordnance discussed in the following paper is part of the struggle between parliament (Prefectural Assembly) and executive (Governor) that has been steadily sharpening since the June election. Very recently, the Assembly took the extraordinary step of voting not to pay for the Governor’s projected visit to the US (on the grounds that since the Governor was taking a pro-base position he no longer represented Okinawa). The draft law now under consideration is an attempt to attain some measure of control over base lands in respect of environmental pollution. Author Sakurai, president of Okinawa University in Naha, is a prominent environmental scientist and representative of Okinawa Environmental Network, the major environmental NGO coalition founded by his mentor and predecessor, the late Ui Jun. Ui, 1932-2006,was a professor of Okinawa University between 1986 and 2003, and is commonly recognized as the founder of the modern Japanese anti-pollution movement). (GMcC)In Okinawa, a draft Prefectural Environmental Protection Ordnance, the first comprehensive revision to be attempted in thirty years, was submitted to the prefectural legislature twice, in June and September 2008, but held over both times to the next session. The issue is a uniquely Okinawan one: what to do about the US bases. Okinawa has no real manufacturing industries, so the greatest source of pollution is the US bases, yet Japanese pollution regulations do not cover the US military. The national and prefectural governments explain that, since all authority within the bases is vested in the US military under Article VI of the US-Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security Regarding Facilities and Areas and the Status of US Armed Forces in Japan (commonly known just as Status of Forces Agreement, or SOFA, 1960) there would be no point in the Japanese side attempting to extend its jurisdiction by passing laws and regulations, since it would not have the right to prosecute violations and therefore passage of an unenforceable regulation would be meaningless. However, with the reversal of power in the Prefectural Assembly following the June 2008 elections, it is no longer enough just to turn a blind eye to the existence of the bases, as was always done in the past.

Relocation Kill Fishing
The re-alocation of the Fuetenma base to Henoko will crush their local community and their fishing lands they thrive on. The base will cause noise and kill off the endangered dugong. 

Taylor 00-- (Jonathan, lecturer in geography at California State University, “Okinawa on the Eve of the G-8 Summit [*]”, The geographical review, http://www.questia.com/read/5001806107?title=Okinawa%20on%20the%20Eve%20of%20the%20G-8%20Summit%20%5b*%5d) 

On 21 December 1997, voters in Nago City cast their ballots in a referendum concerning the relocation of the Futenma base to an offshore facility to be constructed by the village of Henoko, adjacent to the U.S. Marine Corps's Camp Schwab. Voters rejected the proposal, though by less than an overwhelming margin. This was despite heavy levels of funding by the prorelocation movement and the promise of extravagant spending for the northern, less populated, less developed, and less prosperous area of Okinawa (Inoue, Purves, and Selden 1997). In spite of this referendum vote, Governor Kenichi Inamine announced at a news conference on 19 November 1999 that a replacement site for Futenma had finally been decided on and that it was to be a part of or adjacent to Camp Schwab, on the edge of Henoko. The vice-governor reported this as an "excruciating decision" (Asahi Evening News 1999). The national government of Japan then announced the allocation of an amount equivalent to U.S.$95 million in the next fiscal year's budget for related expenses. Inamine's decision was not a complete surprise. During the gubernatorial campaign in which he defeated then governor and staunch base opponent Masahide Ota the previous fall, Inamine had proposed that a heliport be constructed in northern Okinawa to replace Futenma. However, Inamine's proposal diverged from the initial proposal stemming from the SACO in suggesting that a joint-use facility--commercial and military, Okinawan and American--be constructed. Inamine hoped to reanimate the economy of the north, to achieve a good working relationship with the central government, and, in particular, to accomplish the goal of removing Futenma from its current location, square in the middle of Ginowan and close to the most densely populated area of Okinawa. Furthermore, Inamine's plan called for a fifteen-year maximum period for U.S. use of the facility. Thereafter, it would revert to civilian control. The Okinawan prefectural government envisioned paying for a high-tech airport that would be dual use until it returne d to Okinawa. This plan was not without merit. Futenma's present location poses a great possible danger to the surrounding community, creates excessive levels of noise pollution, retards the economic development of Ginowan, and adds density to the population concentration. The majority of voters from Ginowan cast their votes for Inamine, and some with whom I talked had little concern about where the heliport went, as long as it was relocated. Building a civilian-use airport somewhere in northern Okinawa could help ease congestion on the few arterial roads that connect the northern and southern portions of the island. Economic development in the north, depending on the projects proposed, could conceivably alter the pattern of continued depopulation of that region as young people head to the crowded south. In the south, where the unemployment rate is the highest of any prefecture in Japan, some jobs, at least, exist. During Inamine's first year as governor, a number of possible sites for Futenma's relocation were proposed. But Henoko remained the most salient possibility by virtue of proximity to the Marine Corps personnel already stationed at Camp Schwab. In fact, the Marine Corps had considered building a heliport at Schwab as early as the 1980S. Henoko's small population--1,400--leads some Okinawans to conclude that, whatever effects the base will have, fewer people will feel them then do now in Ginowan. In addition, Henoko's economy is stagnant. A trip through its former bar district shows only a few establishments still in business, with dozens of boarded-up nightclubs and restaurants (Figure 2). The influx of Marines from Futenma, many of whom are not enlisted men but officers, air-traffic controllers, engineers, or technicians, some with families, may regenerate business in the area without necessarily re-creating the thriving milieu of prostitution and seedy nightlife that scarred and scared Henoko residents during the Vietnam War era. Nonetheless, these positives are outweighed by a number of uncertainties and negative factors. The U.S. government has never outlined a definite position on a joint-use facility, but high-ranking Marine Corps officers have told me, not for attribution, that "it will never happen." Neither Japan nor the United States is at all certain to agree to a fifteen-year limit on the facility. More likely is an agreement to "review" the situation in fifteen years. The Japanese government has certainly attempted to offer incentives to Okinawa. The choice of Nago as the host of the 2000 G--8 Summit and the relocation of Futenma to the administrative unit of Nago City are not coincidences. However, because the United States and Japan have not discussed the details of the relocation and because of Okinawan opposition to the plan, it has not yet occurred. Too many questions remain for the people of Henoko, Nago, and the north to know whether incentives outweigh disincentives--or whether local populations even have a choice in the matter. For instance, is the heliport to be a floating, sea-based platform, constructed on reclaimed offshore land, or is it to be land based? If the former, how far offshore will it be? How will the base affect Henoko's fishing industry and the coral-reef habitat for the dugong--a rare, sea-based mammal--and other marine animals in the area? In terms of the quality of life for residents of the region, the primary and most loudly discussed concern is noise. But little attention has been paid to another important aspect of the base: the flight patterns of the helicopters and occasional airplanes that will use the facility. Were the United States to pledge that all aircraft would land from the Pacific Ocean side, with approaches and takeoffs solely over water, then noise from the base, though annoying to the local residents, would intrude on a smaller total number of people. Should the helicopters approach and depart over land, however, noise pollution--already an extremely serious problem over much of Okinawa--would be redistributed over a wider area, to the towns of Ginoza, Kin, and even Nago City itself. For Henoko village, the concerns are more pressing. The harbor at Henoko supports a small fishing industry, which would be severely affected by the construction of a heliport. In contrast to many of the coral reefs found around Okinawa, those that ring Henoko are thriving, but the construction of a heliport directly on top of the coral would obviously damage it greatly. Thus the citizens of Henoko have concluded--correctly--that the entire ecology of the area is at risk. In addition, the dugong have breeding grounds directly on the proposed offshore site. Although only a few dugong are reported to breed and feed here, this area is thought to be in the northernmost range of the endangered creatures' global habitat. Finally, the village of Henoko is a peaceful place of carefully tended houses and gardens that ring the quiet shore. A military base would devastate its residents' quality of life and property values. Instead of gazing out their windows at a pristine and remarkably beautiful blue ocean, they would see an enormous mass of concrete and steel, replete with American flags and accompanied by the constant din of approaching and departing aircraft. Recollecting a legacy of occasional rapes and murders committed by U.S. servicemen in the vicinity, many residents of Henoko are vocally, even vehemently, opposed to any added military presence in their neighborhood. The colonialism and domination of Okinawa is a complete destruction of their way of life-- land and sea are replaced with seaports and bases. In this case, the local industries are destroyed and citizens are forced to work for the bases. 

The United States Colonial presence enslaves Okinawans and prevents true economic development
Selden 71-- (Mark, Coordinator of the open access journal the Asia Pacific Journal ,and  a Senior Research Associate in the East Asia Program at Cornell University, and Bartle Professor of History and Sociology at Binghamton University, “Okinawa and American Colonialism”, Bulletin of Concerned Asian Scholars, http://www.questia.com/read/97732205?title=Okinawa%20and%20American%20Colonialism) 
The Okinawan economy is not merely tied to the American dollar which is the official currency ("liberty" and "In God We Trust" go to market with every peasant villager). Virtually the entire economy exists to service the U.S. military. The battle for Okinawa marked the critical first step in a forced march which led to the degradation and subordination of Okinawan society to American military colonizers. In the battle for Okinawa and its aftermath hundreds of thousands of peasants were driven from their land. A decade later a U.S. Congressional Investigating Committee reported that over 250,000 Okinawan peasants had been displaced by the U.S. military. More than 20 per cent of the arable land (the percentage was much higher in populous central Okinawa) was turned into a sea of cement airstrips, training grounds and missile installations. 13 In one swift blow the livelihood and way of life of rural Okinawa was destroyed and agriculture crippled. The result was not only heavy dependence on American food imports. More significant, for hundreds of thousands of Okinawans the single option for survival was to work for the military. The humiliation and dependency characteristic of colonial status take on a singular brutality in Okinawa. Colonialism everywhere creates a brutal hierarchy of alien rulers over native inhabitants. But nowhere, outside of the combat zones where Third World peoples have risen in armed struggle, is the foreign military presence so overwhelming as in Okinawa. Nowhere is the landscape so dominated by barbedwire military bases, guarded airstrips, and barracks alternating with the garish symbols of the American military lifestyle abroad — golf courses, swimming pools, servicemen's clubs and dependant housing. A parody of Los Angeles suburbia, on the one hand, and on the other, its Watts counterpart, the Bush, the all-Black ghetto steaming under the racism for which the military on Okinawa is notorious. Nowhere. Yet Okinawa is of course no aberration. It is rather the very quintessence of a brutalizing American presence which in varying forms is found wherever American forces are stationed throughout Asia — from Taiwan and South Korea to the Philippines, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam and Micronesia — and the world. On Okinawa the silken glove of a "superior" colonial culture carried by administrators, businessmen, missionaries and teachers scarcely conceals the mailed fist of the military.

U.S. millitary bases kill fish-- The uproar about the endangered Dugong proves. 

Yoshikawa 09-- (Hideki, anthropologist who teaches at Meio University and the University of the Ryukyus in Okinawa, "Dugong Swimming in Uncharted Waters: US Judicial Intervention to Protect Okinawa's "Natural Monuments” and Halt Base Construction," The Asia-Pacific Journal, 6-4 http://japanfocus.org/-Hideki_YOSHIKAWA/3044)

In December 1996, SACO submitted its final report, proposing a plan to construct a sea based facility off the east coast of Okinawa Island, where the Futenma Marine Air Station would be relocated from the heavily populated area of Ginowan City.[4]  The governments swiftly decided on the sparsely populated area of Henoko, Nago city, as the construction site.  Henoko has been the home to the US Marine base Camp Schwab for more than 50 years.The plan, then known as the “heliport plan,” immediately encountered strong local opposition. Elders of the Henoko community led the formation of an anti-construction group, the Inochi o mamoru kai (Save Life Society) and began sit-in protests. The citizens of Nago held a city referendum in which they voted down the construction plan. Through these actions, local opposition began to transform into a larger social movement while the Japanese government sought to generate local support for the construction plan.[5] The anti-base construction movement then took an environmental turn in an unexpected way: a document presented in 1997 to Ginowan City by the Naha Defense Facilities Administration Agency (DFAA) revealed that the Naha DFAA had spotted a dugong in Henoko and Oura Bays during its preliminary survey for the construction plan earlier that year. Local and national media began publicizing the presence of dugongs in the proposed construction site. The dugong, which many people in Okinawa had thought were extinct, was on its way to become a symbol of the still pristine environment of Henoko and Oura Bays.[6] Local environmental groups such as the Love Dugong Network (later Dugong Network Okinawa) and the jyugon hogo kikin (Dugong Protection Fund) were formed. Some of them had exclusively environmental agendas while others were more politically oriented. These groups began to conduct research, called for the protection of the surviving dugongs, and were vocal against the construction plan.  National environmental organizations such as WWF-Japan and the Natural Conservation Society-Japan (NACS-J) also came to support the local environmental groups.
Pollution Kills Fishing Industry

Pollution of the waters greatly damages the local fisherman

Hook and Siddle 03-- (Glenn D. Hook is a Professor of Japanese Studies and Director of the Graduate School of East Asia Studies at the University of Sheffield  , Richard Siddle is a lecturer for the School of East Asia Studies at the University of Sheffield, “Japan and Okinawa: Structure and Subjectivity”, http://www.questia.com/read/108417693?title=Japan%20and%20Okinawa%3a%20%20Structure%20and%20Subjectivity)

In September 1973, fishing people in the Kin Bay area, located in the southeast of Okinawa Island, formed the Kin Bay Protection Group (Kinwan o Mamoru Kai) against land reclamation for the construction of a large petroleum storage facility, the Central Terminal Station (CTS). Since the late 1960s, foreign petroleum corporations such as Gulf, Esso and Caltex had started building refineries, marine roads and bridges in Kin Bay and Nakagusuku Bay. Close to marine transport facilities, these bay areas were strategically advantageous for the oil and aluminum industries. However, the locals who caught fish and seaweed were the first to feel the destructive effects of the effluent from these industries on the local waters. With the advent of the OPEC oil crisis in 1973, the national and local governments promoted Mitsubishi's CTS construction in Kin Bay. Conservative village councils and commercial organizations welcomed the construction of the CTS, which required a major landfill project off Henza Island, offending the interests of the locals dependent on the well-being of the ocean. The communities were divided into pro- and anti-CTS groups. The emergence of the anti-CTS movement in the Kin Bay area introduced environmentalism as a significant component of the 'Okinawa Struggle'. All over Okinawa and neighbouring islands in the Ryukyu region, ordinary residents engaged in collective action against the pollution of the ocean in order to protect their livelihood. These environmentalist movements are a variant of numerous collective actions in mainland Japan such as the long-term citizens' struggle of Minamata (Ui 1968; for mainland anti-pollution movements see McKean 1981; Broadbent 1998). In Okinawa, however, protection of local natural assets from yamato-style industrialization had a political implication; the protection of a distinctive 'Okinawan' identity against assimilation with yamato. The participation of ordinary citizens, mostly not affiliated to political parties, trade unions or other formal political organizations, offered styles and approaches to collective action different from the past struggles, and also, a new level of confidence in their traditional lifestyle as embraced in their natural environment. Since the late 1960s, critical intellectuals have questioned whether reversion was in fact a good idea. Arakawa Akira, Kawamitsu Shinichi, Takara Ben and Okamato Keitoku advocated resistance towards the disappearance of unique 'Okinawan' spiritual characteristics that were starting to erode in the intense social transition towards re-assimilation with Japan. These critical voices, nevertheless, remained almost purely intellectual; they have seldom taken the form of direct political action against militarism and the US bases, as illustrated by the anti-war landowners' struggle. However, the political expression of identity, based on independent attributes of being 'Okinawan', not on being part of Japan, is apparent in local residents' environmental movements in the post-reversion era.

Fishing KT Economy 

Fishing is a major part of Japan’s economy

Moulton 31-- (Harold, Professor of Economics at the University of Chicago, “Japan, an Economic and Financial appraiseal”, http://www.questia.com/library/book/japan-an-economic-and-financial-appraisal-by-harold-g-moulton.jsp) 

Although the land area of Japan proper is only about one-twentieth that of the United States proper, the coast line is over 17,000 miles long, as compared with 7.314 miles for the United States. The surrounding seas provide fishing grounds to the extent of 924,000 square miles--an area more than six times that of the country itself. In consequence of the existence of both cold and warm ocean currents, fish of all descriptions abound; the stretch from Hokkaido to the Maritime Province embracing one of the three richest fishing grounds of the world. In the warm current zone along the coast of the mainland are found sardines, bonitos, sea-breams, cuttlefish, yellowtails, mackerel, tunnies, whales, coral, oysters, and many other varieties of shell-fish. The principal products of the cold current zone are herrings, salmon, sea trout, codfish, sea-otters, fur-seals, and laminaria. Japan ranks first among the nations of the world in fishing, her catches making up approximately onefourth of the world supply. In 1927, the catch of Japan proper was 3,568,000 tons, while the output of Chosen and Karafuto raises this total to roughly 4,535,000 tons. This may be compared with a little over 1,000,000 tons annually for Great Britain and the United States and about 600,000 tons for Norway. The populations of the coast districts either engage entirely in fishing or make this industry an important subsidiary to other occupations. In 1928 the number of fishermen was 1,498,258 and the number of fishing boats 360,126. During recent years, steam and motordriven fishing vessels have been rapidly replacing the old rowing and sailing boats employed in what is known as inshore fishery. The yield of inshore catches over a period of years is shown in the table on page 52.

Collapse of Japan’s fishing economy would have serious reprecussions-- Thousands are employed in local fisheries. 

Bestor 04-- (Theodore, Professor of Anthropology and Japanese Studies at Harvard University, “Tsukiji: The Fish Market at the Center of the World”, University of California Press. http://www.questia.com/read/105652913?title=Tsukiji%3a%20%20The%20Fish%20Market%20at%20the%20Center%20of%20the%20World)

Japan is today one of the world's leading users of seafood. Japan's seafood supply—roughly 66 kilograms per capita—is far short of Iceland's (91 kg), and is roughly comparable to that of Portugal (58 kg), Malaysia (52 kg), Norway (50 kg), and the Republic of Korea (49 kg). Japan's per capita supply (as of 1999) dwarfs that of Spain (41 kg), France (29 kg), the People's Republic of China (26 kg), the United Kingdom and Canada (22 kg each), the United States (20 kg), and Germany (15 kg) (FAO n.d.). Fish constitute approximately 42 percent of the animal protein consumed by Japanese (Nōrinsuisanshō 1989: 2). The Japanese fishing industry is among the largest in the world, employing hundreds of thousands of people. Thousands of small fishing ports cluster around the coastal fisheries, which are largely in the hands of smallscale, family-based independent fishing enterprises. Dozens of larger ports are home bases for distant-water fleets deployed to fish in every ocean of the world. The huge corporations that dominate the latter sector of the fishing industry are themselves gigantic, vertically integrated conglomerates with subsidiaries involved in everything from fishing to foreign trade, freezer technology to bioengineering, sausage making to distribution, warehousing to nutritional science. Tsukiji is a major hub for this industry, itself a large and dynamic sector of the Japanese economy with considerable domestic influence, both social and political. Tsukiji handles about one-sixth of the seafood that passes through Japanese wholesale markets and is the largest single marketplace for fish not only in Japan but in the world. Tsukiji is thus a linchpin in a complex national system of trade that connects thousands of rural communities directly to the social and economic forces of Japan's urban core. The day's trading at Tsukiji affects price, supply, and demand throughout Japan's 800 other wholesale markets for fish. Tsukiji looms large on the horizon— its daily prices signaling success or failure—for the roughly 3,000 Japanese fishing villages and towns where, despite dramatic declines over the past generation, some 278,000 Japanese are employed directly in fisheries production and tens of thousands more are engaged in processing, transporting, and selling seafood. 10
A heliport moved to Henoko would destroy the coral reef and the land home to millions of fish. Taking up the reef could be a serious danger for biodiversity and fish populations
Environment News Service 04 -- (“Millions of Americans, Japanese Plead for Okinawa Dugongs”, September 8th http://ens-newswire.com/ens/sep2004/2004-09-08-03.asp)

A new U.S. heliport is to be built on top of a coral reef on the east coast of Okinawa, Japan unless conservationists succeed in blocking the air base that they say will destroy the feeding ground of the last few remaining Okinawa dugongs. A coalition of more than 400 U.S. and international conservation groups representing over 10 million people sent a letter Tuesday to President George W. Bush and Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi urging the two leaders to cancel plans for the base near Henoko, Okinawa. Local residents voted against the base in a referendum, but Japanese and U.S. authorities have paid scant attention to the vote. The new air station would be built about two miles offshore on reclaimed land and the reef to replace the Marine Corps Air Station at Futenma, in the middle of urban Ginowan in central Okinawa. In 1996 the United States and Japan agreed to close Marine Corps Air Station Futenma once an alternative site is provided as part of a plan to reduce by 21 percent the land area occupied by U.S. bases on Okinawa, which cover one-fifth of the island. The alternative site chosen was off Henoko village in rural northern Okinawa, on top of the coral reef. The new facility would be connected by a causeway with the Marines Camp Schwab.  The conservationists believe that the 1.5 mile long airbase would permanently disrupt one of the most biologically diverse areas in the Pacific, inhabited by the Okinawa dugong. This marine mammal is genetically isolated yet related to the manatee. In their letter, the conservation groups pointed out that the Henoko reef is inhabited by three species of sea turtles, nearly 400 types of coral and hundreds of fish species. "As two prominent world leaders," the conservation coalition wrote, "you have the power to protect these unique and priceless creatures. Unfortunately, a joint project backed by the United States and Japanese governments will destroy one of the last healthy reefs in Okinawa, pushing many magnificent species closer to extinction."
The planned offshore base would literally be right on top of the coral reef, an important home for the dugong.

Pfaff 04-- (Dennis, The Daily Journal, “'HISTORIC' ACT MAY KEEP SEA CREATURE FROM BEING HISTORY”, April 8th, http://www.mongabay.com/external/okinawa_dugong.htm)

Okinawa was returned to Japanese control in 1972 but the American military maintains dozens of bases there, including about three-quarters of the U.S. forces assigned to Japan. Having survived the storm of fire and steel, the dugong nevertheless continue to be threatened by military operations on Okinawa, according to those interested in the animals' preservation. Of particular concern are proposals to move the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma air base from its current cramped location on one part of the island, where it is surrounded by civilian development, to an offshore site. The base, which supports helicopters and fixed-wing aircraft, is home to more than 4,000 Marines and sailors. The primary problem for environmentalists is that the new home of the airfield would be literally right on top of and next to a coral reef. The reef area provides "the most important remaining habitat" for the rare dugong, according to the lawsuit. To block the Futenma project, a coalition of American and Japanese environmentalists turned to an unusual source of legal firepower, the National Historic Preservation Act. That law, unlike traditional environmental statutes, requires compliance by the U.S. government in its overseas activities, according to attorneys representing the groups.
The community as a whole opposes the bases-- Protests prove.
Yumiko 10-- (Kikuno, Editor of “U-Yu-Yu,” a community journal based in Miyakonojo, Miyazaki, and worker for the city’s community revitalization project, “Henoko, Okinawa: Inside the Sit-In”, The Asia Pacific Journal Feburary 22, http://www.japanfocus.org/-Kikuno-Yumiko/3306)
 In 1995, the rape of a 12-year-old Okinawan girl by three U.S. Marines triggered a huge anti-base movement throughout the Islands of Okinawa. Then in 1996, Japan and the United States agreed to the plan put forward by the Special Action Committee on Okinawa (SACO), which stipulated that the Futenma Air Station would be relocated to Henoko, on the East Coast of Northern Okinawa, in an attempt to appease Okinawans angered not only by the rape but above all by the heavy U.S. base presence in the densely populated South. The following year, in 1997, residents of Henoko started an organization called “Inochi o mamoru kai,” “the Association for Protecting Life.” They began a campaign opposing the effort to establish a new U.S. base at Henoko. The majority of Nago citizens also voted against the agreement, in a referendum held that same year. However, the Mayor of Nago at that time accepted the plan. These events marked only the beginning of what has been a long and unfinished struggle in Henoko. The Tent Village on the Henoko Shore. It was day 2,077 of the sit-in when we visited. Success in stopping plan to build an offshore U.S. airbas In 2002, the Japanese government decided to construct a 3,000 meter-long U.S. air station two kilometers off the coast of Henoko. If this new U.S. base were to be built, the beautiful view from Henoko of the horizon over the ocean would disappear entirely. On April 19, 2004, the Naha Defense Facilities Administration Bureau (DFAB) tried to proceed with construction, but approximately 70 people erected a sit-in human barricade to keep dump trucks from passing through. At 5 a.m. on September 19, 2004, approximately 400 activists gathered and prepared for a confrontation with riot police. The DFAB learned of the sit-in and decided to access the site by going through Camp Schwab, chartering fishing boats from Henoko fishermen (whom they paid exceedingly well), and setting out to sea rather than risk confronting the barricade. The battle subsequently moved from land to sea. The anti-base activists attempted to stop the DFAB from setting up scaffolding towers to conduct the drilling – their plan being to drill at a rate of 63 borings per year. The activists set out to sea in canoes, surrounding the buoy markers, an hour before the construction workers started their workday. Despite repeated attempts over a two month period to halt underwater surveying, four towers were completed. After that, some activists took to wrapping their bodies with a chain and locking themselves to the motor set on the top of the tower in an attempt to interrupt the operation. In the course of this resistance some of the protesters, including one woman in her fifties, were pushed off the top of the scaffolding tower and were injured. In November 2004, about 20 neighboring fishing boats joined the protesters. This support was a big help in interrupting the drilling. Activists in their fishing boats and canoes had to maintain a presence around the scaffold tower from 4 a.m. to 5 p.m. They covered themselves with straw mats to keep warm on the frigid waters. It was especially hard for women to spend long hours on the ocean without going to the bathroom, so they often participated without consuming any water. A protester’s ship approaching one of the scaffolding towers, July 2005 DFAB commenced night shifts starting in April 2005 and since that time, protesters have had to spend 24 hours a day hanging on to the towers. Activists are unable to leave the towers even for a minute, for if they do, DFAB crews would jump in and start working. Activists, consciously adhering to the principle of non-violent civil disobedience, have ensured they are already in place each day before DFAB crews arrive in order to avoid an altercation. At one point, activists remained on the towers for a 50 day period, alternating two 12 hour shifts. In the mean time, other anti-base organizations within Okinawa visited the Naha DFAB office many times in an attempt to convince officers to cease night-time operations, which posed a danger to DFAB workers and protesters alike.  Night shifts were also keeping dugongs away from their feeding area.   As a result of the protesters’ unwavering campaign, the Government finally abandoned the plan to build an offshore air station on October 29, 2005.  The number of people who participated in the campaign totalled 60,000, including 10,000 who protested at sea.

The dugong, an endangered species, serve as an example of the base’s farmful effect on fish 
habitiats-- The endangered Dugong that live by the Henoko bay would lose their homes and food

Schoenbaum  09-- (LAUREN JENSEN, “The Okinawa Dugong and the Creative Application of U.S. Extraterritorial Environmental Law”, Texas International Law Review, May, http://www.tilj.org/journal/44/schoenbaum/Schoenbaum%2044%20Tex%20Intl%20LJ%20457.pdf)

Despite a lack of concrete data, the dugong is considered an endangered species, and it has been listed as vulnerable since 1982 by the International Union for Conservation of Nature.14 The dugong’s habitat is a critical conservation issue.15 The animal’s wellbeing is very dependent on the availability of its seagrass food, and when dugongs do not have enough to eat they delay breeding.16 Even a slight reduction in adult survivorship as a result of habitat loss, disease, hunting, or incidental drowning in nets can cause a chronic decline.17 With only 50 remaining in the area,18 any further degradation of their habitat could be catastrophic for the dugong. The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) has recorded numerous incidental sightings off the northeast coast of Okinawa Island from 1979 to the present day.19 It also reports that areas off the coast of Okinawa Island, particularly off the east coast between Katsuren Peninsula and Ibu beach, potentially support significant numbers of dugongs.20 Because “[u]p to 75% of all U.S. military bases in Japan are located within Okinawa,” the U.S. military poses a particular risk to the dugong.21 UNEP reports that potential “[d]amage to the marine environment resulting from U.S. military activities includes pollution resulting from noise caused by ammunition drills and military practice, hazardous chemicals, soil erosion and the disposal of deplete uranium weapons.”22 Any construction on Henoko Bay, a known feeding ground of the Okinawa dugong, threatens to destroy some of the most critical remaining dugong habitats in Japan.23 B. Futenma Replacement Facility The latest threat to the Okinawa dugong is the planned relocation of the U.S. military base on Okinawa Island, known as the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF).24 The U.S. has maintained some kind of military presence on Okinawa since the end of World War II.25 In 1972, the United States and Japan agreed the U.S. would relinquish all administrative rights and interests over the Okinawa Islands to Japan.26 Article III of the Agreement “granted the U.S. exclusive use of facilities and areas in the Islands in accordance with the ‘Treaty of Mutual Cooperation’ and ‘Security and the Status of Forces Agreement.’”27 The result of these agreements is that while Japan fully controls its own territory, the U.S. was granted use of Okinawa’s land, air, and facilities for the purpose of Japanese security and international peace.28 The key U.S. security issue today in the region is the threat from North Korea; U.S. military presence in the area is focused on monitoring North Korean provocations, including missile launches, and nuclear tests.29 Due to the significant activity at the current Futenma base and the surrounding area—currently, there are over 3,200 Marines stationed at the 480 hectare base—the U.S. is planning to relocate.30 The U.S. military cited improving the surrounding city’s infrastructure and promoting growth in the city as a key reason behind the move.31 In 1996, a joint American-Japanese committee approved an offshore, sea- based facility off the east coast of Okinawa as the new location.32 This plan was later altered to incorporate both offshore and shoreline facilities.33 On May 1, 2006, Japan and the U.S. issued an agreement entitled “United States-Japan Roadmap for Realignment Implementation,” also known as the 2006 Roadmap.34 The 2006 Roadmap established a target date of 2014 to provide an overall realignment plan for U.S. military involvement in Okinawa.35 This agreement finalized the construction proposal to construct the FRF to combine the Henoko Point section of Camp Schwab (currently leased by the U.S.) with the adjacent waters of Oura and Henoko Bays.36 The 2006 Roadmap proposed a “V-shaped” runway to be partially built on landfill extending into Oura and Henoko Bays.37 The key remaining problem with this proposal is that the location of the FRF encompasses dugong habitats in Henoko and Oura Bays.38 Research completed by the UN and various environmental protection groups indicates that this particular location for the FRF would be devastating to the dugong habitat.39 Both Henoko Bay and Oura Bay are considered critical habitats for the Okinawa dugongs, and the current plan requires landfilling of the coral reefs and seafloor slopes of the bays.40 Despite alterations to the original plan, a 2006 poll showed that 70% of Okinawans remained opposed to the expansion.41
The New York Times also reported the FRF is opposed by 400 international environmental groups, 889 international experts on coral reefs, a majority of the voters in the adjacent town of Nago (in a 1997 referendum), and the thousands of individuals who have participated in sit-in protests that have been a common occurrence around the bays since 2003.42
AT: Strict Standards

The federal government has failed to apply adequate environmental standards on the military bases in Japan despite strict domestic ones.

Issues and Controversies, 10- In-depth investigation of today's top issues 
(n.d., Issues & Controversies, “Military Bases Abroad Spark Environmental Concerns (sidebar),” http://www.2facts.com/icof_story.aspx?PIN=ib150285&term=okinawa+coral+reef )

Environmental activists have expressed concern that the hundreds of U.S. military bases abroad are endangering the ecosystems and public health of host countries. According to Foreign Policy in Focus (FPIF), a Washington, D.C., think tank, "The U.S. military has left behind a legacy of environmental problems throughout the world, giving rise to a multitude of complaints by host governments, community groups and environmental organizations." The closure of military bases has reportedly led to local communities having to deal with toxins in the drinking water, residue from explosives and artillery, nuclear waste and other environmental contaminants. While bases in the U.S. are governed by strict environmental regulations, military installations overseas are often subject only to vague international laws, primarily because many overseas base contracts were signed before environmentalism grew into a powerful political movement in the late 20th century. FPIF criticizes the military for failing to apply its rigorous domestic environmental standards to U.S. bases abroad. According to FPIF, "Operating without clear legal obligations, the Pentagon has chosen to implement the most minimal environmental program possible…. Overseas, DOD [the Department of Defense] hides behind a veil of secrecy and refuses to clean up most contamination generated by its activities." According to the think tank's report, such a cleanup would cost the military billions of dollars, but Congress has failed to allocate the appropriate funds. Environmental activists have urged the DOD to research and more effectively publicize the environmental impact of its overseas bases, and chronicle the progress of any cleanup projects. Furthermore, environmentalists have called on the DOD to negotiate contracts with host countries ensuring U.S. aid in cleanup efforts after base closures. Otherwise, critics say, the U.S. would be guilty of applying a double standard with respect to environmental issues affecting communities surrounding U.S. military bases, with those in foreign countries being significantly short-changed. Clark Air Base in the Philippines, for example, has been closed for almost 20 years, but the Philippine government has had a hard time coping with the environmental repercussions of the base's previous decades of active use. In February 2010, Stars and Stripes, a newspaper for the military community, reported that military personnel at Clark Air Base had pumped toxic waste into waterways and landfills before the base closed. In 1991, many Filipino families took refuge at Clark Air Base to escape the eruption of a nearby volcano; later, an abnormally high proportion experienced skin disease, miscarriages, birth defects, cancer, heart ailments and leukemia. A 2000 report by the Philippine government linked those health problems to exposure to the toxic contaminants left behind on the closed base. The DOD claims that the military has gradually become more sensitive to environmental concerns all over the world. In 1992, according to the DOD, the military produced only half as much hazardous waste as it had produced in 1986. Addressing the 1996 Asia Pacific Defense Environmental Conference, then Defense Secretary William Perry said, " There is a great benefit when militaries of the world do their part to protect and preserve their environments…making the world a cleaner and safer place."  

Coral Reefs KT Populations

Coral reefs are critical to island populations. 

Ogden, et al.,  96- director of Florida Institute of Oceanography (John C., 1996, Terence J. Done, Dr. William J. Wiebe, professor emeritus at the University of Georgia, B.R. Rosen, PhD. Professor in Radiology at Harvard Medical School Director, “Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function of Coral Reefs,” http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:c38hm1PKMbIJ:www.icsu-scope.org/downloadpubs/scope55/scope55-ch15.pdf+coral+reef+biodiversity&cd=9&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us&client=firefox-a )  

Coral reefs provide essential services to humans (UNEP/IUCN 1988). Large human populations live on islands built solely by coral reefs (e.g. atoll nations of the Indian and Pacific oceans) or by coral reefs in conjunction with other marine sediments (e.g. the Florida Keys). To many coastal and island communities, particularly in the developing countries of central America, the Caribbean, Africa and Asia, coral reef biota are important sources of food and of reef limestone, sands, rubble and blocks for use as building materials. The physical barriers provided by coral reefs protect coasts from erosion by storm waves. Tourism associated with coral reefs provides many countries with significant foreign exchange earnings. For example, in Queensland, Australia, tourism associated with the Great Barrier Reef is the State's second largest industry sector and valued at around $1.5 billion per annum. Beyond these perhaps obvious benefits, coral reef plants, animals and microbes are rich in unusual organic compounds, including antitumor compounds whose potential is just now beginning to be defined (Guan et al. 1993)

Population KT Bio-D

Coral reefs are produced by diverse species that are critical to their biodiversity. 

Ogden, et al.,  96- director of Florida Institute of Oceanography (John C., 1996, Terence J. Done, Dr. William J. Wiebe, professor emeritus at the University of Georgia, B.R. Rosen, PhD. Professor in Radiology at Harvard Medical School Director, “Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function of Coral Reefs,” http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:c38hm1PKMbIJ:www.icsu-scope.org/downloadpubs/scope55/scope55-ch15.pdf+coral+reef+biodiversity&cd=9&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us&client=firefox-a )  

The primary producers of coral reefs are extremely diverse. Like most shallow hard and sandy substrata throughout both tropical and temperate seas, they are inhabited by all the major algal groups (benthic micro- and macro-algae, coralline algae), and commonly by seagrasses. What sets coral reefs apart are the symbiotic zooxanthellae, the single-celled, dinoflagellate algae of many species (Trench 1987; Rowan and Powers 1991) which live within the cells of many animal calcifiers (notably corals, foraminifera and mollusks) and are the powerhouses of coral reefs (see Section 15.2.3). Planktonic primary production (phytoplankton) is sometimes important in lagoons (Charpy-Roubard el al. 1988), but usually minor compared with overall benthic production on hard substrata and sands. The relative amounts of carbon going into the trophic as opposed to the bioconstructional pathway depends on the apportionment of plant standing crop between calcifiers and all other algae. Primary producer populations (density and biomass per hectare) vary greatly within and among reefs as a function of ambient nutrient regime, successional status, wave energy and grazing pressure (Littler and Littler 1985; Birkeland 1987, 1988). A diverse and abundant array of vertebrate and invertebrate grazers scrape, browse, crop and suck this plant production (Hatcher 1983), often inadvertently ingesting varying amounts of detritus, limestone and living material (e.g. coral tissue, epiphytic micro-invertebrates) in the process. Coprophagy is common among certain reef fishes, and is believed to be of major importance in sustaining fish biomass in areas in which other food sources are intermittently limited (Robertson 1982). Where high daily plant production sustains high grazing rates, the standing crop of bonthic algae is commonly very low, and export of plant material, either into the open sea or to detrital-based sites in sheltered sand accumulations such as lagoons, is minimal. By contrast, some high-latitude and disturbed reef systems support dense beds of annual macrophytic algae (Carpenter 1986; Crossland 1988). Corals are food for many types of fish and invertebrates. A variety of fishes nip, crunch or scrape corals (Bellwood and Choat 1990; Bellwood 1994), leaving localized injuries which heal rapidly. Others kill entire colonies. In low abundances, coral predators such as crown-of-thorns starfish (Acanthaster plana), gastropods (Drupella spp. and Coralliophila spp.) and bristleworms (Polychaeta, Amphinomidae), harvest coral soft tissue at rates that are sustainable within local communities and promote diversity by opening substrata for colonization (Glynn 1982). There are also secondary predators on the adults and juveniles of the coral predators (e.g. fish, gastropods, shrimps for A. pianti; fish for Drupella and Coralliophila), although their efficacy in regulating local abundances of these corallivores has been difficult to demonstrate (Endean and Cameron 1990b; Ormond et al. 1990) The marine trophic pyramid beginning with phytoplankton and benthic algae and culminating in the large predatory sharks and teleost fishes is multi-layered (Grigg et al. 1984) and each layer is diverse (Sale 1991). Benthic carnivores and mid-water carnivores (reflecting the sources of their prey) can comprise >60% of species (Sutton 1983), whereas the relative importance of herbivores and planktivores varies in different settings, presumably reflecting differences in the importance of benthic plants and plankton in reef trophodynamics (Williams 1982; Russ 1984a, b). Estimates of sustainable harvest of secondary production, mostly in the form of fishes, mollusks, echinoderms and crustácea, are up to 15 t wet weight ha"' on reefs fished according to customary practices.

Ecosystems KT Bio-D
Ecosystems key to biodiversity. 

Harris, et al., 97- Department of Ecology, Evolution & Natural Resources Rutgers University (Patricia M., August 1997, Jill McGrady-Steed, Department of Ecology, Evolution & Natural Resources Rutgers University, Peter J. Morin, Department of Ecology, Evolution & Natural Resources Rutgers University, “Biodiversity regulates ecosystem predictability,” http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v390/n6656/abs/390162a0.html )

Links between biodiversity and ecosystem function provide compelling reasons for conserving maximal numbers of species in ecosystems1–6. Here we describe a previously unrecognized effect of biodiversity on ecosystem predictability, where predictability is inversely related to temporal and spatial variation in ecosystem properties. By manipulating biodiversity in aquatic microbial communities, we show that one process, ecosystem respiration, Becomes more predictable as biodiversity increases. Analysis of similar patterns extracted from other studies2,3,6 indicates that biodiversity also enhances predictability in terrestrial ecosystems. Biodiversity can also affect average levels of ecosystem performance, but the extent to which different species make unique or redundant contributions to ecosystem processes remains controversial3,7–10.Nonlinear effects of biodiversity on the decomposition of particular organic matter and resistance of communities to invasion indicate that different species have redundant functions in our system. The consequences of biodiversity are also not restricted to early successional situations as described in previous studies1–4,6, because strong effects persist even after ecosystems develop for periods corresponding to 40–80 generations of dominant organisms. 

Ecology Kills Popularity

90 percent of Okinawans do not support its U.S. base due to its disruption of Okinawa’s ecosystem. 

Feffer, 10- co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus (4/27/10, John, “100,000 Okinawans Can’t Be Wrong,” http://www.huffingtonpost.com/john-feffer/100000-okinawans-cant-be_b_553566.html )

But one place where the original spirit of Earth Day prevailed was Okinawa. This past Sunday, 10 percent of all Okinawans gathered to protest the building of another U.S. military base on their island. The proposed base construction would further damage Okinawa's fragile ecosystem and serve as a death sentence for the Japanese dugong, a cousin of the manatee. To save the dugong and assert their right of self-determination, nearly 100,000 people crammed into the town of Yomitan, which is near the largest U.S. military facility in the region, Kadena Air Force Base. They demanded what 90 percent of their fellow Okinawans support: no new U.S. bases. So far, the Listener-in-Chief has not paid any attention to the democratic wishes of Okinawans, or the rest of Japan for that matter. The Obama administration has put enormous pressure on Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama to abide by a 2006 agreement that would close the Futenma air base (a good thing) and open a new base in another part of Okinawa (a bad thing). Hatoyama ran on a platform that opposed base relocation within Okinawa.

Japan is Aware

Japan is environmentally aware. 

Asaoka, 5- laboratory of environmental education, faculty of agriculture at Tokyo University of Agriculture and Technology (Dr. Yukihiko, 2005, “In Search of an Alternative Education, Science and Civilization,” http://wwwsoc.nii.ac.jp/jsoee/english/ )

In Japan, environmental education originated in anti-pollution education and education for nature preservation during the period of high economic growth in the 1960s. In the latter half of the 1980s as the threat of environmental problems was becoming globally acknowledged and conservation issues were attracting more attention, the importance of environmental education became increasingly recognized by foresighted educators, researchers and policy makers. In response to this heightening environmental awareness, the Japanese Society of Environmental Education, an academic organization, was founded in 1989. In cooperation with other educational associations founded at that time and with many environmental NPOs/NGOs, the Japanese Society of Environmental Education helped in many kinds of environmental education programs and projects in Japan. These initiatives enabled environmental education to branch out in many directions. A diversity of educational activities was established during the 1990s. The Ministry of Education, Science, Sports and Culture established a guideline for environmental education in 1991 leading to the introduction of environmental education in schools throughout the country. Environmental education is now becoming more common in schools, and environmental in-service training programs for teachers have begun. Information exchange networks connecting schools have been enhanced and expanded. At teacher training colleges research centers for environmental education have been created which are examining interdisciplinary ideas and theories in cooperation with the Society. The Basic Environment Law, enacted in 1993, explicitly endorses the promotion of environmental education. Public awareness of the importance of conservation along with administrative support helped the increasing expansion of environmental education in the 1990s. More and more local governments have developed environmental master plans, launched environmental learning centers, established training programs for future leaders and provided learning opportunities for the public. The past ten years have seen the rapid development of environmental education in Japan. Through this process, environmental education has made a great contribution to increasing public awareness and understanding of the environment. Now it is time to develop environmental education in a more comprehensive manner, emphasizing the significance of citizens' participation in improving the environment. In order to contribute to a comprehensive development of environmental education, the Society will promote theoretical studies and make proposals and recommendations based on analytical studies of past practices and experiences. The Society will thereby continue its mission, playing the leading role in environmental education in Japan.

Okinawa Ecology Spreads

The conditions reflecting global warming in Okinawa's ecosystem will spread throughout Japan- empirically proven. 

Katayama, 8- Yomiuri Shimbun Staff Writer of the Daily Yomiuri (4/13/08, Keiko, “Tropical food poisoning found in Honshu,” Lexis Nexis)

Ciguatera, a type of food poisoning caused by fish caught in tropical and subtropical regions, has been detected at locations on Honshu recently. While the reasons for its emergence are not clear, experts are pointing to environmental changes caused by global warming. Occurrences of the poisoning, which is said to be the most prevalent kind of food poisoning in the world in terms of the number of victims, has been detected in Okinawa Prefecture and Amami -Oshima  island in Kagoshima Prefecture for many years. The reason why the food poisoning has started to occur in Honshu is not clear, but experts have indicated that the habitat of a plankton type associated with the food poisoning could be expanding due to elevated water temperatures, indicating the influence of global warming. While many aspects relating to the habitats and the ecosystem of the plankton responsible for ciguatera  food poisoning are not clearly understood, it is known that the plankton multiplies rapidly once coral dies out as a result of high water temperatures or coastal developments. A poisonous substance contained in the plankton accumulates in fish that consume it, thereby entering the wider food chain. Several hundred kinds of fish are susceptible to contamination, such as red snapper and barracuda varieties not commonly found in Japan. While these fish are rarely put on the market due to their lack of market value, anglers and fishermen sometimes eat them. In Japan, 18 cases of the food poisoning have been reported to the Heath, Labor and Welfare Ministry since 2002. As most of these cases occurred in Okinawa Prefecture, the disease is still not well known in Honshu. However, the 18 cases include one in Ibaraki Prefecture in 2006 and one in Osaka Prefecture in 2007. Patients also were diagnosed with ciguatera food poisoning in Kanagawa Prefecture in 2007, although this case has not been included in the ministry figures. The Japanese Society of Fisheries Science held an urgent symposium on the possible expansion of the habitat of the plankton at its springtime meeting held in Shizuoka in March.

Okinawa Vulnerable

Pacific species are the most vulnerable to extinction. 

Kitakyushu, 2k- Ministerial Conference on Environment and Development in Asia and the Pacific 2000 (9/5/00, “Biodiversity Issues In the Pacific Islands,” http://www.unescap.org/mced2000/pacific/background/biodiv.htm )

World-wide, the largest number of documented extinctions (28 between 1600 and 1899 and 23 this century) has occurred on islands of Oceania which now have more threatened species (110) than any other region. Dahl (1984) estimates that there are roughly 7 times more endangered bird species per capita in the South Pacific than in the Caribbean, 50 times more than South America, and a hundred times more than in North America or Africa. The plants and animals that inhabit Pacific islands are often found nowhere else on Earth. They are often adapted to specialized habitats, and limited to only a small part of a few islands. These creatures are especially vulnerable to extinction from habitat destruction (for example by fire or deforestation), competition from introduced organisms, agricultural poisons, or harvesting. The isolated small islands of the Pacific have fostered the evolution of myriad species of plants and animals found nowhere else on Earth. These creatures can be adapted to specialised micro-habitats, on only a limited portion of a few islands. They are especially vulnerable to extinction from habitat destruction (for example by fire or deforestation), competition from introduced organisms, agricultural poisons, or harvesting. New Caledonia, for example, has been isolated from other lands for 80 million years. Seventy six percent of the flora and fauna evolved on the island. Several plant species, unique in the world, are limited to only a small area of one mountain and are represented by only a few specimens. The rich and diverse genetic heritage is of such scientific importance that Myers, 1988, lists New Caledonia as one of the 10 hot spots in the world where the primary forest is at once exceptional and endangered. New Caledonia has the most diverse bird life in the Southwest Pacific, with 68 species. Twenty-two species of birds (32%) and thirty sub-species, are found only in the Territory. The decline of the biodiversity of the Pacific islands began with the arrival of the first humans. Archaeological investigations discovered an even more phenomenal bird fauna existed in New Caledonia before the 18th Century, including a giant flightless bird, like the famous (and also extinct) New Zealand Moa. The extinction of these birds coincides with the arrival of the Melanesians about 900 years ago, and was likely caused by fire, slash and burn agriculture, and hunting. The arrival of European settlers towards the end of the last Century greatly accelerated the loss of biodiversity. A combination of logging, mining and natural drought conditions resulted in massive fires that destroyed a majority of the natural habitats on the southern part of the island. This pattern was repeated throughout the Pacific. In the Marquesas, for example, the Polynesian settlers exterminated eight of twenty sea birds, including shearwaters, petrels, and boobies. Fourteen of the 16 land birds, primarily flightless rails, pigeons, doves, parrots and songbirds became extinct. On Easter Island, the early settlers denuded the entire island of trees and exterminated 22 species of sea birds and all six species of land birds. The Maori people arrived in New Zealand about 900 years ago and by the time the Europeans arrived in mass in the 1840’s, most of the country’s unique avifauna was extinct and nearly 30% of the native forests were cleared. The European invasion of New Zealand resulted in the most extensive and complete biotransformation of any large island in the Pacific. This was a deliberate effort of "Acclimatisation Committees" to make New Zealand more like "home" and included removal of all but 20% of the native forests, filling all but 10% of the wetlands, and importation of over 3198 species of plants and animals. Australians were less successful than the New Zealanders in the biological transformation of their country, largely because of the sheer size of the landmass and the unsuitability of many areas to British plants and animals. In turn, the Australian and New Zealanders imported their favourite plants and animals into many Pacific island countries. Endemic species can be lost in the space of a few months through the destruction of critical habitat or through the introduction of predator, insect pests and diseases. The loss of any habitat on a high island is likely to mean the extinction of species of plants or animals. Recognition of the significance and value of biological diversity is growing within the region. In fact, the economic value of ecosystems was recently carried out in Fiji under its present Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan project. The value of Fiji’s ecosystem services is about FJD1 billion per year. It goes to support the need to look after the ecosystems not only for the resources but for the services they provide to the people. (Sisto, 1998). A number of other Pacific countries such as Samoa, Vanuatu and the Solomon Islands are also currently undertaking similar biodiversity strategy and action plans to support their existing protected are systems. The economies of most PICs are still subsistence based. This means that most Pacific islanders are dependant on local biological and other natural resources for survival. Biological resources not only provide food, clothing, tools, medicines and other material products, but are also critical component of Pacific island cultures- providing the objects of myths and legends. Thus, in the Pacific islands, biodiversity conservation is much more than an economic and an ecological issue, it is also a social and cultural issue. While great strides have been made to protect biodiversity in the region in recent years, the rapid increase in the number and magnitude of threats to biodiversity highlights the need for much greater effort to be placed on biodiversity conservation in the future.

The most vulnerable area affected by global warming is the coral reefs of the Pacific region- that’s Okinawa. 

Davies et al, 7- Gump South Pacific Research Station, UC-Berkeley (Richard B., July 2007, Makoto Tsuchiya, faculty of science, University of the Rukyus,  Rene Galzin, Center of Insular Research and Observations of the Environment, “Biodiversity Research on Coral Reef and Island Ecosystem: Scientific Cooperation in the Pacific Region,” http://www.bioone.org/doi/full/10.2984/1534-6188%282008%2962%5B299%3ABROCRA%5D2.0.CO%3B2 )

The  event was  timely  for the  Pacific  region, where  natural  environments,  including  coral reef and island ecosystems, are increasingly disturbed by human activities. Cooperative science-based projects are urgently required for the conservation and sustainable use of insular ecosystems. Global climate change is having its most dramatic and immediate impact on polar regions and low-lying tropical islands. In the Pacific, phenomena such as increasing ocean temperatures and rising sea levels have impacts on coral reef ecosystems that are undoubtedly serious but remain insufficiently understood. Coral bleaching is probably one of the gravest consequences of climate change, with current bleaching events reported occurring widely with destructive results for coral reef ecosystems. In addition to rising temperatures, global carbon dioxide emissions and the potential acidification of oceans could add to the devastation of coral reefs. Furthermore, coral diseases have been reported recently in many reefs, and these might also be related to the current environmental deterioration. More research is needed to understand the local impact of global changes on small island ecosystems; only then can effective approaches be developed to protect and restore degraded habitats. There is no time for delay if coral reefs are to recover their healthy condition and to maintain the ecosystem function and services on which so many Pacific societies depend.
China and US Cooperating
China and U.S have agreed to cooperate on environmental awareness. 

Xinhua, 8- Xinhua News Agency, Beijing, China (12/4/08, “China vows to cooperate with U.S. On energy, environment, food safety” Lexis Nexis)

BEIJING, Dec. 4 (Xinhua) - China and the United States should further cooperate on energy, environment, as well as the safety of products, food and drugs, said Vice Premier Wang Qishan here on Thursday. Wang made the remarks when addressing the opening ceremony of the fifth strategic economic dialogue (SED) in the morning. Wang said China and the United States have great potential if they cooperate on energy and environment, and have already achieved progress in fields of water, atmosphere, electric power, transportation, forestry and wetlands since the two countries signed framework agreements on energy and environment. Citing the US leading advantages in energy and environment technology, Wang said China now is working on saving energy and reducing emissions, and hopes to continuously conduct closer technological cooperation with the United States. "We hope the US side could strengthen technology transfers to China and implement more concrete measures to promote energy and environment cooperation," he said. On the safety of products, food and drugs, Wang said China and the United States share wide interests. The US Food and Drug Administration opened three offices in China last month to help ensure export safety while China is preparing to place offices in the US as well. "It is a fresh measure taken to meet new needs, helpful for our two nations to enhance communication, deepen mutual trust and learn from each other," Wang said. "I hope we both will take this opportunity to continuously strengthen cooperation on investigating technology, process inspection and information sharing," he added. Initiated by the two presidents in 2006, the twice-yearly SED is the highest-level of dialogue between the two nations. Beijing is hosting the current two-day session.

Lack of US Progress kills Leadership

U.S. lack of environmental is threatening their leadership- Copenhagen proves. 

Northrop and Sassoon, 9- *Program Director for Sustainable Development at the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, **runs SolveClimate.com, a Web site focused on debating and advancing solutions to global warming (2/22/09,  Michael, David, “What Obama Must Do on the Road to Copenhagen,” http://e360.yale.edu/content/feature.msp?id=2116 )

President Obama will face one of the most important moments of his presidency this year on Dec. 18, and he needs his entire cabinet to help him prepare for it over the next 11 months. Dec. 18 is the final day of the global climate meetings in Copenhagen, a day that will signify whether the world community has finally mustered the will to rein in soaring greenhouse gas emissions. That fixed date, combined with escalating scientific urgency and unparalleled political opportunity, make 2009 the do-or-die year for comprehensive federal climate action. Rajendra Pachauri, chairman of the Nobel Prize-winning Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, says that emissions must be stabilized by 2015 and in decline by 2020. Science, in its rightful place, can tolerate no further delay. For Obama, the political winds at his back are now as favorable as they will ever be. He is in a position to seize 2009 and do three things to meet the climate challenge: properly educate the American public about climate change and the need for immediate action; exercise the full might of his executive powers and regulatory discretion under the Clean Air Act to jump-start action; and spend freely from his enormous store of political capital to lead the government to enact comprehensive federal climate legislation. If he does, the United States will reclaim the mantle of global leadership when it takes its seat in Copenhagen. After eight years of U.S. inaction on climate change, American leadership offers the only hope of success. Even if President Obama himself decides to attend the talks — and hopefully he will — his mission will fail unless he carries with him a year’s worth of demonstrated results to lend weight and credibility to the promise he made in his inaugural address to “roll back the specter of a warming planet.” In Copenhagen, his inspiring oratory alone will not be sufficient; he must demonstrate how science has been restored “to its rightful place” in America in strong climate regulation and law. For almost a decade, Americans have been purposefully led astray about the reality of global warming and about the positive relationship that exists between sustainable economic prosperity and environmental stewardship. The new president must use the bully pulpit of his office to provide quick and remedial education. Obama has well chosen his scientific team in John Holdren, the White House science adviser; Jane Lubchenco, the head of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration; and Energy Secretary Steven Chu, and he should empower them and other government scientists to speak loudly, unequivocally, and frequently to the American public about the true science of climate change and the urgency of our present circumstances. The latest science only underscores the need for immediate action, given the acceleration of global ice melt, extreme weather events, dangerous feedback loops, and potentially irreversible changes. The president must also instruct his cabinet to clarify the impact of global climate change on each of their respective portfolios. Global warming has been crammed into a “green” box for the sake of political expediency. Instead, it must be appreciated for its cross-cutting immensity — it is fundamental to national security, global commerce, economic recovery, energy security, public health and safety, agricultural policy, land-use planning, and environmental protection. Obama must also make a prime-time, televised address to the nation about the climate crisis and the need for immediate action and U.S. global leadership. Such a speech would send a clear signal to the American public and the political establishment and prepare them to come together with the nations of the world in Copenhagen to meet this grave challenge. Simultaneously, the president must travel to Copenhagen with real regulatory and legislative achievements. Signs are good that Obama genuinely means business. He is talking frequently about energy and the president must travel to Copenhagen with real regulatory and legislative achievements. Climate change, and his economic recovery package makes important commitments toward green jobs, clean energy, and energy efficiency — $54 billion worth. This is more than a third of the $150 billion he promised over the next 10 years for clean energy investments, so if the package survives its passage through Congress, he will be ahead of schedule on that score. By itself, though, this investment inside a trillion dollar package merely colors the economic recovery with a pale green hue. It is not an energy and climate plan, and Obama will still face heavy regulatory and legislative lifting to turn promise into reality before Copenhagen. Expectations are high that he will exercise the executive authority he already has under the Clean Air Act to achieve some quick victories and put pressure on Congress to act boldly. With former EPA chief Carol Browner heading up his climate team in the White House, Obama has tapped the talent he needs to implement a powerful regulatory strategy. As expected, the EPA’s first order of climate business is already moving forward: granting a long-delayed waiver to California to allow the state to impose more stringent auto emissions rules, which 13 other states are poised to adopt as well. Manufacturers will soon have to deliver higher mileage vehicles on an accelerated schedule. By approving the waiver after a formal review process, EPA administrator Lisa Jackson will guarantee steep future emissions reductions from the transportation sector, and allow the thorny bailout of Detroit to proceed without any doubt as to where the industry must head, despite currently low fuel prices. The boldness of Obama’s regulatory strategy, however, really hinges upon the fate of coal-burning power plants under the Clean Air Act. Since the Supreme Court affirmed in Massachusetts v. EPA that carbon dioxide could be regulated as a pollutant under the law, it has become an open question as to how existing coal plants and permits for new ones will now fare under the act. The EPA plainly has the right to control CO2 emissions, and the real issue is how aggressively the law will be applied. In the short term, the question of coal rests largely in Obama’s hands, and he has the authority to stop new dirty coal plants cold. He proved it his first week in office when the EPA revoked an air permit for the Big Stone II coal plant in South Dakota, pending further review. If that first signal gets amplified, it will certainly change the tone of what happens with coal in Congress longer-term, where powerful lobbies have held science at bay. The president’s executive action on coal will invigorate Copenhagen and bring seriousness to bilateral discussions with China, the world’s coal juggernaut. At his direction, the Clean Air Act can jump-start climate action by speeding aggressive federal standards for building and appliance efficiency and placing limits on other carbon-intensive sources of pollution — steel mills, cement plants, other heavy industries, and shipping. Coming to Copenhagen with the necessary legislative accomplishments — in addition to regulatory ones — will be harder still, but it is essential to Obama’s success. The proposed economic recovery package has been disappointing to advocates of public transit, light rail, and smart growth, with sparse dollars allocated to those needs. But with the federal Transportation Bill up for reauthorization in 2009, Obama has another chance to redirect land use away from highway sprawl and in a low-carbon, mass-transit direction. The administration should also strengthen energy efficiency incentives and clean energy tax credits, adopt a mandatory federal renewable energy target, and increase investment in a clean energy grid. To secure his crowning achievement, Obama must expend political capital in Congress and work with leaders there to complete passage of science-based federal legislation capping greenhouse gas emissions. The legislation must be signed into law this year, as delay into 2010 will wreck it on the shoals of mid-term elections, a time when political courage disappears. There will not be another political opportunity as ripe as now; nor will there be another financial context more sensitive to a strong new signal. As the global economy starts to rise from collapse, it must do so with a price on carbon as part of its cure. There is considerable debate about the form which a cap and a price signal should take — in recent weeks a carbon tax has even been a topic of Obama must expend political capital in Congress to pass legislation capping greenhouse gas emissions. Renewed discussion. None of the options is perfect, but one of them is rising as preferred choice because it protects low-and middle-income families from rising energy prices. It’s called “cap-and-dividend.” Under this program, permits to pollute the air with greenhouse gases would be auctioned and the proceeds returned to citizens. The extra income, which should be targeted especially to the poor, will protect the most vulnerable American families from rising energy prices and will help build a long-term constituency for climate action. In the present economic crisis, the prospect of sending monthly dividend checks to families is a political winner. It makes a cap-and-dividend plan largely immune from criticism that it will be costly to the public, and it increases the chances of passage this year. Many believe it may be necessary to reserve some portion of the auction revenues for investments in clean energy programs at home and in adaptation and technology transfers abroad. Whether the allocations should be shared and what the right ratios ought to be will be the subject of intense political negotiation on Capitol Hill. Cap-and-dividend provides the best point of departure because it creates a fundamental break with business-as-usual. It establishes a new, winning, cognitive frame of reference: the democratic principle that an equal share of the sky belongs to each person. Indeed, Peter Barnes, who originally formulated this concept and has championed it tirelessly, began by asking a simple question: Without a price signal, nobody does, and global warming pollution will proceed essentially unchecked. With cap-and-dividend, everybody owns the sky and the emissions cap then becomes universally comprehensible as it begins to turn us toward a low-carbon future. This American accomplishment, brought by President Obama to Copenhagen along with other concrete actions, would set the stage for passage of a comprehensive international treaty to slow global warming. Now is the year for President Obama to act, while the window of opportunity is wide open.
 U.S. leadership key to global economy. 

Panitchpakdi, 04- director-general of World Trade Organization (2/26/04, Supachai, “American Leadership and the World Trade Organization: What is the Alternative?,” http://www.wto.org/english/news_e/spsp_e/spsp22_e.htm )

I can sum up my message today in three sentences: The United States, more than any single country, created the world trading system. The US has never had more riding on the strength of that system. And US leadership — especially in the current Doha trade talks — is indispensable to the system's success. It is true that as the WTO's importance to the world economy increases, so too does the challenge of making it work: there are more countries, more issues, trade is in the spot light as never before. But the fiction that there is an alternative to the WTO — or to US leadership — is both naïve and dangerous. Naïve because it fails to recognize that multilateralism has become more — not less — important to advancing US interests. Dangerous because it risks undermining the very objectives the US seeks — freer trade, stronger rules, a more open and secure world economy. The Doha Round is a crucial test. The core issues — services, agriculture, and industrial tariffs — are obviously directly relevant to the US. America is highly competitive in services — the fastest growing sector of the world economy, and where the scope for liberalization is greatest. In agriculture too the US is competitive across many commodities — but sky-high global barriers and subsidies impede and distort agricultural trade. Industrial tariffs also offer scope for further liberalization — especially in certain markets and sectors. But what is at stake in these talks is more than the economic benefits that would flow from a successful deal. The real issue is the relevance of the multilateral trading system. Its expanded rules, broader membership, and binding dispute mechanism means that the new WTO — created less than ten years ago — is pivotal to international economic relations. But this means that the costs of failure are also higher — with ramifications that can be felt more widely. Advancing the Doha agenda would confirm the WTO as the focal point for global trade negotiations, and as the key forum for international economic cooperation. The credibility of the institution would be greatly enhanced. But if the Doha negotiations stumble, doubts may grow, not just about the WTO's effectiveness, but about the future of multilateralism in trade.
***PATRIARCHY

Violence Link

Troops in Okinawa abuse women

Kakuchi 7- Nieman fellow and the recipient of a Fellowship for South Asian Reporters from the Foreign Press center Foundation, Japan (Suvendrini, 1/31/07, “respect women before setting up military bases”, http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=36377)
TOKYO, Jan 31, 2007 (IPS) - Japan's plans to boost its defence capability with the support of the United States is being opposed by women's rights activists who say that U.S. military bases in this country are a danger to women who live in their vicinities. More than a hundred women activists and their supporters, including Korean anti-American base groups, held a meeting on Monday night to mark the first anniversary of the murder of a 56-year-old woman who was robbed and killed by an American sailor on January 2006, close to Camp Zama in Yokusuka, Kanagawa prefecture, a suburb of Tokyo. Reiko Ashizawa, one of the organisers, blamed ‘'sheer lack of respect for Asian women in the U.S. military and the Japanese government as the root cause of the problem.'' ‘'We are up against a culture where women's rights are considered secondary. Our demonstration drew attention to this situation,'' she told IPS. Activists say they are ready to fight jointly with their counterparts in Asia - particularly in the Philippines and South Korea - as Tokyo prepares to strengthen collaboration with the U.S. military in Japan. Already Ashizawa has joined other activists to collect signatures and raise funds for a Filipina rape victim. The perpetrator was convicted in December, but was afterwards controversially removed to custody within the premises of the U.S. embassy in Manila under the visiting forces agreement (VFA) between the two countries. According to the Gabriella Women's Party in the Philippines there were 82 cases of sexual abuse committed against women and 15 cases against children by U.S. servicemen before the U.S. Bases Agreement, signed in 1947, was finally terminated in September 1991. Criminal acts and cases of sexual abuse, including the rape of a 12-year-old Japanese girl by three Marines in 1995, resulted in the relocation of the U.S. base within Okinawa prefecture. The U.S. currently maintains 50,000 troops on Japanese soil. Plans have been passed in the Diet (parliament) that provides for the deployment of carrier-based fighter jets in Okinawa and the setting up of a new U.S. radar system for ballistic missile defence on the island. Suzuyo Takasato, a leading activist in Okinawa, heads one of several movements that record in detail instances of violence committed by U.S. military personnel on women in Japan. Takasato points to a survey by activists who scoured newspapers and other publications and also conducted their own research, to find at least six cases of serious crimes perpetrated against women that have led to arrests of U.S. servicemen stationed on Okinawa. ‘'The numbers could be much higher because women do not report every harassment that occurs,'' explained Takasato One argument being advanced against U.S. bases in Japan by activists here is that they are contributing to the fear of abuse of women in other parts of Asia. ‘'The provision of bases on Okinawa for American military personnel make Japanese women feel guilty and they want to increase solidarity with activists from other parts of Asia that are protesting against violations by U.S. servicemen in their countries,'' Takasato told IPS. Official records also indicate that crimes and other incidents involving U.S. military personnel and civilian employees stationed in Japan are rising, though documentation is weak. Japan's defence agency, which was upgraded to the level of a ministry this month, has records that show 1,866 cases in 2004 and 2,079 cases in 2003 - nearly 50 percent higher than a decade ago. Traffic violations, robberies, rape and murder were reported. Under the U.S.-Japan Armed Forces Agreement, American soldiers arrested for crimes against local civilians can either be handed over to Japanese police or placed under U.S. custody but primacy is given to U.S. authority. Protests against such protection go unheeded because of the official argument that U.S. bases are crucial for Japan's security. But women's rights activists and their supporters are not ready to buy that and say respect for women must come first. A landmark ruling in this direction was recorded on Monday when NHK, Japan's public broadcaster, was ordered to pay compensation to an anti-war women's group for altering a television 

Prostitution Policy Link

The Post WWII prostitution policy of the U.S. stripped the rights of women suspected to sell sex, while allowing soldiers to participate in prostitution, fueling the industry and asserting male dominance over women.  

Yuki, 6 (Fujime, “Japanese Feminism and Commercialized Sex: The Union of Militarism and Prohibitionism” “Social Science Japan Journal Vol. 9, No. 1, pp 33–50 “)

Among the salient characteristics of the American Plan, first and foremost is the granting to military authorities the power to establish zones around military bases where the sale of sexual services is prohibited. Often misunderstood is the fact that this provision does not make prostitution in general illegal within these zones. Rather, it is women’s sale of their sexual services that was forbidden; purchase of those services by soldiers was not prohibited. From the early 20th century onward, the US military, like those of various western countries, encouraged soldiers to use antiseptics, and this became a common practice from the World War I through the World War II. The behavior that was prohibited for soldiers was carelessly contracting an STD from having sex without using an antiseptic. They were not reprimanded for purchasing sex as long as they took preventative measures and were even encouraged to do so.  Another point that is easily misunderstood is that under the American Plan, what is established by law is the right of commanders to establish zones in which the sale of sexual services is prohibited. If commanders do not deem it necessary, they are not required to establish these zones. In fact, there are hardly any instances of the rights given by the May Act being exercised domestically (Shimada 1998: 60). Yet, wherever the US military went overseas, it institutionalized the practice of directly administering prostitution zones around its military bases all over the world (Tanaka 2002: 84–99). In short, the setting up of zones where the sale of sexual services is prohibited was not a means of restraining the behavior of military personnel; rather, it was a means of giving the military the right to exercise power over women.  The second characteristic of the American Plan that concerns us here is that the coercion initially applied to women within the limited spaces of the areas surrounding US military bases gradually expanded throughout the entire region. Any woman suspected of engaging in prostitution was forced to submit to a medical examination to check for STDs. Within the areas around the bases where the sale of sex was prohibited, existing brothels and red light districts were shut down, but new forms of prostitution in hotels, dance halls, and taxis quickly emerged. When Allied and local governments realized that the sale of sex and the spread of STDs did not disappear despite the establishment of these zones, they made even greater efforts to apprehend suspected prostitutes. Under the American Plan, vast numbers of women were arrested on the mere suspicion of prostitution and were deprived of their civil rights. They were arrested on the arbitrary judgment of officials and forced to undergo medical examinations. If they were found to be suffering from an STD, they were taken into custody and forced to undergo treatment for their condition. It is reported that during World War I, approximately 35,000 women were arrested. These were not just women who were professional prostitutes but also a considerable number of women simply walking down the street or running errands who were arrested on suspicion of prostitution (Bristow 1996: 119–125; Pivar 2003: 217). This sort of infringement of civil rights recurred during World War II. Hundreds of women living in the neighborhoods surrounding military bases were rounded up and jailed as suspected prostitutes (Sherman 1995: 119–137).
Prostitution Link

Okinawa base contributes to widespread unreported prostitution and rape

Fukumura 7  doctoral student in the Department of History at UC Santa Cruz (Yoko, 2007, “ Okinawa: Effects of long-term US Military presence”, www.genuinesecurity.org/partners/report/Okinawa.pdf) 
 Military Prostitution and Violence Against Women and Children In the past, as many as one in thirty Okinawan women were employed as prostituted women for the U.S. military in “A sign” bars.􀌑 Entertainment districts were built close to military bases immediately after the war. In some cases U.S. military authorities returned land taken for bases to Okinawan planners for purposes of building entertainment areas.􀌒 In 1969, at the height of the U.S. War against Vietnam, the Okinawan police estimated that 7,362 Okinawan women were working in prostitution though others estimated this number to be 10,000 or more. Before reversion in1972, the discussion of an anti-prostitution law was brought up in the Okinawan government assembly on two separate occasions, but nothing was done because of the large economic benefit contributed by these women—larger than the agricultural industry (pineapple and sugarcane combined).􀌓 The women were coerced into prostitution through economic hardship, given the lack of meaningful alternatives. Although counted as part of the underground economy, their wages made a significant contribution to the Okinawan economy. Today, some 7,000 Filipinas (and the number may be much higher), whose home economy is far weaker than that of Japan, are the prostituted women—on entertainment visas—for U.S. military personnel in Okinawa, even though prostitution is illegal in Japan.􀌔 On September 4, 1995, a 12-year-old girl was returning home at 8:30pm after shopping in a neighborhood store near a U.S. military base. Abducted by three U.S. servicemen in a car, her hands, eyes, and mouth bound with duct tape, she was raped, dumped out of the car, and left by the side of a road. Her assailants—two Marines and a sailor—had rented the car inside the base, purchased duct tape and condoms, and left the base with the purpose of abducting a woman and raping her. This incident was one more in a long history of violence against women that has continued in Okinawa throughout the postwar period. However, there were several things different about this case that resulted in a massive outpouring of grief and anger by Okinawan citizens: 1) The victim pressed charges; 2) The rape occurred during the Fourth UN Conference on Women in Beijing where violence against women was declared a human rights violation—this inspired confidence in Okinawan women, especially the large contingent that attended the UN Conference; 3) The rape occurred during the 50th anniversary year of the end of World War II, a time of reflection on 50 years of U.S. military presence in Okinawa; and 4) The age of the victim made it very clear that such violence claims victims without distinction.􀌕 3 The rape of this girl was reported worldwide, but most crimes by U.S. troops (including rape, assault, and murder) are not. Official reports estimate more than 5,394 military crimes against Okinawan people from 1972 to 2005, with 533 of them heinous crimes (1972-2004). Arrested military personnel suspected of committing these crimes numbered 678.􀌍􀌌 These crime figures are a conservative estimate as many crimes are not reported, perhaps especially violence against women. The bases are also associated with drug use and the spread of HIV/AIDS. Mixed-race Amerasian children fathered by U.S. troops have often been abandoned by their fathers and experience discrimination from local people. 

Rape Link

US troops Rape Japanese girls

Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
In September 1995, a school girl was abducted and raped by three U.S. soldiers. The Okinawa prefectural police demanded that the suspects be handed over to Japan, but the U.S. Forces refused to do so. This incident roused the anger of the prefecture’s people and rallies were held in October with 92,000 people participating from across the prefecture. They strongly demanded the eradication of crimes by U.S. soldiers, the revision of the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA), and the realignment and reduction of the bases.

Security Link

US security trades off with the security and rights of women in Okinawa

Kirk*, Matsuoka**, and Okazawa-Rey***, 97--*Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002), **Assistant Professor in the Urban and Environmental Policy Department at Occidental College, ***Ed.D. from Harvard University Graduate School of Education, Director of Women’s Leadership Institute and Visitng Professor in Women’s Studies at Mills College (2002-2005), founding member of the International Network of Women Against Militarism)

(Gwyn, Martha, and Margo, Off Our Backs, Inc., Volume 27, Issue 9, “Women and Children, Militarism, and Human Rights: International Women’s Working Conference”, October 97, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

Takazato argued that the U.S. military presence does not protect local people but endangers them and that there is a need to redefine security for women and children. Officially security is thought of in terms of the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty, with a Status of Forces Act which sets out details of U.S. military operations in Japan. But what is true security, and how to achieve it? For example, in 1996 an interim report on babies born to women living near Kadena Air Force Base showed that these babies have significantly lower birthweights than those in other parts of Okinawa, which local people attribute to stress and noise generated by the base. The U.S.-Japan Security Treaty in no way protected the 12-year old girl who was raped; also in May 1995 a 24-year old woman was beaten to death by a GI with a hammer in the doorway of her house. Women's lack of security is directly linked to this Security Treaty.
Power Relations Link

Dominance and subordination power relations in the military define the exploitation of women through various forms of sexual violence

Kirk, 08-Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002)

(Gwyn, Washington, DC: Foreign Policy In Focus, "Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific”, March 14, 2008, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific) Massive

The power dynamics of militarism in the Asia-Pacific region rely on dominance and subordination. These hierarchical relationships, shaped by gender, can be seen in U.S. military exploitation of host communities, its abuse and contamination of land and water, and the exploitation of women and children through the sex industry, sexual violence, and rape. Women’s bodies, the land, and indigenous communities are all feminized, treated as dispensable and temporary. What is constructed as “civilized, white, male, western, and rational” is held superior to what is defined as “primitive, non-white, female, non-western, and irrational.” Nations and U.S. territories within the Asia-Pacific region are treated as inferiors with limited sovereignty or agency in relation to U.S. foreign policy interests that go hand-in-hand with this racist/sexist ideology.
Militarism Link/Militarism = Dehumanization

Militarism promotes a practice of dehumanizing others that creates a justification of sexually assaulting women, multiple warrants

Unity of Women for the Motherland, 02 (Briefing Paper, 3-8-2002, http://www.yonip.com/main/articles/womenmilitary.html) Massive

Negative effects of U.S. militarism on women and children in East Asia include sexual exploitation, physical and sexual violence, and the dire situation of many Amerasian children. Violence against women often goes unreported due to the victim's shame and fear along with their belief that perpetrators will remain beyond the reach of the law. Women who work in bars, massage parlors, and brothels near U.S. bases are particularly vulnerable to physical and sexual violence.  The sexual activity of foreign-based U.S. military personnel, including (but not exclusively) prostitution, has had very serious effects on women's health, precipitating HIV/AIDS, sexually transmitted diseases, unwanted pregnancies and unsafe abortions, drug and alcohol dependency, and mental illness. Military personnel are also trained to demanize "others" as part of their preparation for war. Their pent-up frustration, aggression, and fear are absorbed by East Asian communities, especially women and children, through reckless driving, assaults, and military prostitution. Sexism is central to a militarized masculinity, which involves physical strength, emotional detachment, the capacity for violence and killing, and an appearance of invulnerability.  Male sexuality is assumed to be uncontrollable and in need of regular release, so prostitution is built into military operations, directly or indirectly, with the agreement of host governments.

The militarized security system is rooted in an ideology of patriarchy that allows the rapes of countless Japanese women

Akibayashi* and Takazato**, 09-*Ed. D from the Teachers College Columbia University, associate professor at the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University, International Vice President of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, **Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Kozue and Suzuyo, The Bases of Empire: The Global Struggle Against Military Posts, ed. by Catherine Lutz, pages 266 and 267, accessed via Google Books) Massive

The practical aspect of analysis, connection, and solidarity among feminist activists worldwide has not been the only empowering experience for women in the struggle. As has happened so many times in the past, people in communities hosting U.S. bases have been divided over such issues as public economic support for the financially distressed localities, and thus have felt isolated and disempowered, unable to mount or maintain protest actions. OWAAMV women have also, at times, been lone voices against a patriarchy that is, they argue, the source of the militarized security system. Not only people in the local communities but also members of communities across borders share knowledge, analysis, and deep rage against injustice, as well as a vision of a demilitarized world with gender justice. Here, we see possibility and hope for transformation. Those who struggle for the

Okinawa Patriarchy = Dehumanization

Women are subjected to brutal and dehumanizing violence, including being raped in front of their husbands

Eiko, 05-Okinawa Women’s Act against Military Violence

(Asato, Transnational Institute, “The Human Right of Children and Women under the US Military Administration: Raped Lives”, 7-18-05, http://tniclone.test.koumbit.net/archives/asem-seoul_008eiko) Massive

One thing that was revealed was that there were frequent group rapes by beastly soldiers. It is also said that even during the war when the situation became very tense, US soldiers attacked village women in groups. There were women who were raped in front of their husbands. It can be said that in Okinawa both during and after the war, anybody could be subjected to rape. Even after the reversion of Okinawa to Japan, more than 4,700 incidents and accidents involving the US military has ignored the human rights of people of Okinawa. It was not that they did not file complaints but rather that they were placed under a system where they were not allowed to do so. Given the reality that US military is still present, Okinawa is still under a war state.

Dehumanization Turns Impacts

Dehumanization makes every impact inevitable

David Berube 97, professor of speech communication, NANOTECHNOLOGY MAGAZINE, June/July http://www.cla.sc.edu/ENGL/faculty/berube/prolong.htm

Assuming we are able to predict who or what are optimized humans, this entire resultant worldview smacks of eugenics and Nazi racial science.  This would involve valuing people as means.  Moreover, there would always be a superhuman more super than the current ones, humans would never be able to escape their treatment as means to an always further and distant end.   This means-ends dispute is at the core of Montagu and Matson's treatise on the dehumanization of humanity.  They warn: "its destructive toll is already greater than that of any war, plague, famine, or natural calamity on record -- and its potential danger to the quality of life and the fabric of civilized society is beyond calculation.   For that reason this sickness of the soul might well be called the Fifth Horseman of the Apocalypse....  Behind the genocide of the holocaust lay a dehumanized thought; beneath the menticide of deviants and dissidents... in the cuckoo's next of America, lies a dehumanized image of man... (Montagu & Matson, 1983, p. xi-xii).  While it may never be possible to quantify the impact dehumanizing ethics may have had on humanity, it is safe to conclude the foundations of humanness offer great opportunities which would be foregone.  When we calculate the actual losses and the virtual benefits, we approach a nearly inestimable value greater than any tools which we can currently use to measure it.   Dehumanization is nuclear war, environmental apocalypse, and international genocide.  When people become things, they become dispensable.  When people are dispensable, any and every atrocity can be justified.  Once justified, they seem to be inevitable for every epoch has evil and dehumanization is evil's most powerful weapon. 
AT: No Patriarchy

400 women, as young as 9 months old, are victims of violence that is dominant in military culture in Japan

Kirk, 08-Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002)

(Gwyn, Washington, DC: Foreign Policy In Focus, "Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific”, March 14, 2008, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific) Massive

Violence against women is pervasive at U.S. bases in the region and in prevailing military culture and training. The case of Okinawa is especially shocking. In the past 62 years, there have been 400 reported cases of women who have been attacked, kidnapped, abused, gang-raped, or murdered by U.S. troops. Victims have included a nine-month old baby and girls between six and 15 years old. Most recently, in February 2008, Staff Sgt. Tyrone Luther Hadnott, aged 38, of Camp Courtney in Okinawa, was arrested and charged with raping a 14-year-old girl.

More than 180 disclosed cases of rape have been committed—that number will rise absent the plan

Eiko, 05-Okinawa Women’s Act against Military Violence

(Asato, Transnational Institute, “The Human Right of Children and Women under the US Military Administration: Raped Lives”, 7-18-05, http://tniclone.test.koumbit.net/archives/asem-seoul_008eiko) Massive

Following the 1995 incident in which US soldiers raped an elementary school girl, women in Okinawa began to investigate incidents of rape, which had occurred after the World War II. First, they collected newspaper clippings and cases on which they had already acquired testimonies. Although this was not a full-scale interview survey, a picture of the post-war rape incidents began to be revealed. According to a report entitled "Post-War Crimes against Women of Okinawa by US Soldiers" by the Association of Women in Action Against Military and Military Bases, the number of rape cases between 1945 and 1997 was about 180, of which 22 were committed against young women less than 20 years of age. A nine-month-old baby was even included. However, this figure is only the tip of the iceberg. Many of the crimes committed by soldiers have not been disclosed. The problems of raped of women in Okinawa during and after the war remain to be revealed.

At least 300 cases that can be uncovered illustrate the military violence against women in Okinwa-however, countless cases still go unreported

Akibayashi* and Takazato**, 09-*Ed. D from the Teachers College Columbia University, associate professor at the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University, International Vice President of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, **Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Kozue and Suzuyo, The Bases of Empire: The Global Struggle Against Military Posts, ed. by Catherine Lutz, page 260, accessed via Google Books) Massive

Having worked with many victims and survivors of sexual violence, OMAAMV women started to compile the cases which were brought to their attention or those which occurred in their own communities that were never reported to the police, including in the accounts and memoirs both documented cases and those recorded as oral histories. The most current, seventh revision of the chronology, accounts for around 300 cases of different sorts of assaults against women and girls, including cases of gang rape, attempted rape, abduction, and murder. OWAAMV members’ efforts to collect cases from various sources including oral histories that illustrate the realities of military violence against women.
Even after major incidents that draw national attention, brutal acts of violence from the US military still occur daily

Eiko, 05-Okinawa Women’s Act against Military Violence

(Asato, Transnational Institute, “The Human Right of Children and Women under the US Military Administration: Raped Lives”, 7-18-05, http://tniclone.test.koumbit.net/archives/asem-seoul_008eiko) Massive

I looked through newspapers of those days in order to find out more about the Yumiko incident. I was surprised when I skimmed through the papers of about two weeks from September 4 to 19. One week after the Yumiko incident, an American soldier raped another 9-year-old girl. In those days incidents and accidents involving American soldiers were happening almost everyday. I will just list the cases, which occurred during the period between September 4 and 19. September 6: A foreign man attacked F (a 20-year-old woman) from Kita-Nakagusuku Village on the way home from her friend's house, and attempted to assault her, but she had a narrow escape as a passing taxi driver protected her. September 5 at about 2 p.m.: A practice bomb was dropped from a US rocket plane which was flying over a field north of Isagawa District, Haji Village from south to north. The bomb was emitting white smoke, and it caused a big uproar, but fortunately there was no damage to human life. September 10: A B-29 bomber from Kadena Air Base crashed into the ocean near Miyako-jima. September 11: The "second Yumiko incident" occurred. At about midnight on September 10, Mr. A (46 years old), a farmer living in Myodo 5, Gushikawa Village and his wife T noticed the sound of someone trying to break down the front door. Mr. A opened the door and a black soldier stepped into the living room without taking off his shoes and demanded a woman. Mr. A said there were no women in the house but the soldier was insistent. Surprised, Mr. A let his eldest daughter (11 years old) escape from the back door. Then, he went out to get aid from a neighbor, leaving the second daughter B (9 years old), first son (six), and second son (4) sleeping in the bedroom. When he came back, he found that the second daughter B had been kidnapped. Together with the neighbors, he looked for her in the neighborhood. And 20 minutes later, B came home crying with her abdominal region covered with blood. At about 3 a.m. on September 12, three black soldiers tried to get into the women's dormitory in Koya district, Korai Village, but ran away as people began to make noise. From the 10th to 11th in the jurisdiction of Macbara Police Station in Gushikawa Village, five incidents by American soldiers including burglaries and arson, occurred one after another. At about 11 p.m. on the 14th, two black soldiers entered the house of Ms. Okawa Hanako in the Perry District, Naha City. Her husband discovered the soldiers taking the sleeping Hanako's clothes off and trying to rape her. When the husband tried to stop them, they tried to strangle him, hit his face, and stabbed him on his right arm, but ran away. Mr. A., a taxi driver, was almost robbed of his car by two black soldiers on the road to the beach. On the 19th, three American soldiers entered the house of Mr. Y. in Naha City with their shoes on. They threatened the family, demanding women, but when the family cried out for help, they ran away. In the whole surrounding area, such break-ins have been frequent. On the 19th, three foreign soldiers whom he picked up in Naha City and asked to be taken to the Harbor View threatened a taxi driver. They put a knife to his neck. The rule and occupation of the US military continued afterwards, and there was a constant stream of incidents, with residents and children as victims.

Bases Make Areas Vulnerable
Areas around Okinawa bases are poor and desperate, making women in them vulnerable to sexual abuse and rape

Funabashi, 99- Chief diplomatic correspondent of Asahi Shimbun and contributing editor of Foreign Policy, doctorate from Keio University, a Nieman Fellow at Harvard University (1975-76), a visiting Fellow at the Institute for International Economics (1987), a Donald Keene Fellow at Columbia University (2003), Distinguished Guest Scholar at the Brookings Institution in Washington, D.C. (2005-2006), and Visiting Professor at the University of Tokyo Public Policy Institute (2005-2006)

(Yoichi, Alliance Adrift, Council on Foreign Relations Press New York, page 298) 

If there was an accident involving U.S. aircraft, it was always front-page news. The Prefectural Assembly discussed it. When it was a women victim of sexual assault by a U.S. soldier, however, it only made the social section. Prior to the schoolgirl rape, an incident had taken place in May in Naha City in which a 24-year-old Okinawan woman had been hammered to death by a U.S. soldier. The newspapers pigeonholed it as a “love triangle gone wrong”, writing that the woman had been divorced-as if that had anything to do with it. Takazato cited that example and called for a change in journalists’ attitudes. Takazato had worked for many years as a women’s counselor. She had seen many of the victims of rapes perpetuated by U.S. servicemen. Unable to tell anyone and with no one’s help, the victims bore huge psychological scars. Takazato continued, “In this rape, the perpetrators say they discussed first going to a brothel on the side of the base. But they decided not to because it was poor and dirty and reminded them of home. So they rented a car, drove a long way out and committed the rape. American economic power is not as strong as it once was and the areas around the bases are some of the poorest, the American soldiers now prowling around residential areas demanding free sex. The housing area is totally vulnerable without any fencing. The whole of Okinawa is exposed to the sexual violence of the bases.” By posing the violation of human rights derived from the structural violence of the military as the “base question,” Takazato challenged the equation by changing it from one of “peace” and “land” and “accidents” to one of “human rights” and women’s rights.”

SoFA Prevents Justice

And unequal provisions under SOFA prevent servicemen from being punished for their crimes

Funabashi, 99- Chief diplomatic correspondent of Asahi Shimbun and contributing editor of Foreign Policy, doctorate from Keio University, a Nieman Fellow at Harvard University (1975-76), a visiting Fellow at the Institute for International Economics (1987), a Donald Keene Fellow at Columbia University (2003), Distinguished Guest Scholar at the Brookings Institution in Washington, D.C. (2005-2006), and Visiting Professor at the University of Tokyo Public Policy Institute (2005-2006)

(Yoichi, Alliance Adrift, Council on Foreign Relations Press New York, page 299) Massive

Denunciation was fierce. The Girard case, which took place almost 40 years ago, immediately flashed in people’s minds. Why couldn’t they be handed over to the Japanese when they were arrested? Article 17 had been criticized as an “unequal provision” ever since SOFA had come into force in 1960. There had been more than 4,500 U.S. military-related crimes since Okinawa’s reversion in 1972, including 12 murders. Each time there had been trouble with handling the suspects over into Japanese custody and compensation for the victims. With the suspects held in custody inside the bases, if they escaped back to the United States, there was nothing the Japanese authorities could do. Additionally, jurisdiction depended on whether the crime had been committed “on duty” or “off duty”. If it had been committed on duty, then the Americans had primary right. However, whether it was on or off duty was determined by whether the commander of the U.S. armed forced issued a testimonial to that effect.

Justice System Corrupt

Many cases are never brought to light by a justice system that goes to extreme lengths to prevent rape trials

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

The police closed the case when the girl in Okinawa, who was under enormous pressure, dropped the accusation against the soldier, saying that she just wanted to be left alone. Under Japanese criminal law, the crime of rape cannot be brought into the court unless the victim files the case, supposedly in order to protect the victims. In fact, it has served to prevent victims from pursuing justice in the Japanese court, where a victim of sexual violence still often faces insensitive questions or attack based on sexual prejudice. Even if a victim wishes to pursue the case, the prosecutor's office may not want to press the charge when they see little chance of winning. The Hiroshima case also proved that the Japanese justice system can offer little help for victims of sexual violence. We were terribly shocked when the prosecutors dropped the charge against the Marines without clarifying the reason. The victim recently told in tears that she was too ashamed to tell that she had agreed to have sex with one of the Marines. That the prosecutors failed to understand her fears and feelings of shame and failed to acquire enough evidence to disprove the Marines' claim that their sexual acts were on mutual agreement-despite the fact that the victim was robbed, forcibly raped several times and left crying in the car park-clearly shows serious flaws in the Japanese criminal justice system. Both cases were brought to the U.S. military court for trial regardless of the Japanese criminal procedure.

Unequal punishments for American soldiers and Okinawan residents exemplify the prejudice and lack of concern with the rights of Okinawan women

Takazato, 97-Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Suzuyo, Canadian Women Studies, Volume 19, Number 4, report to the International Confrence on Violence against Women in War and Armed Conflict Situations, “Report From Okinawa: Long-Term U.S. Military Presence”, October/November 1997, http://pi.library.yorku.ca/ojs/index.php/cws/article/viewFile/7929/7060) Massive

T h e freedom of activity of U.S. military forces stationed in Okinawa is guaranteed, but policies to prevent crimes or support victims of crimes committed by U.S. troops has never even been discussed. There is no systematic data on U.S. military crimes. U.S. authorities proclaimed that the rape of the wife or daughter of a U.S. serviceman would result in the death penalty for the assailant. In contrast, punishments for U.S. military crimes were light. In many cases, because the suspect was returned to the U.S., the trial verdict was never known. Until 1972, U.S. military crimes were handled by military courts-martial, and only after Reversion were trials held under the Japanese legal system. During the 27 years 0fU.S. military control there was no accurate report of the results of military courts- martial. Even today, there is no complete report of the total number of incidents and how they are dealt with. Some cases are adjudicated through the Japanese courts; while crimes committed inside U.S. bases that result in a court-martial are tried entirely separately.
Twisted logic in Japan holds the victim with blame for crimes committed by the U.S. service men, as sacrifice for security

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

The attack against the victim was even more severe in the rape case against a 14-year-old girl in Okinawa because it reminded many people of the 1995 rape of a 12-year-old girl that shook the foundation of the U.S. Japan military alliance. While many protest actions were organized, abusive comments against the victim flooded the internet, and some mass media in mainland Japan exploited the traditional sexual prejudice to shift the blame onto the victim. A popular weekly magazine published an article titled "The girl followed the Marine when she should have known that it might be danger- ous," suggesting that the victim was partly responsible for her carelessness in accepting the soldier's offer of a ride. Sankei, a major newspaper, even published an editorial claiming that the real problem was the lack of education on the part of the girl about the danger of U.S. Marines. They went on to blame the anti-base groups as "exploiting the case" and being "irresponsible" because the retreat of the U.S. military in Japan may destabilize the military balance in East Asia and may invite danger for the nation. It is such twisted logic that those so-called realists preach that women and girls living next to the U.S. military should behave well and accept the danger of rape, for the sake of the safety of the nation. My office ( the Asia-Japan Women's Resource Center) and Okinawan women's group also received a lot of nasty calls and e-mails, including some from women.

US military personel have no boundaries on their sexual violence because of such weak regulations; the US government will turn over rapists to the Japanese government just because they know there will be a lighter sentence

Takazato, 07-Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Suzuyo, Peace Work, “Outposts of Violence: Sixty Years of Women’s Activism Against US Military Bases”, February 2007, http://www.peaceworkmagazine.org/node/451) Massive

US soldiers' sexual crimes know no national boundaries. On November 1, 2005, a woman was raped by a US Marine while three others looked on. The four Marines belonged to a unit stationed in Okinawa, but were at Subic Bay participating in a joint "war-on-terror" exercise with the Philippines military. On December 4, 2006, only one of them, Lance Cpl. Daniel Smith, was convicted in Philippines court, while the others were acquitted and immediately returned to Okinawa. Smith may face 20 to 40 years of imprisonment, though he has since been returned to US custody and many doubt that he will serve his sentence. In a similar case in Okinawa in June 2001, the sentence was only three years, demonstrating a clear contrast between the criminal justice systems of Japan and the Philippines regarding sexual crimes. In fact, the US government has agreed to turn suspects over to Japanese authorities in cases of rape because of the light sentences for sexual crimes in Japan.

Dichotomies between the rapist and victim prevent the victim from winning their case, and are often oppressed by the military

Akibayashi* and Takazato**, 09-*Ed. D from the Teachers College Columbia University, associate professor at the College of International Relations at Ritsumeikan University, International Vice President of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, **Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Kozue and Suzuyo, The Bases of Empire: The Global Struggle Against Military Posts, ed. by Catherine Lutz, page 266, accessed via Google Books) Massive

Feminist international scholars have already argued that a gender perspective effectively reveals an unequal dichotomy between the protector and the protested on which the present security system has been built (Peterson 1992). The OWAAMV movement illustrates from a gender perspective that “the protected,” who are structurally deprived of political power, are in fact not protected by the militarized security policies; rather their livelihoods are made insecure by these very policies. The movement has also illuminated the fact that “gated” bases do not confine military violence to within the bases. Those hundreds-of-miles-long fences around the bases are there only to assure the readiness of the military and military operations by excluding and even oppressing the people living outside the gated bases.

Troops Cause Rape

Crimes and rape are prevalent in Okinawa because of US troops

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

IN RECENT MONTHS, THE U.S. military commander in Japan has been busy making apologies over the series of sexual violence cases involving American soldiers. On October 9, 2007, the son of a U.S. military captain in Okinawa was arrested for raping a woman on the Kadena base on Okinawa. On October 14, four Marines from the Iwakuni Base gang raped a 19-year-old woman in Hiroshima. On February 11, a marine in Okinawa sexually assaulted a 14-year-old girl, and another U.S. military serviceman was arrested for raping a Filipino woman in Okinawa on February 20. These shocking events were further followed by the arrest of a 22-year-old soldier who killed a taxi driver in Yokosuka, Kanagawa, on April 3. Crimes and accidents by American soldiers are hardly new in communities hosting the bases, particularly in Okinawa, which hosts nearly threequarters of the U.S. military bases in Japan. Okinawa is a southern group of small islands that was forcibly annexed to Japan in the 19th century, badly damaged in the Pacific War, and kept under the U.S. military occupation until 1970. Even after its return to Japan, the government has allowed the U.S. military to continue to use the lands, which were forcibly taken from the people, for military purposes. Perpetrators have rarely been indicted because they are protected by the Status of Forces Agreement, and most victims are left without justice or compensation. However, when a 12-year-old girl was gang raped by three soldiers in 1995 (which was also the year of the World Conference of Women, for which Okinawan women were organizing), the local communities' rage over continued human rights violations and the inaction of the Japanese government led to mass protests. The Japanese government and the U.S. military authority promised to take measures to lessen the burden of communities hosting the bases and to provide "favorable consideration" to the Japanese police in cases of serious crimes involving murder and rape.

Rape will continue unless the US military is removed

Schrimer, 96-history professor at Boston University

(Daniel B., Monthly Review, Volume 47, Issue 9, Monthly Review Foundation, Inc., “Japan and the Global Policeman”, February 1996, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

As a democratic-minded U.S. citizen I condemn the rape of the Okinawa schoolgirl, for which three U.S. servicemen have been arrested. I believe militarism with its teaching and practice of violence and domination inflames male supremacist attitudes and leads to such brutalities against women. I agree, therefore, with those Japanese who say that the U.S. military presence in their country lies at the root of this sexist crime. I applaud the Japanese peace movement both for demanding that bases be removed and for supporting the popular protests that have expressed this demand. Above all, I must pay tribute to the people of Okinawa who lead this campaign for democratic rights and peace, with their magnificent demonstration of 85,000 on October 21. Military records show U.S. servicemen in Japan have been tried for sexual crimes more than anywhere else.(1) This history suggests that as long as the U.S. military remains in Japan, there will be more such crimes.

Okinawa is the most violent US base in the entire world—this prompts mass outrage from Okinawan citizens

Shorrock, 00-Labor activist and investigative journalist with focus in US foreign policy, US national security and intelligence and East Asian Politics

(Tim, Foreign Policy in Focus, Volume 5, Issue 22, “Okinawa and the U.S. Military in Northeast Asia”, July 12, 2000, accessed via quesia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

In 1994 the brutal rape of a 12-year-old girl by three U.S. Marines sparked massive protests from Okinawans demanding the removal of the U.S. bases. Many Okinawans believe the 1994 rape was just the tip of the iceberg. Since 1988, Navy and Marine Corps bases in Japan (almost all of them in Okinawa) have registered the highest number--169--of court-martial cases for sexual assault of all U.S. military bases worldwide. And despite attempts by the Pentagon to control its soldiers, the violence against women continues. In early July 2000, the island was again in an uproar after a U.S. Marine was accused of molesting a 14-year-old schoolgirl after having snuck into her unlocked apartment in Okinawa City.
Women are the targets of more sexual violence in Okinawa then in any other base in the world—it’s time to remove the troops, they have suffered for 53 years

IPS, 98 (Danielle Knight, “Women Demand End to Military Violence”, 10-9-98, http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/50/102.html) Massive

A delegation of women from the Japense island of Okinawa - scene of ones of the bloodiest battles of World War II - is calling for more than just policy changes. Charging that military bases have disturbed life on their island for more than half a century, the Okinawa Women's Peace Caravan is calling for the dismantling of 42 U.S. military bases. "Fifty-three years is long enough. We have really suffered," says Suzuyo Takazato, director of the Japan-based Okinawan Women Act Against Military Violence. "'Prostitution and rape are the military system's outlets for pent up aggression and methods of maintaining control and discipline - the target being local community women." The rape of a 12-year-old Okinawan girl by three U.S. servicemen in 1995 sparked the women and uncover a wider trend of sexual violence by the military on the island. "More marines and navy sailors were tried for rapes, child molestation's and other sexual assaults at bases in Japan than at at any other military site in the world," she says. Computer records of Navy and Marine Corps cases since 1988 show bases in Japan with a total of 41,008 personnel, held 169 courts martial for sexual assaults, she says. This was 66 percent more than the second location, San Diego, California, which had 102 cases out of 93,792 personnel.

Military and crimes have a direct correlation-there will still be rape unless the troops are removed 

OTI Online, 97 (Rick Mercier, On The Issues: The Progressive Woman’s Magazine, “Way Off Base: The Shameful History of Military Rape in Okinawa”, Winter 1997, http://www.ontheissuesmagazine.com/1997winter/w97_Mercier.php) Massive

A glance at the litany of crimes reveals a correlation between U.S. military action in Asia and violence directed against women in Okinawa. During the Vietnam War era, 17 women were murdered by military personnel who were on R and R leave, were training for combat, or were somehow already involved in the war effort, which in Okinawa included daily B-52 sorties originating from Kadena Air Force Base. Eleven of the victims worked serving soldiers as bar hostesses or sauna attendants - occupations that helped keep the GIs happy and thus maintained their willingness to kill in other Asian countries. It was in this way that the military's violence in Southeast Asia - often initiated in Okinawa - boomeranged back to Japan's remote island prefecture, where Okinawan women became the victims of deadly attack.

Must Remove Bases

Women will continue to get beaten, abused, and raped unless the bases are removed
Johnson, 8-Ph.D. in political science from University of California, Berkeley, professor emeritus of the University of California, San Diego, president and co-founder of the Japan Policy Research Institute

(Chalmers, Asia Times, “The ‘Rape’ of Okinawa”, 7-03-2008, http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article19481.htm) Massive

It all seemed deadly familiar: an adult, 38-year-old US Marine sergeant accused by the Okinawan police of sexually violating a 14-year-old Okinawan schoolgirl. He claims he did not actually rape her but only forcibly kissed her, as if knocking down an innocent child and slobbering all over her face is OK if you're a representative of the American military forces. The accused marine has now been released because the girl has refused to press charges - perhaps because he is innocent as he claimed or perhaps because she can't face the ignominy of appearing in court.   Let us briefly recall some of the other incidents since the notorious 1995 kidnapping, beating and gang rape of a 12-year-old girl by two marines and a sailor in Kin village, Okinawa. The convicted assailants in that outrage were Marine Private First Class Roderico Harp, Marine Private First Class Kendrick Ledet and Seaman Marcus Gill. Other incidents of bodily harm, intimidation and death continue in Okinawa on an almost daily basis, including hit-and-run collisions between American troops and Okinawans on foot or on auto bikes, robberies and assaults, bar brawls and drunken and disorderly conduct.   On June 29, 2001, a 24-year-old air force staff sergeant, Timothy Woodland, was arrested for publicly raping a 20-year-old Okinawan woman on the hood of a car.   On November 2, 2002, Okinawan authorities took into custody Marine Major Michael J Brown, 41 years old, for sexually assaulting a Filipina barmaid outside the Camp Courtney officer's club.   On May 25, 2003, Marine Military Police turned over to Japanese police a 21-year-old lance corporal, Jose Torres, for breaking a 19-year-old woman's nose and raping her, once again in Kin village.   In early July 2005, a drunken air force staff sergeant molested a 10-year-old Okinawan girl on her way to Sunday school. He at first claimed to be innocent, but then police found a photo of the girl's nude torso on his cell phone.   After each of these incidents and innumerable others that make up the daily police blotter of Japan's most southerly prefecture, the commander of US forces in Okinawa, a Marine Corps lieutenant general, and the American ambassador in Tokyo, make public and abject apologies for the behavior of US troops.   Occasionally the remorse goes up to the Pacific commander-in-chief or, in the most recent case, to the secretary of state. On February 27, Condoleezza Rice said, "Our concern is for the girl and her family. We really, really deeply regret it." The various officers responsible for the discipline of US troops in Japan invariably promise to tighten supervision over them, who currently number 92,491, including civilian employees and dependents. But nothing ever changes. Why?   Because the Japanese government speaks with a forked tongue. For the sake of the Okinawans forced to live cheek-by-jowl with 37 US military bases on their small island, Tokyo condemns the behavior of the Americans. Prime Minister Yasuo Fukuda called the recent assault "unforgivable" and demanded tighter military discipline. But that is as far as it goes.   The Japanese government has never even discussed why a large standing army of Americans is garrisoned on Japanese territory, some 63 years after the end of World War II. There is never any analysis in the Japanese press or by the government of whether the Japanese-American Security Treaty actually requires such American troops.   Couldn't the terms of the treaty be met just as effectively if the marines were sent back to their own country and called on only in an emergency? The American military has never agreed to rewrite the Status of Forces Agreement, as demanded by every local community in Japan that plays host to American military facilities, and the Japanese government meekly goes along with this stonewalling.   Once an incident "blows over", as this latest one now has, the pundits and diplomats go back to their boiler-plate pronouncements about the "long-standing and strong alliance" (Rice in Tokyo), about how Japan is an advanced democracy (although it has been ruled by the same political party since 1949 except for a few years after the collapse of the Soviet Union), and about how indispensable America's empire of over 800 military bases in other people's countries is to the maintenance of peace and security.   As long as Japan remains a satellite of the United States, women and girls in Okinawa will continue to be slugged, beaten and raped by heavily armed young Americans who have no other reason for being there than the pretensions of American imperialism. As long as the Japanese government refuses to stand up and demand that the American troops based on its territory simply go home, nothing will change.

All other alternatives fail, measures in the past have failed to reduce crimes and people who have spoken out have been punished by the government

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

In the 13 years since then, we have seen little improvement. Crimes and accidents by American soldiers have not been reduced, and victims still face difficulty in accessing justice. Rather, the voices of complaint and dissent have been silenced, and Japan has been more deeply involved in the U.S. global military order. The communities that voted against the bases were punished by cuts in government subsidies, and three peace activists were convicted for distributing anti-war flyers. Although the on-going realignment of the U.S. forces is expected to lessen the burden on Okinawa, it will increase the strategic importance of the forces in Japan. Issues of environmental impact, noise and the safety of women and children have never been discussed in the realignment processes.
The deep rooted patriarchy in Japan oppresses women, especially in the fight to remove US military bases and in terms of sexual violence

Tanji, 03-Research Fellow at the Human Rights Education Centre for Advanced Studies in Australia, Asia and the Pacific (CASAAP), Curtin University of Technology, Australia

(Miyume, Japan and Okinawa: Structure and subjectivity, ed. by Glenn D. Hook and Richard Siddle, page 182, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

The 'Okinawa Struggle' itself is gendered. In the past, some male anti-base activists criticized women activists for 'trivializing' the security issue as a women's issue. Today, women are welcomed and accepted into the 'Okinawa Struggle' with an emphasis on their role as mothers and for their supposedly closer relationship to nature. In 1999 in Okinawa I often heard comments from male activists that women were the most 'energetic' forces of today's Okinawan anti-base movement. The Okinawan women activists and predominantly male actors maintain 'Okinawan' solidarity against the US military and the Japanese government, as long as the underlying sphere of conflict, that is, patriarchy in Okinawan society, lies hidden under the surface. This is perhaps why the women activists in Okinawa, even feminists, often rely on the strategic use of the essentialist notions attached to 'Okinawan women'. In many local communities in the Ryukyu Islands, women have been traditionally entrusted with a role as masters of important religious rituals, for their abilities to make contact with spiritual beings. As shamans at the local level, these women have often functioned as guardians of the traditional patriarchal social order, which is oppressive to women. For example, local shamans contributed to the survival of totome, a Confucian-infused local tradition that prohibited female inheritance of ancestry cards and entire family assets including land, laying the groundwork for the local custom of privileging male children. The term 'unai', as used by contemporary Okinawan feminists, embodies the power of goddesses that the ancient women in the Ryukyus were believed to possess to protect the well-being of male siblings, and, by extension, the entire local community (Shinzato 1994). The application of terms that signify 'Okinawan women' entails the risk of supporting gender stereotypes in a patriarchal community of protest in Okinawa. However, the intentional use of the concept of 'unai' establishes solidarity among the Okinawan sisters through an empowering irony; it also creates a healthy distance from the mainstream actors in the 'Okinawa Struggle', which is not a women's movement as such.

Rape Accepted
Patriarchy in militarism creates an ideology that characterizes rape as “blowing off steam”

Transnational Institute, 07 (TNI, “Sex Crimes and Prostitution”, March 2007,  http://www.tni.org/archives/act/16374) Massive

The heady mix of machismo and militarism that pervades US army bases generally means trouble for relations with local women. The areas surrounding many bases have high levels of prostitution, while the government agreements protecting US soldiers from prosecution mean that sex crimes are rarely met with adequate severity. US military authorities have tended toward the idea that prostitution provides a useful way for soldiers stationed thousands of miles from wives or girlfriends to “let off steam”. The welfare of the women providing these “rest and recreational” opportunities is rarely of concern: prostitution around bases and ports used by US navy ships in the Philippines and Thailand fuels the trafficking of women throughout south-east Asia, while living conditions and standards of health amongst sex workers are often low. The attitude of US army doctors to local women seeking HIV tests illustrates military attitudes – women are tested to ensure that they are a safe, HIV-free commodity for the soldiers, but are not offered safe sex advice or supplies to protect themselves.

No Help for Victims

After a rape, women often do not receive medical care or proper attention from the police

Womensenews.org, 09 (Catherine Makino, “Rape Victim Case of Police Abuse in Japan”, 1-2-09, http://www.womensenews.org/story/the-world/090102/rape-victim-presses-case-police-abuse-japan) Massive

"I have been asking since the day I was raped," she says. "I even wrote letters to President Bush, Condoleezza Rice, the U.S. military and government officials. They still have not gotten back to me." Jane alleges that after the rape, she went to the police who then kept her in custody for 12 hours. She was afraid they would arrest her if she left and says she was in shock. The police moved her from a small room, then to the scene of the crime, then back to the station in a large room with other people. She claims she was not fed, allowed to see a doctor, or given fresh underwear. "I went to the Japanese police to seek help, sadly they didn't believe me," said Jane, who made her standard request for anonymity to protect the privacy of her three sons. "They interrogated me for several hours and the entire time I begged them to take me to the hospital. But they said I wasn't hurt enough and, if I was, then I had to show them where. I was told that on-duty doctors are for urgent patients and rape victims were not urgent."
Narrative

This narrative describes the suffering of Okinawan woman who are senselessly raped by people they describe as war machines

CounterPunch News Service, 08 (“A Message from the Women of Okinawa to All US GIs in Okinawa, 2-21-08, http://www.counterpunch.org/cpnews02212008.html) Massive

Once again, American GIs have raped an Okinawan girl, one from junior high. We are angry. We do not believe that all of you are rapists. But given the long history of similar crimes over the sixty years from the Battle of Okinawa continuing to today, one could be forgiven for thinking so. If you are a female GI, can you trust these male GIs ? We know that this incident is only the tip of the iceberg. There have been so many rape victims who have told no one and wept silently in their beds, that you are probably confident that you could get away with it, aren't you. But those days are now over. We are not going to let us and our mothers, our sisters and our daughters be humiliated any longer. Whatever you do, wherever you go, we'll be watching you. You have been turned into killing machines. The military organization has sought to teach you to see people not as people, but as something to kill. It is that same training that has taught you see us as someone you can rape casually. Go back to your hometown, where your mother is, and try to get yourself back to being a decent human being. We do not hate you as individuals. But as members of the US military organization, you are unwelcome here. Maybe you imagine you are protecting Okinawa. But because you are here, we never feel safe. Because you are here, we feel constant fear. You think that because the US military shed blood to seize Okinawa in World War II, the place belongs to you and you can do anything you want here, don't you. But whatever countries or governments may have won or lost whatever wars, we have our dignity, our honor, and our freedom, and these are our islands, our land, our sky, our sea. It is here that we maintain the chain of life, giving birth to children, and raising them to be adults. This is the women of Okinawa. And this is what we are proud of. We will not allow you to continue to insult the pride, the honor, the dignity of us and our mothers, sisters and daughters. Go back to America. Now.

This narrative explains the violence that can occur daily against women, even children, in Okinawa

Eiko, 05-Okinawa Women’s Act against Military Violence

(Asato, Transnational Institute, “The Human Right of Children and Women under the US Military Administration: Raped Lives”, 7-18-05, http://tniclone.test.koumbit.net/archives/asem-seoul_008eiko) Massive

I was seven years old when Yumiko, who was six years old at the time, was raped and murdered by a 31-year-old American solider. It happened on September 3, 1955, ten years after the war ended. The incident occurred in Ishikawa City in the central part of the Main Island of Okinawa. Yumiko went to kindergarten that day. She went missing at about 8 p.m. after she went to see a movie alone. It is hard to understand at present that a six year old girl would go to see a movie, but reading newspapers from those days, one sees that people used to live in one or two-room houses, and most children played outside until the sun set. It is still bright until eight in the evening during summer in Okinawa. Ishikawa City was originally a quiet rural area with a population of about 2,000, but after the war, detention camps were built and the population grew to over 30,000. The Okinawa Council, Okinawa's post-war administrative organization, was established in the city, making the city a temporary political center. However, there were incessant crimes committed by US soldiers in the area around Ishikawa City, which was rapidly urbanized.

This narrative exposes the fear that women face every day as a result of the threat military men have constructed through acts of gendered violence

Kirk* and Okazawa-Rey**, 01-*Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002), **Ed.D. from Harvard University Graduate School of Education, Director of Women’s Leadership Institute and Visitng Professor in Women’s Studies at Mills College (2002-2005), founding member of the International Network of Women Against Militarism)

(Gwyn and Margo, Frontline Feminisms: Women, War, and Resistance, ed. by Marguerite R. Waller and Jennifer Rycenga, page 161, accessed via Google Books) Massive

This particular rape prompted bitter memories of many other assaults on women and girls over a fifty-year period. Women who had never talked about this issue in public began to speak out. At a meeting in Berkeley, as part of the Okinawa Women’s America Peace Caravan in February 1996, Mitsue Tomiyama said: What has happened recently has caused me to look back. When I was a child, U.S. troops found their way into residential areas. My mother and I would hide under the house to avoid being attacked and raped…. I remember some very beautiful girls in the neighborhood hitching rides to school on military trucks. One friend was pulled up on the truck and raped. She tried to get away. She jumped, or was push off the truck and died. Her mother was filled with fear and suffering. She only went out when she had to.

Violence = Patriarchy
Power inequalities, sexism, and patriarchy are deeply rooted in the sexual violence committed against Okinawan women 

Moon, 09-Department of Political Science and Edith Stix Wasserman Chair of Asian Studies at Wellesley College

(Katherine H.S., Japan News, “Military Prostitution and the U.S. Military in Asia”, 2-1-09, http://ikjeld.com/en/news/81/military-prostitution-and-the-us-military-in-asia)

For decades, key leaders of Asian women’s movements such as Takazato Suzuyo of Okinawa and Matsui Yayori, the well-known Japanese journalist and feminist activist, Aida Santos and women’s organizations like GABRIELA of the Philippines have argued to the contrary. They documented and insisted that U.S. military prostitution in Okinawa/Japan, South Korea, and the Philippines involve a complex “system” of central and local government policies, political repression, economic inequalities and oppression of the underclass, police corruption, debt bondage of women by bar owners, in addition to pervasive sexist norms and attitudes in both the U.S. military and the respective Asian society. In the 1970s and 1980s, when Asian feminists raised these connections, they tended to fault patriarchal and sexist values together with power inequalities emanating from them and the economic and political disparities among nations.

Sexuality = Commodity

Sexuality is perceived as a commodity in a male dominated military who often release their aggression on women

Takazato, 97-Co-Chair of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence

(Suzuyo, Canadian Women Studies, Volume 19, Number 4, report to the International Confrence on Violence against Women in War and Armed Conflict Situations, “Report From Okinawa: Long-Term U.S. Military Presence”, October/November 1997, http://pi.library.yorku.ca/ojs/index.php/cws/article/viewFile/7929/7060) Massive

In general, the extent of military violence against women depends on a number of factors: the attitude of the host government and host country regarding the status of women and respect for their human rights; the legal system that is in place to protect their status; the treaties and agreements between the sending country and the receiving country regarding human rights, and the adequacy of the arrangements to prevent crimes. The larger the economic gap existing between the country deploying the military presence and the country receiving the military presence, the more military personnel look down on women in the host community, view women's sexuality as a commodity to be purchased, and contribute to the growth of military prostitution. T h e
U.S. military system
is
ovenvhelmingly
male-dominated, despite the fact that ten per cent of military personnel are women (Enloe; Reardon). Troops engage in daily training exercises to hone their skills in killing and wounding to maintain a constant state of readiness that will enable them to be deployed to a conflict situation on a moment's notice. Military bases in Okinawa are located next to, or within, Okinawan residential areas. U.S. troops are allowed to move freely outside the base, and their violent training overflows into the Okinawa community. The U.S. forces stationed in Okinawa were deployed to the Korean War in the 1950s,the Vietnam War in the 1960s and '70s, and the Persian Gulf War in 1991. The warriors returned to Okinawa on each occasion carrying their pent-up battlefield aggression, which they released on women in the vicinity of military bases. T o promote "morale," U.S. military operations include routine "Rest and Relaxation" sites in Asian countries (Sturdevant and Stoltzfus). Prostitution and rape are the military system's outlets for aggression, and its way of maintaining control and discipline-the
target being local women, as well as women in the military or U.S. military families. Prostitution and rape is viewed as a reward-for
example, in "R&R"-
and serves to bolster a sense of masculinity. After the rape of a 12-year-old Okinawan girl by three U.S. military personnel in 1995 (discussed later in this article), Admiral Richard Macke, Commander of the Asia-Pacific Forces and a veteran of the Vietnam War, declared, "What fools! ... for the price they paid to rent the car, they could have had a girl" (Schmitt 6Y). He was removed from his position for this remark, a revealing comment on military attitudes to prostitution.

Prostitution = Patriarchy

Prostitution is condoned and even encouraged in order to promote a masculinity deep rooted in a patriarchal mindset that will reproduce in the form of aggression

Tanaka, 02-research professor at the Hiroshima Peace Institute

(Yuki, Japan’s Comfort Women: Sexual Slavery and Prostitution During World War II and the US Occupation, pages 178 and 179) Massive 

 However, the fact that many sex workers serving US soldiers in Okinawa, Korea, the Philippines, Japan and elsewhere are also confronting sexual violence every day receives little public attention simply because they are “prostitutes.” Yet, the sex industry around the military bases continues to function with no sign of disappearing. As Cynthia Enloe clearly demonstrated in her study of contemporary military prostitution, military organizations in general require the service provided by prostitutes in order to confirm and reconfirm a militarized masculinity. 37 Soldiers are expected, indeed trained, to constantly demonstrate their masculinity and dominant power over the potential enemy, even in peacetime, and the notion of masculinity naturally involves the expectation of vigorous, even exploitative, sexual activity as a “tough guy.” Therefore, military prostitution is different from other types of commercialized sex in the sense that “there are explicit steps taken by state institutions to protect male customers without undermining their perception of themselves as sexualized men.” 38 In other words, military and state authorities are predisposed not only to tolerate military-controlled prostitution, but also to encourage soldiers' macho involvement in sexual activity, in order to enhance their aggressiveness. It is not surprising, therefore, to find high levels of sexual violence committed by soldiers against women living near military bases, despite provision of military-controlled prostitution. The fundamental cause of sexual violence committed by soldiers both in war and peacetime is this military culture of sexualized masculinity, a phenomenon common to military organizations regardless of nationality.

Rape = Violence

Sexual exploitation of women perpetuates the violence that occurs frequently in Okinawa

Tanaka, 02-research professor at the Hiroshima Peace Institute

(Yuki, Japan’s Comfort Women: Sexual Slavery and Prostitution During World War II and the US Occupation, page 178) Massive

Although military violence against women is heightened to extreme levels during war, such a firm-rooted tendency towards the sexual exploitation of women by military men is not limited to wartime. The fact that soldiers are possessed of a strong propensity to commit sexual violence even in peacetime is well supported by studies of base area prostitution, including numerous criminal cases involving soldiers. For example, it is well known that sexual violence committed by US military personnel was long endemic at its Subic Bay naval base in the Philippines, which it operated until the end of 1992. It remains a serious concern for residents living near the US military bases in Okinawa and Korea. Military violence against Okinawan women continued after the Battle of Okinawa, despite a widespread clandestine prostitution that was regulated by the US military authorities. For example, in 1955, a 6-year-old girl, Nagayama Yumiko, in Ishikawa city, was abducted, raped, and murdered by a GI stationed at Kadena Base. This is only one, if the most shocking, of numerous cases of sexual crimes committed by American soldiers in Okinawa over the past half century. 34 One of the most widely publicized cases was the abduction and rape of a 12-year-old Okinawan girl on her way home from shopping by three US servicemen in September 1995. The incident triggered massive demonstrations against the location of US military facilities on Okinawa. 35 In Korea, too, in the 20 years between 1967 and 1987, there were 72 reported cases of rape, in addition to numerous cases of physical violence against women committed by the members of the US troops stationed there. The most shocking case in Korea is probably the murder of Yun Kumi, a 26-year-old employee at one of the US military recreation clubs. She was killed by a young US soldier in October 1992. Her dead body was covered with heavy bruises, two beer bottles and a coke bottle being inserted in her vagina. 36
Rape = Racism
Racist stereotypes of Asian women are a major cause of sexual violence committed by US military servicemen

Kirk, 08-Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002)

(Gwyn, Washington, DC: Foreign Policy In Focus, "Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific”, March 14, 2008, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific) Massive

Military personnel are trained to dehumanize “others” as part of their preparation for war. Their aggressiveness, frustration, and fear spill over into local communities, for example in acts of violence against girls and women. Although most U.S. troops do not commit such violations, these incidents happen far too often to be accepted as aberrations. Racist and sexist stereotypes about Asian women – as exotic, accommodating, and sexually compliant – are an integral part of such violence. These crimes inflame local hostility and resistance to U.S. military bases and operations, and have long-lasting effects on victims/survivors. Cases are seriously underreported due to women’s shame and fear or their belief that perpetrators will not be apprehended.

Sexism and racism are the root cause of the sexual violence in Okinawa, which often goes ignored, multiple warrants

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

There are some serious issues with women's rights in Japanese society that have not been highlighted in the past by the anti-bases movement. The recent series of incidents of U.S. military violence exposes the outdated penal system, the lack of mechanisms to protect and support victims, persistent prejudice about sexual violence, and a mass media that inflames attacks against victims. While we have to see problems in the U.S. military as part of what makes U.S. military violence in Asia so rampant compared to other regions, weak human rights mechanisms, persistent gender discrimination and racism within the Japanese nation against Okinawan people have also formed the foundation on which the U.S.-Japan military alliance has been maintained, by making violence against women and girls invisible and negligible. Additionally, this structure, which has been formed in the historical interaction between two nations, makes particular groups of women - such as those working on the bases or in entertainment areas - vulnerable to violence. As the U.S.-Japan military alliance is given an important role in the U.S. global military strategy, it also affects women in the Philippines, the Middle East and other parts of the world where soldiers stationed in Japan may visit for military operations or for R&R (rest and relaxation) purposes.

Imperialist soldiers commit violence against women as a result of deep rooted racism

PSLweb.org, 08 (Laci Armodei, PSLweb.org, “Okinawan Women Fight Against GI Abuses”, 3-4-08, http://www.pslweb.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=8600) Massive

It is a typical trend for U.S. military personnel camped out on foreign lands to abuse the local population. Such incidents rarely surface. Violence against women is a common offense committed by imperialist soldiers. Such recurring criminal acts are not merely coincidental nor do they spring from a handful of "bad apples" such as Hadnott. Violence against the local population near U.S. military bases abroad is the direct result of the racism each soldier is indoctrinated with, and women are particularly vulnerable. The Army does its fair share to create the conditions for such crimes. The U.S. military uses 7,000 Filipinas to serve its soldiers in Okinawa. During the first Gulf War, rest-and-recreation ships were reportedly floated for the U.S. servicemen with 50 Filipino women each. As of one year ago, 900 Filipinas worked for $200 a month at "massage parlors" inside U.S. camps and bases in Iraq. In that context, the November 2005 rape of a 22-year-old Filipino woman by U.S. soldiers in Olongapo City, Philippines may have been shocking, but was hardly surprising. When Lance Corporal Daniel Smith was found guilty, the U.S. government quickly negotiated his release into U.S. custody by threatening to suspend joint military exercises in the Philippines. 
Rape = AIDS, etc.

Women are at serious risk of AIDS, STDs, abortions, pregnancy, and long term social or mental problems resulting from the rape committed by members of the US military

Kirk, 08-Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002)

(Gwyn, Washington, DC: Foreign Policy In Focus, "Gender and U.S. Bases in Asia-Pacific”, March 14, 2008, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific) Massive

Servicemen are still protected from prosecution for many infringements of local laws and customs. The sexual activity of foreign-based troops, including (but not exclusively) through prostitution, has had serious effects on women’s health, boosting rates of HIV/AIDS, sexually transmitted diseases, unwanted pregnancies, unsafe abortions, drug and alcohol dependency, and mental illness. U.S. Navy ships visit the Philippines for R & R and make stops at Pattaya (Thailand) where the sex-tourism industry flourished during the Vietnam War.

Rape = Stigmatizing
In Okinawa, rape is particularly stigmatizing because the victim is often blamed as being responsible

Motoyama, 08-Executive Director of the Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center in Japan

(Hisako, Off Our Backs, Volume 38, Issue 1, “Not a ‘yankees-go-home’ Solution to the Sexual Violence of the U.S. Military”, 2008, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

The recent sexual assaults were themselves shocking events, but the consequences were even more frightening and alarming. Right after the gang-rape case in Hiroshima was reported, the governor of Hiroshima suggested in his comment on the case that the victim was partly responsible for inviting the crime on herself, because she went to the club where she met one of the soldiers in the middle of night. His statement represented the sentiments against the victim widely held in the community. Although the police were initially willing to demand custody of the suspects, the demand was eventually dropped.

Social factors not only make the victim feel guilty about pressing charges, but place blame on her for causing the rape

IPS, 09 (Stella Gonzales, “Women’s Groups Back Recanting Rape Victim”, 3-19-09, http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=46188) Massive

Salvador said Gabriela understood Nicole’s action, saying it was a "classic" example of how victims of sexual abuse would blame themselves for the rape. "Her dignity had been destroyed [by the rape]. We understand her action," Salvador said. "We have worked with similar cases before." Gabriela has for the past 25 years been working with women victims of violence. "Nicole is not the first and will not be the last rape victim to recant," said Gabriela's secretary-general, Emmi de Jesus. Nicole (not her real name) terminated the services of her lawyer and gave a sworn statement on Mar. 2 where she raised doubts whether Smith had actually raped her and if she might have actually welcomed his sexual advances. "My conscience continues to bother me...[and] I may have in fact been so friendly and intimate with [him]...that he was led to believe that I was amenable to having sex or that we simply just got carried away," her statement said.  Salvador said Gabriela was not really surprised with Nicole’s move. "It is no secret that all throughout the rape case her family had been receiving settlement offers from several parties. Her mother was very vocal about those attempts to settle," she said. 

Women are seen as the enemy, which creates a mindset that allows for bitter and brutal sexual crimes to be committed   

Tanaka, 02-research professor at the Hiroshima Peace Institute

(Yuki, Japan’s Comfort Women: Sexual Slavery and Prostitution During World War II and the US Occupation, pages 110-112) Massive

It appears that US soldiers began viewing local women as “the women belonging to the enemy” as soon as the battle against the Japanese forces took place on the soil of Japan's national territory. It is almost certain that such a view, intensified by the bitter combat, contributed to the sharp increase in sexual crimes committed by US troops on Okinawa. Such crimes were rare during the previous battles in various Japanese-occupied territories in the Pacific region. The above-mentioned horrific combat conditions in Okinawa must also have contributed to the escalating brutality of the US troops against “enemy civilians.” Based on the research in oral history that he conducted over many years, Ōshiro Masayasu, an Okinawan historian and former director of the Okinawa Prefectural Historical Archives, writes: Soon after the US marines landed, all the women of a village on Motobu Peninsular fell into the hands of these American soldiers. At the time, there were only women, children and old people in the village, as all the young men had been mobilized for the war. Soon after landing, the marines “mopped up” the entire village, but found no signs of the Japanese forces. Taking advantage of this situation, they started “hunting for women” in broad daylight and those who were hiding in the village or nearby air raid shelters were dragged out one after another. It was no different from the “brutal acts of conquerors, ” committed by the Japanese forces in China earlier. There was a communal taboo on this incident and no mention of it was made even after the men returned to the village after the war ended. Consequently it was a long time before it became public knowledge. At the time, most of the women in the village had stopped menstruating [due to malnourishment], so only a few babies of mixed-race were born as a result of this war-time rape. This was undoubtedly the only consolation in this tragedy. During the battle, violence against women occurred everywhere in Okinawa, although the true details will probably never be revealed. 4
Women are scarred for several years after being raped, beaten, or choked

Kirk*, Matsuoka**, and Okazawa-Rey***, 97--*Ph.D. in political sociology from the London School of Economics, founding member of the East Asia-US-Puerto Rico Women's Network Against Militarism, chaired the Women's Studies Program at Antioch College (1992-1995), Jane Watson Irwin Visiting Chair in Women's Studies at Hamilton College (1999-2001), Rockefeller Fellowship in Women's Studies (University of Hawaii, 2002), **Assistant Professor in the Urban and Environmental Policy Department at Occidental College, ***Ed.D. from Harvard University Graduate School of Education, Director of Women’s Leadership Institute and Visitng Professor in Women’s Studies at Mills College (2002-2005), founding member of the International Network of Women Against Militarism)

(Gwyn, Martha, and Margo, Off Our Backs, Inc., Volume 27, Issue 9, “Women and Children, Militarism, and Human Rights: International Women’s Working Conference”, October 97, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

Suzuyo Takazato noted the very similar situation in Okinawa, Korea, and the Philippines, especially during the Vietnam War. U.S. military personnel returning from battle were angry, fearful, and frustrated, and took it out on Okinawan women. There are many stories of women being beaten, choked, and killed. Many survived, now in their 50s and 60s, but their scars remain. At this meeting Okinawan women emphasized violent attacks of women and girls by U.S. military personnel, especially the marines who are in Okinawa in large numbers. Okinawan women went to the Beijing Conference in 1995 to make connections with other women in Asia. They offered eleven workshops, five of them about militarism and peace. When they returned from Beijing they saw a very brief newspaper report about the rape of a 12-year old girl by three U.S. military personnel that had happened while they were away. Immediately they organized around this issue and revitalized opposition to the U.S. military presence in Okinawa.

Stigmatization and prejudice is extremely prevalent for women who were raped, impregnated, and abandoned by U.S. military members

FPIF, 99 (Foreign Policy in Focus, “Women and the U.S. Military in East Asia”, 3-1-99, http://www.fpif.org/reports/women_and_the_us_military_in_east_asia) Massive

In Korea, Japan, and the Phillipines, Amerasian children born to women impregnated by U.S. troops are a particularly stigmatized group. They are often abandoned by their military fathers and raised by single Asian mothers. They live with severe prejudice and suffer discrimination in education and employment due to their physical appearance and their mothers’ low status. Those with African-American fathers face even worse treatment than those having white fathers.

Victims are stigmatized by police in rape cases, who ask the victim to re-enact the rape to be documented

Womensenews.org, 09 (Catherine Makino, “Rape Victim Case of Police Abuse in Japan”, 1-2-09, http://www.womensenews.org/story/the-world/090102/rape-victim-presses-case-police-abuse-japan) Massive

The worst offense, she says, occurred two months later, when the Kanagawa police asked her to return to the station to help investigators take re-enactment photographs. The photographer asked her to assume the various positions that the rape entailed. Incapable of doing so, Jane gave instructions to male and female officers so the photos could be taken. "I was forced to become the director of my own rape," Jane says. "Re-enactment photographs must be banned. No human being should have to go through that. The police treated me without compassion or dignity." Michael O'Connell, commissioner for Victim's Rights Australia, a government advocacy group, calls it one of the worst cases of police re-victimization that he has ever encountered. "On hearing about Jane's plight, I was appalled that a victim of sexual assault would be treated with so little respect and dignity," he said in an e-mail to Women's eNews. "Internationally, the most progressive police know that their responsibilities to victims include protecting the victim, collecting and preserving evidence, and supporting the victim." A report in late October by the United Nations Human Rights Committee found Japanese police practices in rape cases insufficient under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. It also found a shortage of doctors and nurses in Japan trained to handle sexual violence and raised concern about weak-to-nonexistent punishment of sexual violence.
Even the word rape carries stigma and taboo in Japan, making it extremely difficult for victims to press charges against their rapist

Off Our Backs, Inc., 87 (Off Our Backs, Volume 17, Issue 4, “Japan: Rape Hidden”, 4-30-87, accessed via questia.com, Questia Media America, Inc.) Massive

TOKYO -- Rape in Japan, as in most countries throughout the world, is still an unmentionable subject. For a variety of reasons, women do not report most rapes to police. The very word "rape" is not used in the Japanese press. The press uses the word "osowareru", which means attack, rather than "gokan" or rape. However, many newspapers and magazines accept advertisements with pictures of nude women. According to Japanese linguist Ikumi Matsuda, "everything connected with rape is taboo in Japan and to sayrape in the newspaper would not be considered polite." Women find it difficult to talk about rape and are often intimidated by family and friends into remaining silent after being raped. For example: A young woman who was raped by her stepfather told her mother but did not tell police because she did not want to speak out against him. Her mother then blamed her.

Rape Kills Okinawa’s Autonomy

Rape in Okinawa represents victimization and violation of Okinawa’s territorial and political autonomy

Hook* and Siddle**, 03-*Director of the National Institute of Japanese Studies and professor of Japanese Politics and International Relations, University of Sheffield, **PhD in the Social history of Japan, lecturer in Japanese Studies at the University of Sheffield

(Glenn D. and Richard, Japan and Okinawa: Structure and subjectivity, ed. by the authors, p. 11) Massive

Politicization of the base issue has turned not just the present, but also the past, into a site of contestation. For many, the bases are inextricably linked with a historical narrative of victimization that stretches back to the days of the Ryukyu Kingdom. This dominant narrative of Okinawan victimization begins with the Satsuma invasion of 1609 and is punctuated with keywords like Ryūkyū shobun, sotetsu jigoku (palm-tree hell - the starvation period of the 1920s), tetsu no arashi (the Typhoon of Steel - Battle of Okinawa) and fukki (reversion). It culminates in the kichi mondai (base issue) and Okinawa's 'unfair treatment' at the hands of the central government. The importance of this victim-centred narrative lies not so much in its validity or otherwise as historical 'truth', but in its utility as an ideational resource for the construction and articulation of a contemporary Okinawan identity politics. The 1995 rape of the schoolgirl, for instance, was such a powerful event precisely because it resonated within this narrative, the victim representing yet another 'sacrificed daughter' at the hands of a military occupation, as evocative a symbol as the pure and innocent student nurses of the Himeyuri brigade killed in 1945. In the event, the rape was appropriated as a metaphor for the violation of Okinawan territorial and political autonomy, and thus both the gendered nature of the crime and the pain of the victim were subsumed within a wider nationalist politics of protest (Angst 2001).

Rape Kills Human Rights

One rape is a violation against the human rights of every woman in Okinawa

Funabashi, 99- Chief diplomatic correspondent of Asahi Shimbun and contributing editor of Foreign Policy, doctorate from Keio University, a Nieman Fellow at Harvard University (1975-76), a visiting Fellow at the Institute for International Economics (1987), a Donald Keene Fellow at Columbia University (2003), Distinguished Guest Scholar at the Brookings Institution in Washington, D.C. (2005-2006), and Visiting Professor at the University of Tokyo Public Policy Institute (2005-2006)

(Yoichi, Alliance Adrift, Council on Foreign Relations Press New York, page 298) Massive

“The question of the bases has been approached from peace, land, and the environment. But has it ever been approached from the human rights of women? It is extremely difficult to know what exactly is going on with sex offenses by U.S. soldiers. There have been cases to date which have been hushed up. The rape of the young schoolgirl is a violation of the human right of all the women of Okinawa.” As she spoke, her voice cracked and tears rolled uncontrollably down her cheeks. Many of the people who were watching the live television broadcast were touched.

Imperialism is Root Cause

The colonial mentality of imperalism that is behind expansion into Japanese territory justifies crimes against women and the land. Only the plan can solve. 

PSLweb.org, 08 (Laci Armodei, PSLweb.org, “Okinawan Women Fight Against GI Abuses”, 3-4-08, http://www.pslweb.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=8600) Massive

The recent cases of sexual assault are only the most well known. Unknown numbers of women have been the victims of sexual and other violence for the entirety of the U.S. presence in Japan. There are also many other incidents, such as murder, harassment, drunk driving and property destruction that are regularly carried out by U.S. military personnel around bases. The crimes committed by U.S. troops are a product of the colonial mentality instilled by the military to serve the needs of imperialism. They take place in the context of the current plans of the U.S. government to expand its military presence Okinawa, Iwakuni and Kanagawa, Japan. Only the removal of U.S. bases abroad can bring such atrocities to an end. A growing movement in Okinawa, the Japanese mainland and throughout Asia is voicing this demand.

Imperialist soldiers commit violence against women as a result of deep rooted racism

PSLweb.org, 08 (Laci Armodei, PSLweb.org, “Okinawan Women Fight Against GI Abuses”, 3-4-08, http://www.pslweb.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=8600) Massive

It is a typical trend for U.S. military personnel camped out on foreign lands to abuse the local population. Such incidents rarely surface. Violence against women is a common offense committed by imperialist soldiers. Such recurring criminal acts are not merely coincidental nor do they spring from a handful of "bad apples" such as Hadnott. Violence against the local population near U.S. military bases abroad is the direct result of the racism each soldier is indoctrinated with, and women are particularly vulnerable. The Army does its fair share to create the conditions for such crimes. The U.S. military uses 7,000 Filipinas to serve its soldiers in Okinawa. During the first Gulf War, rest-and-recreation ships were reportedly floated for the U.S. servicemen with 50 Filipino women each. As of one year ago, 900 Filipinas worked for $200 a month at "massage parlors" inside U.S. camps and bases in Iraq. In that context, the November 2005 rape of a 22-year-old Filipino woman by U.S. soldiers in Olongapo City, Philippines may have been shocking, but was hardly surprising. When Lance Corporal Daniel Smith was found guilty, the U.S. government quickly negotiated his release into U.S. custody by threatening to suspend joint military exercises in the Philippines.

AT: It Was An Accident

The Rape Incident that occurred was not an accident
Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
The crime did not happen by accident. That is why the suppressed anger of the prefecture’s people exploded. Just after Okinawa was returned to Japan, a woman was raped and killed (in Ginowan City in 1972); a young man who was allowed to enter the training site to mow the grass was run after and was shot in the arm deliberately by U.S. soldiers with an illuminating bomb and was severely wounded (on Iejima Island in 1974). In the year when the rape of the school girl occurred, a woman was beaten to death by a U.S. soldier who broke into her room in an apartment building in Ginowan City. Even after that, crimes and accidents involving U.S. soldiers have often taken place, as represented by the killing of a mother and her two children in a car accident and the hit-and-run case of a high school girl.

AT: Soldiers Will Be Soldiers

We force the Japanese people to live with murderers and rapists that we call our soldiers
Sendagaya 4-26-7 (Member of the Japanese communist party writing an article about the terrible things US troops do in Japan in an article titled “The Problem of US military bases in Okinawa”)
The number of criminal offenses by U.S. soldiers that have occurred since the reversion of Okinawa in 1972 is about 5,000. Of them, atrocious crimes such as a murder, robbery and rape account for more than 10 percent. This figure represents only the number of cases the Okinawa prefectural police dealt with. There are quite a few cases that are not reflected in the statistics, such as the ones where offenders were not identified or the injured have decided not to confront the perpetrators. According to a survey published in the October 7-8, 1995 issue of the Dayton Daily News, a U.S. newspaper, the U.S. bases in Japan came to the top in the world in terms of the number of sexual crimes by U.S. Navy servicemen and the Marines. Seventy percent of the U.S. Navy and the Marine Corps stationed in Japan is concentrated in Okinawa, thereby many crimes occur there. The Okinawan people are forced to live under the danger of possible crimes by U.S. soldiers even on their way to and from schools and at home.
***ADD-ONS

Economy Add-On

A. Military presence in Okinawa tanks their economy

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)
Finally, the Marines cite the financial benefits received by Okinawa. Indeed, they have produced a slick brochure touting the money that the Marine Corps infuses into the community, including more than $4.5 million that "local Okinawa moving companies will earn" moving service- men and their families from Okinawan to base housing.67 (The Air Force has generated cheaper advertising for its community service and environmental activities.  Although some islanders obviously do benefit, more of them suffer from the loss of alternative economic opportunities. The number of Okinawans employed on the bases has fallen from 40,000 to 8,200 since 1972; the share of the prefectural product generated from the military bases has dropped from 16 percent to 5 percent over the same period.  There seems little doubt that Okinawans, who enjoy a per capita income just 70 percent of that of other Japanese, could put the portion of their island now occu- pied by U.S. facilities to better use. Koji Taira, a professor at the University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, calls the 20 percent (base share of island land area) minus the 5 percent (base share of island economy) a 15 percent "deadweight loss.  But even that number, he argues, understates the true social and environmental costs borne by the residents of Okinawa because of the American bases.  The 15 percent loss does not include the pres- sure on land rents in the rest of Okinawa due to the withdrawal of 20 percent of the area from civilian use; inconveniences to civil air trans- portation due to restrictions on the use of air space; closures of port facilities and waters to civilian shipping, fishing, or recreational activities because of naval and other military requirements; deadly effects of toxic wastes of the bases seeping into the soil or running off into the sea; deafening noises of bombers, fight- ers, and helicopters which physically damage young school children and disrupt their learning processes; accidents in the air and on the roads caused by U.S. military aircraft and vehicles; destruction of nature by live-ammunition artillery exercises, which also deny civilian access to highways in the exercise areas; crimes committed by off-duty service personnel against civilians and their properties; and on, almost ad infinitum.  In any case, economic benefits for Okinawa offer no reason for the United States to station troops there. A false patriotism has long been the last refuge of the scoundrel seeking to justify economic privileges. Now salaries and rental payments seem to be the last refuge of the scoundrel seeking to justify outdated military commit- ments.  Of course, the ultimate decisionmakers are the politicians, not the military officers. Gen. Frank Libutti, commander of the 3rd MEF, recently told the Daily Yomiuri newspaper, "Any further reductions of forces on Okinawa would hurt our ability to provide peace, stability and prosperity to the entire Asia-Pacific region.  He is right in the sense that if the U.S. and Japanese govern- ments expect the Marines to police all of East Asia, then the Marines need to be stationed close by, and the most obvious location is Okinawa. But with the end of the Cold War, there is no reason to expect the Marines to play such a role. And many Okinawans understand that the root of Washington's military presence is the belief that Washington should run the world. Moriteru Arasaki expresses the hope that "the American people will try to change U.S. government policy.

B. Okinawa’s economy key to Japan’s economy. 

Hook and Siddle, 3- Ph.D. Professors at School of East Asian Studies at Sheffield University (Glenn D., Richard, “Japan and Okinawa: Structure and Subjectivity,” p.1-42)

Okinawa. It subordinate integration into global, regional and national orders has posed a challenge for the governments of peoples of Okinawa for centuries. While this structural subordination of Okinawa and the wider Ryuku islands during the period of the Chinese world order was never complete, and was ameliorated by the cultural and economic benefits it brought, Satsuma’s extension of control over the islands from 1609 onwards created a triangular relationship with both China and Japan. In the face of Western imperial expansion, the pace of Okinawa’s asymmetrical incorporation into the Japanese empire quickened with the annexation and dismantling of the island kingdom from 1879. This was followed by its integration, albeit often belatedly, into the political and economic structures of the rapidly developing Japanese state as ‘Okinawa Prefecture.’ Until the empire’s defeat in 1945, Okinawa was part of another, as yet little explored, triangular relationship, sitting between the empire of Japan proper and the colony of Taiwan (Formosa), acquired in 1895 as part of the treaty of Shimonoseki. This policy of subordinating the Ryukus within Japanese political and economic, if not cultural, space was part of the historical development of Japan was a sub-imperial power in East Asia. The particular catch-up path of development pursued by Japan led to military aggression and territorial aggrandizement throughout the region. The legacy of the Second World War’s outcome has been twofold, one international, one domestic. The first is Japan’s well-known colonial legacy in East Asia, which continues to this day to constrain the government’s relations with neighbouring states. The second is the less well-known ‘colonial’ legacy within Japan’s own legal, territorial borders  (as with the island and native people of Hokkaido on the northern periphery of the ‘developmental state’). This combination of geography and strategic significance has historically meant that the ‘Okinawa problem’ becomes most acute precisely at key moments of transition or crisis within the modern Japanese state; the early Meiji transition to modernity; war, defeat and the occupation after 1945; and most recently the post-Cold War realignment. Even today, a range of disparities still remains between Okinawa and the main islands and the need to create new businesses is widely recognized. In terms of the structure of the economy, for instance, the low percentage of manufacturing industries, with only 6.5 per cent of prefectural GDP in 1995 generated by manufacturers, approximately one-quarter of the national average in that year and less than the 7.3 per cent achieved in the late 1970s, limits the prefectural potential for economic growth in a globalizing era. The weak manufacturing sector means transportation links to the prefecture remain imbalanced, with goods mainly transported in one direction only, as imports to the prefecture, rather than a balanced flow of inward and outward trade. This makes the peripheral location of Okinawa even more costly and illustrates the difficulty of self-reliant development. Apart from these structural features, disparity in terms of employment can be seen in high unemployment rates, especially among youth. Indeed, the prefecture remains blighted with the highest unemployment rate in Japan, double the national average at 8.4 per cent (in September 2000). It also has the lowest income among all the prefectures, at approximately 70 per cent of the national average. The downturn in the Japanese economy during the 1990s, which followed the bursting of the ‘bubble’, has simply compounded the problems faced by Okinawa in responding to the pressures of globalization.

C. Japan’s debt problem risks global economic collapse—need strong leadership for reform

The Economist, 6/5 (6/5/10, “Leaderless Japan; Yukio Hatoyama Resigns”, http://www.lexisnexis.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9621498533&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9621498537&cisb=22_T9621498536&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7955&docNo=3)

It used to be the envy of the world; now the hope is that things have got so bad that reform is finally possible SINCE 2006 Japan has had no fewer than five prime ministers. Three of them lasted just a year. The feckless Yukio Hatoyama,  who stepped down on June 2nd, managed a grand total of 259 days. Particularly dispiriting about Mr Hatoyama's sudden departure is that his election last August looked as if it marked the start of something new in Japanese politics after decades of rule by the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). His government has turned out to be as incompetent, aimless and tainted by scandal as its predecessors. Much of the responsibility for the mess belongs with Mr Hatoyama. The man known as "the alien", who says the sight of a little bird last weekend gave him the idea to resign, has shown breathtaking lack of leadership. Although support for his Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) has slumped in opinion polls and the government relied on minor parties, the most glaring liabilities have been over Mr Hatoyama's own murky financial affairs and his dithering about where to put an American military base. The question for the next prime minister, to be picked in a DPJ vote on June 4th, is whether Mr Hatoyama's failure means that Japan's nine-month experiment with two-party democracy has been a misconceived disaster. The answer is of interest not just within Japan. Such is the recent merry-go-round of prime ministers that it is easy to assume that whoever runs the show makes no difference to the performance of the world's second-largest economy. Now Japan's prominence in Asia has so clearly been eclipsed by China, its flimsy politicians are all the easier to dismiss. But that dangerously underestimates Japan's importance to the world and the troubles it faces. With the largest amount of debt relative to the size of its economy among the rich countries, and a stubborn deflation problem to boot, Japan has an economic time-bomb ticking beneath it. It may be able to service its debt comfortably for the time being, but the euro zone serves as a reminder that Japan needs strong leadership to stop the bomb from exploding.
D. Continued economic decline will result in global war. 

Mead, 9 - senior fellow for U.S. foreign policy at the Council on Foreign Relations (Walter Russell, 2/4/09, The New Republic, “Only Makes You Stronger,” http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2 AD 6/30/09)  
Frequently, the crisis has weakened the power of the merchants, industrialists, financiers, and professionals who want to develop a liberal capitalist society integrated into the world. Crisis can also strengthen the hand of religious extremists, populist radicals, or authoritarian traditionalists who are determined to resist liberal capitalist society for a variety of reasons. Meanwhile, the companies and banks based in these societies are often less established and more vulnerable to the consequences of a financial crisis than more established firms in wealthier societies. As a result, developing countries and countries where capitalism has relatively recent and shallow roots tend to suffer greater economic and political damage when crisis strikes--as, inevitably, it does. And, consequently, financial crises often reinforce rather than challenge the global distribution of power and wealth. This may be happening yet again. None of which means that we can just sit back and enjoy the recession. History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. The wars of the League of Augsburg and the Spanish Succession; the Seven Years War; the American Revolution; the Napoleonic Wars; the two World Wars; the cold war: The list of wars is almost as long as the list of financial crises. Bad economic times can breed wars. Europe was a pretty peaceful place in 1928, but the Depression poisoned German public opinion and helped bring Adolf Hitler to power. If the current crisis turns into a depression, what rough beasts might start slouching toward Moscow, Karachi, Beijing, or New Delhi to be born? The United States may not, yet, decline, but, if we can't get the world economy back on track, we may still have to fight.
XT: Withdrawal KT Okinawan Econ

Okinawa will be able to develop its economy absent the U.S. base.

Ushikoshi, 7- Economic research department at NLI Research Institute (Hirofumi, 2007, “Okinawa and Taiwan in the Asia Economy,” http://www.nli-research.co.jp/english/economics/1997/eco9704.html)

The Okinawa economy has been dependent on U.S. military bases in the postwar period， and after reversion to Japan in 1972， also came to rely heavily on public works spending (especially of the central government). The economy thus has a small manufacturing sector and excessively large tourism industry， giving Okinawa the nation's lowest per capita income and very high unemployment. In light of recent developments such as the consolidation and realignment of U.S. bases， more forceful demands on the central government (to enhance the free trade zone， abolish visa requirements， etc.)， and development policies of the central government， there is growing interest in whether Okinawa can become self-sustaining within the Asia economy. By shifting from a structural dependence on U.S. bases， public spending， and tourism to an economy based on information related industries， Okinawa hopes to harness the dynamism of the Asian economy.

The U.S. Military base is hampering Okinawa’s economy. 

Masahide, 4- former governor of Okinawa Prefecture and historian of Okinawa, Social Democratic party member of the Upper House (Ota, 6/5/04, “Renegotiate with U.S.,” http://globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/153/26138.html)

Here are the facts. Of Okinawa's 52 cities, towns and villages, the community with the highest annual income is a sugarcane farming village where there is no U.S. base. During the 1960s before Okinawa was returned to Japanese rule in 1972, U.S. base-related revenues accounted for half the prefecture's revenues, and about 50,000 people were employed at U.S. bases. Today, there are less than 10,000 base workers and, base-related revenues make up only 5 percent of the prefectural total. There would be jobs for 10 times more people if the U.S. forces were to vacate their bases in urban areas and the returned land was developed by the private sector. Okinawa's tropical climate and abundant nature render it an ideal holiday destination, which should enable the prefecture to bolster revenues from tourism. In short, the bases are actually hampering the development of Okinawa's economy, not sustaining it. 

Bases destroy economic development

JCP 2K- Japanese Communist Party (February 2000, “ PROBLEMS OF U.S. MILITARY BASES IN OKINAWA “, www.jcp.or.jp/tokusyu/okinawa/Okinawa.pdf)

Okinawa’s regional economic development is being hampered by U.S. military bases that are located in the central part of Okinawa’s towns. The U.S. Marine Corps Futenma Air Station occupies a fourth of the total area of Ginowan City, and on top of this, it is right in the center of the city. Roads, waterworks and sewerage systems have to make a detour to avoid the air station. It is a major obstacle to improving the city’s infrastructure. In addition, to avoid inconvenience to U.S. aircraft approaching the air station, the height of buildings is restricted near the base, and thus redevelopment, which Ginowan City wants to undertake, cannot be carried out. In some cases, a newly-built apartment house has been demolished just because it was identified as obstructing U.S. aircraft flights. Chatan Town hosts vast U.S. bases such as Kadena Air Base, Camp Kuwae, or Camp Zukeran, which occupy 56 percent of the town’s area. This makes it difficult for the town to build public facilities simply because of lack of space. In some cases, the town’s primary schools and kindergartens had to be built in neighboring Okinawa City. If U.S. base sites are all returned to Chatan Town, they can be used for sites of public facilities and housing units. Since this has not been the case, the town had no choice but to acquire the necessary land through the reclamation of water areas at enormous expense. The railroads Okinawa had until the end of World War II were destroyed during the Battle of Okinawa. After the War, the U.S. Forces expropriated and closed them in order to construct military bases. The existence of U.S. military bases has been a stumbling block to laying railroad tracks connecting the North and the South. As a result, Okinawa still is without railway services. In some areas of Onna Village and Kin Town, the source of water supply is right in U.S. military bases. In these areas, the town has to seek permission from the U.S. Forces even for cleaning of the water source.
Okinawa’s economy is damaged from the U.S. military base’s presence. 

Ressa, 4- CNN Jakarta Bureau Chief (Maria, 2/26/04, “Terrorism’s new frontline,” http://cgi.cnn.com/2002/WORLD/asiapcf/southeast/10/29/asia.jihad.3/)

Okinawa is the poorest prefecture in Japan, with unemployment twice the rate of the rest of the country. Tourism and agriculture dominate the economy. U.S. bases take up 20% of the land area—land that could be used more productively to benefit local people. U.S. troops live in spacious, fenced-off enclaves—some with golf courses and swimming pools—in marked contrast to the close-packed cities nearby. Kin, a small, old town of 10,000, for example, is squeezed between Camp Hansen, which houses 5,000 Marines, and the sea. The city of Ginowan has been built around the sprawling Futenma Marine Corps Air Station, one of the largest airfields in Asia. Local people cannot enter the bases. Traveling around them adds miles to everyday trips. In communities near the bases, employment is skewed towards servicing the military—in stores, car repair businesses, restaurants, bars, and prostitution. In addition, 8,813 local people work on the bases (as of 2004). However, the Okinawan economy is less dependent on the U.S. military than formerly. Rents and income from base-related activities now make up about 5% of the economy compared to 15 % in 1972. Some landowners have been more than willing to let their land to the U.S. military, and have earned regular income from these rents. Others, especially the “Anti-War Landowners,” always opposed the enforced appropriation of their family’s land. Still, owners with land used for bases are only 34,000, or 2.6% of the total population of Okinawa. The Japanese government pays approximately $100,000 per year for each member of the U.S. military stationed in Japan. It pays for electricity on the bases, and highway tolls for U.S. military personnel. Japanese tax money supports shopping centers, schools, libraries, and churches on the bases (even though the Japanese constitution separates church and state). More than 70% of the total cost of U.S. bases in Japan is borne by Japan. 4 Economic concerns were central in the Okinawa Governor’s election of November 1998. The emphasis was on the relative weakness of the Okinawan economy rather than the fact that the Japanese economy is generally in decline. The incumbent, Governor Ota, who consistently opposed the presence of U.S. bases, lost his bid for a third term to a pro-business candidate, Keiichi Inamine, backed by the central government in Tokyo. In 1998, the Okinawan unemployment rate was high— 7.7% (and almost twice as high for people under 30). This was twice the average for other prefectures in Japan, and has remained high. In 2005 it was 7.9%.１１ For many voters, Inamine’s promise to improve the Okinawan economy seemed to be the deciding factor in the closely-contested election. In 1999, the Japanese government decided to build an offshore runway for U.S. military use. The plan was to replace Futenma Air Station with a new heliport in Henoko, Nago city (northern Okinawa). Accordingly, the Japanese government provided an economic “reward” fund of $850 million over 10 years to develop the northern area of Okinawa—the usual Japanese government method to keep the matter quiet. The other economic “reward” was to bring the 2000 G8 Summit to Okinawa, not a typical or ideal place to hold such a security-heavy event. In November 2006, upon Inamine’s retirement, one of the co-chairs of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence, Keiko Itokazu, ran for the governor’s position but was not successful.

Okinawa collapse would drain the Japanese economy

Stanley 3  analyst and commentator for Fuji TV news and a frequent contributor to J@pan Inc (Michael, November 1st. "Farewell, dear Isle!" p.57)  .With Japan still in its decade-plus recession (and no sign of it ending soon), with tax revenues in a slide and necessary expenditures rising, it requires no mental wizardry to understand the government's aversion to having to further bail out Okinawa. The entire prefecture could suddenly plunge into a depression by the loss of an amount approaching [yen] 180 billion per year--not to mention the sudden disappearance of local construction, maintenance and service contracts let for base facilities and paid for by the Japanese government through the Defense Agency's Defense Facilities Administration Agency.

AT: Local Government Subsidies

The bases in Okinawa entail dollars in subsidies for Japan. The massive building projects that are employed in Okinawa have little affect over the general economy. In reality, these projects only put strains on the economy

Washington Times 06-- (“Okinawa Projects Have High Costs, but Low Returns; Japan Continues to Throw Money into Area to Balance U.S. Military Presence”)
Now, Tokyo and Okinawa are working on a multimillion-dollar project to create "the world's leading graduate school" on the western coast of Okinawa. Sydney Brenner, a 2002 Nobel laureate in medicine and research professor at the Salk Institute in La Jolla, Calif., has been nominated as the founding president of the Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology, which is expected to open in six years. An official involved in the project said it will cost about $254 million, but others think the cost could be much higher. Though critics say such plush facilities are financial follies, officials in Tokyo and Okinawa contend that they are needed to spur the local economy, generate more jobs and reverse the region's population decline. But those goals are still out of reach. In Ginoza Village, the thalasso spa attracted about 150,000 customers last year, which was more than expected. However, a village official said the spa incurred debt because of soaring oil prices and damage from seawater. The spa employs only 10 full-time and 30 part-time workers. Kunigami Village, the northernmost municipality of Okinawa's main island, recently got a ballpark, tennis court, athletic track field and other recreational facilities. These facilities cost Japanese taxpayers $25.2 million but are a money-losing operation. The lavish government subsidies that the village has received make up a large part of its budget, but is not stanching its population decrease. "I seriously doubt whether such huge facilities fit their needs," said Ginowan Mayor Yoichi Iha. But Yasunari Uehara, village chief of Kunigami Village, is optimistic that tourists will eventually take note. "We are not seeking immediate gain," said Mr. Uehara. "If we take the long view, we need to create such facilities to attract people," he said. Such large facilities are "too costly to maintain, so [the local governments involved] are bound to be financially strapped," said Ryunosuke Megumi, an Okinawa-based political analyst and author. "And then again, they will demand more money from the government." In principle, the costly package had nothing to do with Nago's acceptance of an alternate facility to replace the U.S. Marine Corps Futenma Air Station. However, most people agree that money has poured in from Tokyo since the city agreed to host the substitute military facility. Although the U.S. military presence means deafening noise and occasional accidents and crimes harming Okinawa residents, it also means thousands of jobs and lucrative subsidies from the Japanese government. "When it comes to economic development programs in Okinawa, technically, they are not related to the U.S. military presence. In reality, however, everyone knows they are," said Hiroshi Nakachi, professor of law at the University of the Ryukyus on Okinawa. Okinawans say the economic-development programs fall short because Okinawa has suffered decades of neglect and exploitation at the hands of both the U.S. military presence and Japan's central government. U.S. military facilities occupy 19 percent of Okinawa's main island. Local politicians, however, have grown accustomed to carrot-and-stick political maneuvering, exploiting base issues to obtain more money and projects from the central government, analysts said. Many Okinawans "think they can get money as long as they raise a loud voice against the U.S. military or complain about Japan's discrimination against Okinawa," said Mr. Megumi, the political analyst. Mayor Uehara said it is natural that the region should receive central government money for agreeing to host a U.S. base. "It would be lying to say they are not linked." More Okinawans seem to agree with Mr. Uehara. But they play right into the hands of the government, Mr. Nakachi said. "For the [Tokyo] government, Okinawa is easy to make a deal with. It is a region that they think they can buy," he said. While the northern region was showered with hundreds of millions of dollars, the construction of a sea-based military facility off Nago faltered amid vehement opposition from local residents and environmental organizations. The economic-development programs were also terminated, which suggested they were linked to base issues. As part of the realignment of American forces in Japan, Washington and Tokyo agreed to relocate the Futenma Air Station to a new airport at Camp Schwab. This plan, however, also prompted fierce local protests. Japan's Defense Agency suggested that Tokyo give Okinawa money depending on the project's progress. As Okinawa's Nov. 19 gubernatorial election nears, Liberal Democratic Party leaders once again stress the importance of Okinawa's economic development. Prime Minister Shinzo Abe met with Okinawa Gov. Keiichi Inamine, indicating that the government will work on economic development measures for Okinawa. Mr. Megumi, said he was disappointed with Mr. Abe, who is supposed to seek a more robust role for Japan's military. The analyst met with Mr. Abe's secretary before the prime minister took office, asking the government not to offer more money to Okinawa. As long as Tokyo tries to solve a U.S. base issue by giving Okinawa money, it won't get anywhere, he said. "The government is preoccupied with North Korea," he added. The U.S. base issues "can be expected to turn into another debacle." The 2nd Mirai Center in Nago is another example of Japanese government spending in Okinawa to shore up the falling population and struggling local economies amid a strong U.S. military presence. [Photo by Takehiko Kambayashi/Special to The Washington Times] The Kanna Thalasso Okinawa spa, built in Ginoza Village with Japanese government money, is billed as "the largest thalasso resort in Asia." [Photo by Takehiko Kambayashi/Special to The Washington Times] Although the Kanna Thalasso resort attracted more visitors last year than expected, it is still operating at a loss because of oil prices and seawater damage. [Photo by Takehiko Kambayashi/Special to The Washington Times]
I/L – Maritime Terror

A. Japan’s economy is key to maritime security- Japan is committing a lot of its capital to the efforts.
 Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 4- (6/29/04, “Ministry reports Japan’s commitment to counter-terrorism in APEC region,” Lexis Nexis)
 
The APEC, especially the Counter-Terrorism Task Force (CTTF), has commenced various efforts in the above three areas for the counter-terrorism capacity building. In order to accelerate the efforts in these three areas, Japan will provide pioneering assistance for the South East Asian region where the pressing need to address these issues exist. (1) Assistance to improve aviation security and port and maritime security Japan is preparing to provide security equipment for screening passengers and cargo to seven airports, and three seaports in Indonesia compliant with ISPS International Ship and Port Facility Security code, in order to enhance the security at these airports and seaports, and for the safety of aircrafts and vessels. (Grant aid; the equivalent of 6.8m dollars) Japan is hosting the Port Security Seminar in South East Asian countries in order to assist the implementation of SOLAS Safety of Life at Sea /ISPS code which is to come into effect after 1 July 2004. Japan will hold the Heads of Asian Coast Guard Agencies Meeting in Tokyo in June 2004, in order to build cooperative relations among agencies and share information on maritime security in the Asian region. (2) Commitment to the Asian Development Bank ADB RTFSI Regional Trade and Financial Security Initiative fund Japan has committed 1m dollars to the newly established trust fund within the ADB at the Bangkok APEC Leaders Meeting, which aims to strengthen the capability of the ADB and its borrowing members in the areas of anti-money laundering, combating terrorism financing and port security. In the APEC region, where the threat of terrorism remains serious, it is important to develop human resources and strengthen the infrastructure in each APEC economy to counter the threat of terrorism. Especially in the light of ensuring the stability of economic activities in the APEC region, it is essential to secure the safe movement of people, goods and money. From this perspective, a swift action is called for in the following three areas: a) aviation security, b) port and maritime security, and c) countering terrorism financing
B. Japan leads efforts to improve maritime security with Southeast Asia. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Building upon its civilian cooperation with the three littoral states of the Malacca Strait for maritime safety and diplomatic cooperation, Japan has practiced cautious, nuanced, and indirect leadership to improve maritime security in the Malacca Strait. Japan’s intellectual contributions to the development of maritime security cooperation concepts in particular form the backbone of its leadership. Maritime security has also opened a door for Japan to use its diplomatic power in security matters in Southeast Asia. The ASEAN way of respecting national sovereignty and collectively resisting interference by external powers initially limited Japan’s role to cooperating on navigation safety, but the urgency of controlling piracy and collaboration with Singapore enabled Japan to launch a regional multilateral initiative. The sovereignty claims of Malaysia and Indonesia continue to pose a major limit to multilateral cooperation, as do lack of capacity and corruption in some Southeast Asian countries. The ReCAAP Information Sharing Center may be handicapped by lack of cooperation from Indonesia, Malaysia, and perhaps Thailand as well.

C. Absent Japan, maritime terrorism is likely and destroys the global economy. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
How much economic damage could maritime terrorism inflict? Economic warfare is a central tactic of terrorism. But financial markets tend to be resilient in the face of attacks. Advertisement From the hijacked airliner attacks in the United States on September 11, 2001, to the suicide blasts at nightclubs in Bali in 2002 and the Madrid and London train bombings of 2004 and 2005, markets tend to react in a highly consistent pattern. Domestic equities, bonds and the local currency suffer a knee-jerk sell-off. Risk appetite drops sharply and there is a swift flight to quality, with investors seeking the sanctuary of U.S. Treasuries, and sometimes selected commodities and gold. But within weeks -- and usually days -- asset prices recover. A maritime attack, however, could have magnified consequences if it caused significant disruption to a key shipping lane like the Malacca Strait or a major port like Singapore. This is because while specialization in global supply chains has brought significant efficiency gains, it has also brought vulnerability. Disruption to a key node in the supply chain can cause dramatic and unpredictable turbulence in the whole system. That was why global semiconductor prices nearly doubled following an earthquake that hit Taiwan in 1999, and why Hurricane Katrina spread turbulence throughout world markets. "A major terrorist attack that closed a port ... for weeks would have severe economic consequences on world trade because it would inflict major disruptions in complex just-in-time supply chains that comprise the global economy," the World Economic Forum said in its Global Risks 2010 report, released in January. In a research paper for RAND, terrorism risk analyst Peter Chalk said: "Maritime attacks offer terrorists an alternate means of causing mass economic destabilization." Disrupting the mechanics of the global 'just enough, just in time' cargo freight trading system could potentially trigger vast and cascading fiscal effects, especially if the operations of a major commercial port were curtailed," he added. The Strait of Malacca between peninsular Malaysia and Sumatra is among the world's busiest shipping lanes, used by more than 70,000 ships in 2007. Up to 80 percent of China's oil imports and 30 percent of its iron ore imports, and 90 percent of Japan's crude oil imports, pass through the Strait. Any attack could also have a big impact on shipments of some major commodities from Sumatra, Indonesia's main producing island of palm oil, rubber and coffee. Singapore is the world's top container shipping port and biggest ship refueling hub. And because of the central importance of Singapore's port to its economy, an attack that shut it down even temporarily would have a major negative impact on local stocks and the Singapore dollar. Markets would suffer even if the mere threat of attack led some shippers to avoid Singapore. The 2002 suicide bomb attack on the French supertanker Limburg led to a tripling of war risks premiums levied on ships calling at Aden -- and a 93 percent drop in container terminal throughput there. Piracy in the Malacca Strait became so serious a decade ago that in 2005 the Joint War Committee of the Lloyd's Market Association added the area to its list of war risk zones, sending premiums sharply higher. The decision was reversed in 2006 following lobbying from Singapore, Malaysia and Indonesia. How vulnerable is shipping to terrorist attack? Very. Shipping presents a soft target, particularly after global airline security was massively tightened following al Qaeda's use of hijacked planes as flying suicide bombs in its attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon in September 2001. Perhaps the main vulnerability is the ease with which large, slow-moving oil tankers and cargo ships can be targeted by fast explosives-laden dinghies or speedboats in suicide attacks. Thursday's first warning from the Singapore Shipping Association noted: "In past cases of successful terrorist attacks on tankers, smaller vessels such as dinghies and speedboats were used. Analysis of past incidents of sea robberies and piracy in the Malacca Strait has also revealed small fishing vessels such as sampans were used to board victim ships". Al Qaeda has launched or planned several seaborne attacks in the past decade -- notably the suicide bombing of the USS Cole in 2000, which killed 17 American sailors, and a similar attack two years later on the Limburg, which killed one crewman and spilled 90,000 barrels of oil into the Gulf of Aden. The ease with which Somali pirates have been able to board and hijack large vessels -- including an oil supertanker in 2008 -- has also raised concerns of another kind of terrorist attack in which a ship is commandeered and turned into a "floating bomb" that could shut down a major shipping lane or destroy a port. How credible is the "floating bomb" scenario? Analysts say fears that terrorists could detonate ships carrying crude oil or liquefied natural gas (LNG) are overdone. Crude is not very flammable and LNG carriers are robustly constructed and include significant safety features. They might be easy to board, but not to convert into a weapon quickly. Ships carrying ammonium nitrate are a bigger concern -- the fertilizer is highly explosive when mixed with fuel oil and was used in the Oklahoma City and Bali bombings. Significantly, Thursday's warning issued in Singapore said that while oil tankers were the probable target, "this does not preclude possible attacks on other large vessels with dangerous cargo". When a fire detonated around 2,300 tons of ammonium nitrate aboard a vessel in Texas City's port in 1947, the blast caused a 5-metre tidal wave that swept through the town. At least 567 people were killed and more than 5,000 injured. Hundreds of homes were destroyed and two small planes were blown out of the sky. It was the worst industrial accident in U.S. history.

Maritime Routes KT Economy

Japan’s maritime routes are key to its economy. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Japan’s economy heavily depends on safe passage of ships through the Malacca Strait, and therefore Japan has long cooperated with Singapore, Malaysia, and Indonesia in the area of navigation safety and seabed mapping through joint research, sharing of equipment, and training. The increase in piracy incidents in the Strait since the 19971998 Asian economic crisis resulted in increased Japanese assistance in anti-piracy efforts. Japan has also aided civilian law enforcement capabilities of the littoral states through its Coast Guard. Japanese Coast Guard vessels have patrolled Southeast Asian seas and carried out joint exercises with civilian maritime counterparts in Southeast Asia. Japan’s approach emphasizes the sovereignty of the littoral states and focuses on their cooperative capacity building. The Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA) funds the Coast Guard’s seminars to train maritime authorities in Southeast Asia, and Japan’s aid is critical in helping to create maritime patrol authority where local capacity is lacking (especially in the Philippines and Indonesia). Japan’s anti-piracy efforts have also promoted multilateral institution building in the region. Japan has financed efforts of the International Maritime Organization (IMO) to track and study piracy incidents. In concert with the APEC Counter-Terrorism Task Force, Japan held the “Heads of Asian Coast Guard Agencies Meeting” in Tokyo in June 2004. Japan’s Ship and Ocean Foundation has also provided seed money for the IMOsanctioned Anti-Piracy Center in Kuala Lumpur. In March 2005 Japan held the second “ASEAN-Japan Seminar on Maritime Security and Combating Piracy” in Tokyo to review progress of the ASEAN countries on implementation of the International Ship and Port Facility Security (ISPS) Code.

XT: Indonesian Security

Japan maritime routes key to Indonesian protection

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Indonesian waters host three straits that are important to Japan’s economy: Malacca, Sunda, and Lombok. As an archipelagic country made up of over 13,000 islands scattered across a range of over 5,000 kilometers from east to west, Indonesia’s maritime security concerns are far broader than piracy in the Malacca Strait. Combined with the fact that major victims of piracy in the Malacca Strait are merely passing through the strait with little economic benefit to Indonesia, the country’s interest in anti-piracy efforts in the Malacca Strait is limited to managing an ongoing diplomatic embarrassment. Indonesia is keen to receive external assistance in the form of equipment and training, but wants this assistance for dealing with its own priorities, including terrorism, illegal fishing, and illegal migration. Domestic political sensitivity surrounds external security cooperation with Western countries (most notably the United States and Australia), necessitating that such cooperation be carried out quietly. Japan is largely free of this restriction in Indonesia. Because of its strong sovereignty claim over the Malacca Strait, Indonesia has resisted multilateralizing management of the strait’s security. Bilaterally supplied foreign equipment also raises the issue of controlling the equipment after it is deployed, as well as the problem of maintenance given the lack of basic vocational skills in the Indonesian maritime security forces. The main arena of piracy in Indonesian waters is around the island of Bangka—far south of the Malacca Strait. Indonesia’s concerns about terrorism have maritime dimensions, but are not confined to the Malacca Strait. Movement of the Jamayah Islamia (JI) leadership from Malaysia via the Makassar Strait and illegal movement of people between the conflict-prone southern Philippines and the islands of Kalimantan or Sulawesi through the Celebes Sea have invited quiet cooperation among Indonesia, the United States and Australia. Japan’s focus on the Malacca Strait is generally accepted as an outcome of trilateral U.S.-Australia-Japan coordination to avoid duplicating of efforts. Indonesia views Japan as a source of diversified assistance. Japan’s aid has not been strongly tied to human rights issues, and Indonesia’s experience of aid suspensions from Western countries during the East Timor crisis from the late 1990s to the mid-2000s makes Japan a source of diversified assistance. Japan’s heavy focus on the Malacca Strait contradicted Indonesia’s desire to deploy the donated ships as it wished, but assistance in training of personnel and improving general maritime surveillance capabilities are viewed as more broadly applicable and are welcomed by Indonesia. Even aid to improve local fishermen’s capacity is viewed in the context of reducing piracy, since many pirates are also fishermen. Indonesians view aid in basic science, engineering, and IT education as a booster of efficacy in maritime security training and exercises. In the eyes of more experienced non-Japanese providers of security assistance, however, Japan’s ongoing assistance to Indonesia in equipment, training seminars, and joint exercises lacks longterm working relations and mentoring aspects. One observer recommended long-term stationing of Japanese staff at the sites where transferred equipment is deployed to train the local operators in usage and maintenance.

Japan-Indonesian relations key to Indonesian relations with Indian and Chinese navies. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Indonesia’s fear of the Chinese and skepticism about the Indians, combined with political Islam’s opposition to U.S. naval expansion into the region, also make Japan a preferred partner. Unlike Singapore, Indonesia is generally opposed to the physical presence of external forces for maritime security on political grounds, but Japan seems to be the candidate least feared by the Indonesian security elite. The Indonesian Navy seeks closer cooperation with Japan’s Maritime Self Defense Force to balance its relations with the Indian and Chinese navies, and some Indonesian experts even suggest expanding bilateral cooperation in straits other than Malacca (i.e. the Sunda and Makassar).

XT: Japan KT Maritime Security

Japan key to Southeast Asia’s maritime security. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Japan’s role in ensuring maritime security in Southeast Asia has received some attention in recent years. Japan’s primary focus on the Malacca Strait has resulted in close cooperation with the three littoral states (Singapore, Malaysia, and Indonesia), but Japan’s newer initiatives for multilateral cooperation encompass a broader set of countries in East Asia. Japan particularly sees Thailand as a potential partner for maritime security cooperation. At the same time, divergence of interests and differences in institutional settings between Japan and Southeast Asian countries pose some obstacles to closer cooperation. This article will assess Japan’s maritime security cooperation with Southeast Asia and explore implications for U.S. policy. Japan has also conducted training courses for maritime law enforcement officials from ASEAN countries, China, and South Korea. Japan’s status as the predominant user of the Strait has gradually declined as other industrializing states of East Asia have increased their dependence on this key waterway. As security of the Strait became a common good, Japan sought to ensure equitable cost sharing through a multilateral framework. At a meeting of the IMO in Kuala Lumpur in September 2006, Japan proposed voluntary cost sharing for safety, security, and environmental protection of the Malacca and Singapore Straits among the three littoral states, user states, the shipping industry, and other stakeholders. Multilateral institution building has turned out to be an onerous task for Japan. Japan proposed the Regional Cooperation Agreement on Combating Piracy and Armed Robbery against Ships in Asia (ReCAAP), which emphasized sharing information about ships victimized by and suspected of committing piracy and armed robbery. This agreement did not cover other maritime crimes such as illegal migration, smuggling, and terrorism. The scope of the information sharing initiative covered both piracy incidents in international waters (for which jurisdiction under the Law of the Sea belongs to the flag nation) and “armed robbery” in territorial waters (for which jurisdiction traditionally belonged to the littoral state). Inclusion of the latter has been one, and likely the most important, factor deterring Malaysia and Indonesia from signing the ReCAAP. Sixteen countries (Japan, China, South Korea, India, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, and ten ASEAN nations) participated in the negotiation and adopted the initial agreement in November 2004. A minimum of ten signatories was required for the agreement to enter into force, and the agreement took effect in September 2006, but without China, Malaysia and Indonesia. China signed and ratified later.
Okinawa KT Japan-Southeast Asian Relations

Okinawa is the keystone of the Pacific- it’s location puts Japan in close contact to other Asian nations. 

Pike, 9- world’s leading experts on defense, space and intelligence policy, director of GlobalSecurity.org (John E., 11/16/09, “Okinawa, Japan,” http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/okinawa.htm)

The early US explorers labeled Okinawa as the "Keystone of the Pacific" since Taipei, Shanghai, Hong Kong, Seoul, Manila, and Tokyo all lie within a 1,500 km radius of the islands. Okinawa is equidistant from several parts of the Pacific, whether it's Tokyo, Seoul, Taiwan or the Philippines. If there is a trouble spot in the Pacific and [DoD] needs to move forces quickly, Okinawa has the facilities to support that response. The forward deployment on Okinawa significantly shortens transit times, thereby promoting early arrival in potential regional trouble spots such as the Korean peninsula and the Taiwan straits, a significant benefit in the initial stages of a conflict. For example, it takes 2 hours to fly to the Korean peninsula from Okinawa, as compared with about 5 hours from Guam, 11 hours from Hawaii, and 16 hours from the continental United States. Similarly, it takes about 1 1/2 days to make the trip from Okinawa by ship to South Korea, as compared with about 5 days from Guam, 12 days from Hawaii, and 17 days from the continental United States.

Okinawa’s location is key to connecting Japan to Southeast nations. 

Chinen, 90- University of the Ryukus, third-prize winner in the Japanese section of the ninth annual Japan-U.S. Essay Contest (Masami, 2/15/90, “Okinawa: A Window to Southeast Asia,” Lexis Nexis) 
Japan as a major economic power has great responsibility toward the international community. It is the duty of Japan to transfer its technology and know-how to developing countries. Internationalization is inevitable in this age of bilateral dependence and tangled national interests. Exchange must go beyond the state level; community- and grass-roots-level communication should also be promoted globally. What is the ideal form of international exchange in Okinawa-ken, located at the southern end of the Japanese archipelago? The promotion of exchange must be based on the characteristics unique to Okinawa, whose geographical and historical background is different from most other areas of Japan. The islands of Okinawa are surrounded by ocean, with mainland Japan and the Korean peninsula located to the north, Taiwan, the Philippines and other Southeast Asian nations to the south, China to the west and the Pacific islands and the U.S. continent to the east. Okinawa, in a way, is located at the crossing between Asia and the Pacific. It takes merely an hour to fly from Naha, Okinawa-ken's capital, to Taipei. The distance between Naha and Manila is about the same as the distance from Naha to Tokyo. From a historical viewpoint, Okinawa has been subjected to the rule of several different countries, including China, Japan and the United States, until it finally achieved the right of self-governemnt as a prefecture. In ancient times, when Okinawa was called the Rukyu kingdom, it maintained close ties with China through trade as a tributary state, and received great political and cultural influence. Also it actively traded with Southeast Asian countries. The period under U.S. military occupation, from 1945 to 1972, was an ordeal for Okinawa. Today, 75 percent of all the U.S. military bases in Japan are located in Okinawa. Okinawans face various problems resulting from this type of existence. Okinawa was both assaulter and victim during the last war. While helping Japanese military to invade China and Southeast Asia, Okinawa became the only place in Japan where land battles were fought, which killed a great number of citizens. With such a historical background, Okinawa can easily understand the antipathy of Southeast Asian nations toward Japan. It is important to promote individual, heart-to-heart exchanges with the people in these countries. I believe Okinawa can act as a bridge between Japan and Southeast Asian nations. The nature of Okinawans is ideal for promotion of international exchange. The open, generous attitude of local people and relaxed social atmosphere would surely make visitors at home. There is a phrase in Okinawan dialect meaning "once acquainted, we are brothers." Okinawa is also the home of emigrants. Many Okinawa residents have relatives and friends who had moved to foreign countries, including Hawaii and South America, to make a living. There was even a time when these emigrants provided financial support to Okinawa. Uchinaanchu, or native Okinawans, are always ready to welcome foreign visitors, largely because their kinsmen were accepted in foreign societies. The overseas network of uchinaanchu would be an advantageous factor for international exchange in Okinawa. The time has passed when Japan can look only toward the United States and Europe for relations. The world is developing into a multipolar structure and Third World countries, headed by the NIES, are stepping forward onto the global stage. Therefore, it is necessary for Japan to focus its attention on neighboring Asian countries. Based on the recognition that Japan is a part of Asia, Japan should associate with its Asian counterparts on equal terms. As Japan tries to promote its ties with Asia, Okinawa can act as a pipeline between the two entities. I began to think of international exchange through my associations at university with foreign students. The number of foreign students at Ryukyu University increases every year, and at present exceeds 100, including students sponsored by the government and prefecture and those who were sent by their own state governments. Students from Taiwan, the closest nation to Okinawa, tops foreign students at the university, followed by Chinese, Malaysian and Indonesian students. While students from Asia account for more than half of the student body, the number of second and third-generation Japanese emigrants to South American countries who come to study at Ryuku also soars annually. I learned about foreign countries through these students, and through my attempt to explain Okinawa to them. These exchanges helped me take an objective view of Okinawa. Once we got over the language barrier, cultural, religious and social differences did not affect the mutual understanding between us. The increase in foreign students is also an important source for promoting an Okinawa-based exchange. However, Okinawa needs a more aggressive approach, so that it can act as a window to Southeast Asia. Okinawa depends too much on governmental bodies to create opportunities for international exchange. Exchange should be promoted on the grass-roots level, with students and local residents taking the initiative. When Japan brings up the concept of an Asia-Pacific community, with its emphasis on the Asia region, Okinawa should become the focus of attention. Okinawans should be aware of their own position and the importance of Okinawa's role in the coming international society. The task lies especially with the younger generations, who are going to shoulder the trials and tribulations of the 21st century. We should take the lead in international exchange for the sake of further development in Asia and Okinawa.

XT: Singapore I/L

Singapore is vulnerable to maritime terrorism absent Japanese cooperation. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Singapore’s location in the heart of the Malacca Strait and its economy’s critical dependence on entrepot trade focus its attention on maritime terrorism and piracy in the Malacca Strait, and this focus closely overlaps with Japan’s interests. Combined with long-standing mistrust of predominantly Muslim Malaysia and Indonesia, Singapore’s high priority on strait security has led to seeking closer cooperation with external partners, especially the United States and Japan, sometimes beyond the comfort level of Singapore’s neighbors. On the other hand, Singapore already possesses the most capable naval and maritime security forces in Southeast Asia and does not require as much external assistance in terms of equipment and training except for joint operations. Singapore’s cooperation with Japan instead has focused on diplomatic, international-legal, and information fronts. Most notably, the two countries’ cooperation played a crucial role in setting up the ReCAAP framework. However, the combined leadership of Japan and Singapore could also be viewed negatively by other ASEAN countries (especially Malaysia and Indonesia), hindering multilateral cooperation in the region. Singaporeans perceive that the high number of Western businesses in Singapore and the country’s own adoption of some aspects of Westernization make Singapore a likely target of maritime terrorism. In the Malacca Strait, Japan’s more important East-bound traffic (of loaded oil tankers from the Middle East) sails through waters under Indonesian jurisdiction. Hence Singapore encourages multilateralized Japanese assistance to less capable littoral states (most notably Indonesia) to build their capacity for security enforcement. Regional observers say Japan’s offers of assistance are better received by ASEAN states than similar offers from the United States.

XT: Thailand I/L

Thailand looks to Japan to contribute to their security efforts. 

Sato, 7- professor and an expert in international and comparative political economy of the Asia-Pacific region and Japanese foreign policy (Yoichiro, September, 2000, “Southeast Asian Receptiveness to Japanese Maritime Security Cooperation,” http://www.stormingmedia.us/66/6642/A664274.html) 
Thailand sees Japan as an important player in its security relations. Thai desire to have and balance diverse security partners is encouraged by Japan’s recent moves to become an active regional security actor, including the ongoing discussions of constitutional revision to allow collective defense and the upgrading of the Defense Agency to the Defense Ministry in January 2007. China’s growing security cooperation with Thailand’s neighbors and coastal states of the Indian Ocean, such as Burma, Cambodia, Maldives, Pakistan, and Iran, urges Thailand to seek closer cooperation with Japan. Thai officials see a significant overlap between the maritime security interests of Thailand and Japan and argue that local Thai capacity building is in Japan’s interests. However, differences in broad strategic interests and issue priorities between the two countries set limits to their cooperation. Furthermore, the current level of cooperation has not even tested these limits due to the complexity of Thai maritime jurisdictions, lack of domestic coordination in the Thai government, and incomplete Japanese awareness of these problems.

China Relations Add-Ons

US Presence in Japan Makes China uneasy

Worden et. al. 87 [Robert, , Andrea Matles Savada and Ronald E. Dolan, editors. China: A Country Study. Washington: GPO for the ibrary of Congress, 1987. 

Japan is by far the most important to China of the nonsuperpower developed nations. Among the reasons for this are geographical proximity and historical and cultural ties, China's perception of Japan as a possible resurgent threat, Japan's close relations with the United States since the end of World War II, and Japan's role as the third-ranking industrialized power in the world. Japan's invasion and occupation of parts of China in the 1930s was a major component of the devastation China underwent during the "century of shame and humiliation." After 1949 Chinese relations with Japan changed several times, from hostility and an absence of contact to cordiality and extremely close cooperation in many fields. One recurring Chinese concern in Sino-Japanese relations has been the potential remilitarization of Japan. At the time of the founding of the People's Republic, Japan was defeated and Japanese military power dismantled, but China continued to view Japan as a potential threat because of the United States presence there. The Sino-Soviet Treaty of Friendship, Alliance, and Mutual Assistance included the provision that each side would protect the other from an attack by "Japan or any state allied with it," and China undoubtedly viewed with alarm Japan's role as the principal United States base during the Korean War.

Property Rights Add-On

A. Closing the base would restore property freedoms

Mulgan 00  Senior Lecturer Australian Defense Force Academy University of New South Wales (Aurelia George, January 2001, 
One of the major claims of Okinawans is that the constitutional rights to private property of Japanese landowners have been violated by the enforcement of leases of parcels of land for use by US forces. Article 29 of the Constitution states that ‘the right to own or to hold property is inviolable’. When Governor Ota refused to sign the documents needed to extend the forced leases of land for US bases in late 1995, he told reporters he was ‘going to insist in court that forcing them to renew violates rights of property ownership and land holding guaranteed under the Constitution’ (Nikkei Weekly 27 November 1995).8 His legal team also demanded that the court allow landowners to speak as witnesses, to give them an opportunity to explain how the US military presence was violating Okinawans’ constitutional rights.9 In his appeal to the Supreme Court that followed, Ota argued amongst other things that forced contracts violated the Japanese Constitution, which protects private property. His appeal contended that the lawsuit implied ‘issues of basic human rights such as constitutionally guaranteed property rights, people’s rights to a life in peace, and [the prefectures’] rights to home rule’ (‘The Text of Governor Ota’s Testimony’, in JPRI 1997: 4). Therefore, the Okinawa base issue was one that impinged on the basic human rights of Japanese nationals everywhere (ibid). Ota’s appeal was lost. In essence, the question of Okinawan landowners’ rights comes down to a political rather than a constitutional or legal question, insofar as Article 29 of the Constitution also provides that ‘private property may be taken for public use upon just compensation therefore’. This Article embodies the eminent domain powers of the state vis -à-vis private property owners. These powers are implemented through the legal provisions of the 1952 Land Acquisition Law, which gives the state the right to acquire private land for public use. The law that specifically embodies these eminent domain powers in relation to US bases in Japan is the Special Measures Law for Land Used by the American Forces. Under the law, the government can forcibly acquire title to appropriate land for USFJ facilities when the consent of landowners has not been forthcoming (Defense Agency 1997: 237).10 The state’s legal rights were,  therefore, used to override local landowners’ refusal to sign renewals of land leases. 

B. Invasions of freedom must be rejected

Petro 74,  professor of law, Wake Forest University, (Sylvester, Spring 1974, TOLEDO LAW REVIEW, p. 480.)
However, one may still insist, echoing   Ernest Hemingway – “I believe in only one thing: liberty.” And it is always well to bear in mind David Hume’s observation: “It is seldom that liberty of any kind is lost all at once.” Thus, it is unacceptable to say that the invasion of one aspect of freedom is of no import because there have been invasions of so many other aspects. That road leads to chaos, tyranny, despotism, and the end of all human aspiration. Ask Solzhenitsyn. Ask Milovan Djilas. In sum, if one believes in freedom as a supreme value, and the proper ordering principle for any society aiming to maximize spiritual and material welfare, then every invasion of freedom must be emphatically identified and resisted with undying spirit.

Free Speech Add-On
A. The US military is bulldozing private property without monetary compensation

Japanese Peace Committee 5 (5/30/5, “Demilitarizing Okinawa”, http://www.towardfreedom.com/asia/208-demilitarizing-okinawa-900)
Occupying Okinawa in the Second World War, US Military forces built their bases by force, sending surviving citizens to concentration camps and taking their land without payment. It was a clear violation of The Hague Convention that prohibits the confiscation of private property even during war, and that obliges to pay for their property requisitioned even in the case of military necessity. Since 1953, bulldozing houses and burning them, the US Forces has outrageously promoted the large scale of requisition of land for huge military bases. Today, these bases are the root cause of the violation of human rights and security of Okinawan people. According to the statistics of Japanese Government as well as of Okinawa prefecture, a number of crimes committed by US soldiers for these 30 years has reached around 5,000, and more than 10 percent of them are violent crimes such as murder, burglaries, and rapes. However, neither Japan's domestic laws nor US laws are applied to the US Forces in Japan, and in fact U.S. soldiers committing crimes are protected by prerogatives. Meanwhile, noise pollution by US bases reaches 37 percent of Okinawa's population. Crashes and the burning of military airplanes are common. This situation violates the spirit, if not the letter of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person" (Article 3). The bases also constitute a threat to peace in Asia and around the world. Okinawa is the only place in the world where the US deploys Marine Corps outside its territory, looming over the Korean Peninsula and China.
B. Property rights are the basis of speech rights

Rothbard 7 MA and BA in mathematics and economics from Colombia University(Murray, 5/18/07, “Human Rights as Property Rights, http://mises.org/daily/2569)

    Take, for example, the "human right" of free speech. Freedom of speech is supposed to mean the right of everyone to say whatever he likes. But the neglected question is: Where? Where does a man have this right? He certainly does not have it on property on which he is trespassing. In short, he has this right only either on his own property or on the property of someone who has agreed, as a gift or in a rental contract, to allow him on the premises. In fact, then, there is no such thing as a separate "right to free speech"; there is only a man's property right: the right to do as he wills with his own or to make voluntary agreements with other property owners.[2] In short, a person does not have a "right to freedom of speech"; what he does have is the right to hire a hall and address the people who enter the premises. He does not have a "right to freedom of the press"; what he does have is the right to write or publish a pamphlet, and to sell that pamphlet to those who are willing to buy it (or to give it away to those who are willing to accept it). Thus, what he has in each of these cases is property rights, including the right of free contract and transfer which form a part of such rights of ownership. There is no extra "right of free speech" or free press beyond the property rights that a person may have in any given case. Furthermore, couching the analysis in terms of a "right to free speech" instead of property rights leads to confusion and the weakening of the very concept of rights. The most famous example is Justice Holmes's contention that no one has the right to shout "Fire" falsely in a crowded theater, and therefore that the right to freedom of speech cannot be absolute, but must be weakened and tempered by considerations of "public policy."[3] And yet, if we analyze the problem in terms of property rights we will see that no weakening of the absoluteness of rights is necessary.[4] For, logically, the shouter is either a patron or the theater owner. If he is the theater owner, he is violating the property rights of the patrons in quiet enjoyment of the performance, for which he took their money in the first place. If he is another patron, then he is violating both the property right of the patrons to watching the performance and the property right of the owner, for he is violating the terms of his being there. For those terms surely include not violating the owner's property by disrupting the performance he is putting on. In either case, he may be prosecuted as a violator of property rights; therefore, when we concentrate on the property rights involved, we see that the Holmes case implies no need for the law to weaken the absolute nature of rights. Indeed, Justice Hugo Black, a well-known "absolutist" on behalf of "freedom of speech," made it clear, in a trenchant critique of the Holmes "shouting 'fire' in a crowded theater" argument, that Black's advocacy of freedom of speech was grounded in the rights of private property. Thus Black stated: I went to a theater last night with you. I have an idea if you and I had gotten up and marched around that theater, whether we said anything or not, we would have been arrested. Nobody has ever said that the First Amendment gives people a right to go anywhere in the world they want to go or say anything in the world they want to say. Buying the theater tickets did not buy the opportunity to make a speech there. We have a system of property in this country which is also protected by the Constitution. We have a system of property, which means that a man does not have a right to do anything he wants anywhere he wants to do it. For instance, I would feel a little badly if somebody were to try to come into my house and tell me that he had a constitutional right to come in there because he wanted to make a speech against the Supreme Court. I realize the freedom of people to make a speech against the Supreme Court, but I do not want him to make it in my house. That is a wonderful aphorism about shouting "fire" in a crowded theater. But you do not have to shout "fire" to get arrested. If a person creates a disorder in a theater, they would get him there not because of what he hollered but because he hollered. They would get him not because of any views he had but because they thought he did not have any views that they wanted to hear there. That is the way I would answer not because of what he shouted but because he shouted.[5]

C. Suppressed speech logically leads to the death of hundreds of millions

Dr. Paul- 04 US Congressman (Ron Paul, 5/10/04, “An Indecent Attack on the First Amendment”,  remarks before US House of Representatives, http://www.lewrockwell.com/paul/paul165.html,)

We will soon debate the “Broadcast Indecency Act of 2004” on the House Floor. This atrocious piece of legislation should be defeated. It cannot improve the moral behavior of U.S. citizens, but it can do irreparable harm to our cherished right to freedom of speech. This attempt at regulating and punishing indecent and sexually provocative language suggests a comparison to the Wahhabi religious police of Saudi Arabia, who control the “Commission for the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice.” Though both may be motivated by the good intentions of improving moral behavior, using government force to do so is fraught with great danger and has no chance of success. Regulating speech is a dangerous notion, and not compatible with the principles of a free society. The Founders recognized this, and thus explicitly prohibited Congress from making any laws that might abridge freedom of speech or of the press. But we have in recent decades seen a steady erosion of this protection of free speech. This process started years ago when an arbitrary distinction was made by the political left between commercial and non-commercial speech, thus permitting government to regulate and censor commercial speech. Since only a few participated in commercial speech, few cared – and besides, the government was there to protect us from unethical advertisements. Supporters of this policy failed to understand that anti-fraud laws and state laws could adequately deal with this common problem found in all societies. Disheartening as it may be, the political left, which was supposed to care more about the 1st Amendment than the right, has ventured in recent years to curtail so-called “hate speech” by championing political correctness. In the last few decades we’ve seen the political-correctness crowd, in the name of improving personal behavior and language, cause individuals to lose their jobs, cause careers to be ruined, cause athletes to be trashed, and cause public speeches on liberal campuses to be disrupted and even banned. These tragedies have been caused by the so-called champions of free speech. Over the years, tolerance for the views of those with whom campus liberals disagree has nearly evaporated. The systematic and steady erosion of freedom of speech continues. Just one year ago we saw a coalition of both left and right push through the radical Campaign Finance Reform Act, which strictly curtails the rights all Americans to speak out against particular candidates at the time of elections. Amazingly, this usurpation by Congress was upheld by the Supreme Court, which showed no concern for the restrictions on political speech during political campaigns. Instead of admitting that money and corruption in government is not a consequence of too much freedom of expression, but rather a result of government acting outside the bounds of the Constitution, this new law addressed a symptom rather than the cause of special interest control of our legislative process. And now comes the right’s attack on the 1st Amendment, with its effort to stamp out “indecent” language on the airways. And it will be assumed that if one is not with them in this effort, then one must support the trash seen and heard in the movie theaters and on our televisions and radios. For social rather than constitutional reasons, some on the left express opposition to this proposal. But this current proposal is dangerous. Since most Americans – I hope – are still for freedom of expression of political ideas and religious beliefs, no one claims that anyone who endorses freedom of speech therefore endorses the nutty philosophy and religious views that are expressed. We should all know that the 1st Amendment was not written to protect non-controversial mainstream speech, but rather the ideas and beliefs of what the majority see as controversial or fringe. The temptation has always been great to legislatively restrict rudeness, prejudice, and minority views, and it’s easiest to start by attacking the clearly obnoxious expressions that most deem offensive. The real harm comes later. But “later” is now approaching. The failure to understand that radio, TV, and movies more often than not reflect the peoples’ attitudes prompts this effort. It was never law that prohibited moral degradation in earlier times. It was the moral standards of the people who rejected the smut that we now see as routine entertainment. Merely writing laws and threatening huge fines will not improve the moral standards of the people. Laws like the proposed “Broadcast Indecency Act of 2004” merely address the symptom of a decaying society, while posing a greater threat to freedom of expression. Laws may attempt to silence the bigoted and the profane, but the hearts and minds of those individuals will not be changed. Societal standards will not be improved. Government has no control over these standards, and can only undermine liberty in its efforts to make individuals more moral or the economy fairer. Proponents of using government authority to censor certain undesirable images and comments on the airwaves resort to the claim that the airways belong to all the people, and therefore it’s the government’s responsibility to protect them. The mistake of never having privatized the radio and TV airwaves does not justify ignoring the 1st Amendment mandate that “Congress shall make no law abridging freedom of speech.” When everyone owns something, in reality nobody owns it. Control then occurs merely by the whims of the politicians in power. From the very start, licensing of radio and TV frequencies invited government censorship that is no less threatening than that found in totalitarian societies. We should not ignore the smut and trash that has invaded our society, but laws like this will not achieve the goals that many seek. If a moral society could be created by law, we would have had one a long time ago. The religious fundamentalists in control of other countries would have led the way. Instead, authoritarian violence reigns in those countries. If it is not recognized that this is the wrong approach to improve the quality of the airways, a heavy price will be paid. The solution to decaying moral standards has to be voluntary, through setting examples in our families, churches, and communities – never by government coercion. It just doesn’t work. But the argument is always that the people are in great danger if government does not act by: Restricting free expression in advertising; Claiming insensitive language hurts people, and political correctness guidelines are needed to protect the weak; Arguing that campaign finance reform is needed to hold down government corruption by the special interests; Banning indecency on the airways that some believe encourages immoral behavior. If we accept the principle that these dangers must be prevented through coercive government restrictions on expression, it must logically follow that all dangers must be stamped out, especially those that are even more dangerous than those already dealt with. This principle is adhered to in all totalitarian societies. That means total control of freedom of expression of all political and religious views. This certainly was the case with the Soviets, the Nazis, the Cambodians, and the Chinese communists. And yet these governments literally caused the deaths of hundreds of millions of people throughout the 20th Century. This is the real danger, and if we’re in the business of protecting the people from all danger, this will be the logical next step. It could easily be argued that this must be done, since political ideas and fanatical religious beliefs are by far the most dangerous ideas known to man. Sadly, we’re moving in that direction, and no matter how well intended the promoters of these limits on the 1st Amendment are, both on the left and the right, they nevertheless endorse the principle of suppressing any expressions of dissent if one chooses to criticize the government. When the direct attack on political and religious views comes, initially it will be on targets that most will ignore, since they will be seen as outside the mainstream and therefore unworthy of defending – like the Branch Davidians or Lyndon LaRouche. Rush Limbaugh has it right (at least on this one), and correctly fears the speech police. He states: “I’m in the free speech business,” as he defends Howard Stern and criticizes any government effort to curtail speech on the airways, while recognizing the media companies’ authority and responsibility to self-regulate. Congress has been a poor steward of the 1st Amendment. This newest attack should alert us all to the dangers of government regulating freedom of speech – of any kind.

Free Speech Prevents Wars

Free Speech prevents wars

Jensen 1- University of Texas Journalism Professor (Robert, “Against Dissent: Why Free Speech is Important as the US Drops Cluster Bombs on Afghanistan”,  Lecture to UT teach-in on war and civil liberties,  4/2/01, http://uts.cc.utexas.edu/~rjensen/freelance/attack15.htm)

It might seem strange, given my involvement in antiwar work at a time when most people support the war, that I would title a talk “Against Dissent.” How could I be against something in which I seem to be engaged quite actively? I am not going to argue against political activity that challenges the dominant view, but instead will suggest a different way to understand that political activity. The point is not simply semantic, but goes to the heart of what it means to be a citizen in a democracy. More on that later. Let me say up front that I believe that in light of what is happening in Afghanistan at the moment, the topic of free speech seems, in some sense, trivial. I do not mean that speech does not matter. I believe free speech is a good thing in and of itself. But my main concern at the moment is not the intrinsic value of free speech, the way it fosters the growth and development of individuals, which is one powerful argument for protecting free speech. Right now, free speech is on my mind because I live in the nation that has the most destructive military capacity in the history of the world. I live in a nation that has repeatedly demonstrated its willingness to use that capacity to kill, and kill civilians. And I live in the nation that at this moment is using that capacity again to kill civilians in a conflict that is being sold to us as a war on terrorism that will keep us safe, but is, I believe, primarily a war to extend the power of a particular segment of U.S. society. In other words, free speech matters so much right now not primarily because it is good for us, which it is, but because without it citizens of this country will have fewer chances to stop our government from destroying human life abroad. Tonight I want to talk about why free speech and democracy are in some sense more important than ever. In this sense, free speech is not a trivial matter. How we defend and use our free speech is, quite literally, a matter of life and death. It is a matter of life and death for the Afghan child who sees the bright yellow cylinder on the ground and bends over to pick it up; the child who picks up the bright yellow unexploded bomblet from a cluster bomb dropped from a U.S. plane; unexploded because 7 percent of the bomblets released by a cluster bomb do not detonate at first; a bomblet that will explode when picked up and send steel shards ripping into the child’s body. And then the child will die. And then U.S. officials explain that we must keep using cluster bombs because they are effective antipersonnel and antiarmor weapons. Our freedom to speak is not trivial to that child. So let us speak of free speech. Let us begin with a little history. On June 16, 1918, labor leader Eugene Debs made a speech in Canton, Ohio, in which he dared to question U.S. involvement in World War I. In this speech, he said, “Wars throughout history have been waged for conquest and plunder. …the working class who fight all the battles, the working class who make the supreme sacrifices, the working class who freely shed their blood and furnish their corpses, have never yet had a voice in either declaring war or making peace. It is the ruling class that invariably does both. They alone declare war and they alone make peace.” He continued: “They are continually talking about their patriotic duty. It is not their but your patriotic duty that they are concerned about. There is a decided difference. Their patriotic duty never takes them to the firing line or chucks them into the trenches.”

Free Speech Prevents Disasters

Free speech prevents economic disasters

Gemede-05  Senior Associate and Oppenheimer Fellow, St. Antony's College, Oxford (William, 4/18/05, “Democracy and the importance of criticism, dissent and public dialogue”, paper presented at the Harold Wolpe Lecture Series,  http://www.wolpetrust.org.za/dialogue2005/DN042005gumede_paper.htm)
The responses of governments to the suffering of people often depend on the pressure that is put on them. The great Indian economist Amartya Sen makes the example of how criticisms, open public debates and dissent play such a crucial role in preventing economic disasters such as famines or social unrest. So, freedom of expression and discussion, are not only crucial in pinpointing economic and social needs, but are also important in deciding on what needs should have priority; and what demands should attention be paid to. Obviously, criticisms can also have its downside, when simply the loudest voice or the richest voices receive political attention. 
Japan Democracy Property Rights Add-On

A. The Okinawa base has put Japan democracy into question, Japan is hurting private property rights

Mulgan, 2k

(Aurelia George, completed her PhD at the ANU in Japanese Politics in 1980, and subsequently worked as a Research Fellow in the Australia-Japan Research Centre at the ANU, “Managing the US Base Issue in Okinawa: A Test for Japanese Democracy,” Japanese Studies, Vol. 2, No. 2, pgs 159-177 //ag)

The domestic politics of US base management in Okinawa has become more problematic since the September 1995 rape of a 12-year-old Iapanese schoolgirl by three American servicemen. More than any other single event in recent times, this act catalysed waves of protest against the presence of US forces in Okinawa and a defiant challenge by the former prefectural governor, Ota Masahide, to the central govern- ment’s rights and prerogatives on base-related issues. How the Okinawa base problem has been handled by the central government since late 1995 generates insights into the workings of Japanese democracy: the extent to which individual property rights are subordinated to national policies; the level of judicial independence from political interference; the use of economic compensation as an adiunct to more coercive instruments of state authority; the balance of power between central and local govern- ments; the level of state responsiveness to minority interests; and the effectiveness of local protest movements in eliciting concessions to national policymakers. The analysis raises a number of questions about the quality of Japanese democracy. The central government has consistently subordinated issues of human rights and the rights of local property owners to the overriding imperative of maintaining the Security Treaty with the United States and Japan’s obligation under that treaty to make land and facilities available to US military forces. In this enterprise it has been aided and abetted by a nominally independent judiciary and in particular by a Supreme Court that has subordinated its rights of iudicial review to a consistently conservative, pro-regime posture. In a similar mode, the legislative superiority of the national government has been reasserted in order to undermine the limited prerogatives of local government and to reject the legitimate protests of local residents on base-related issues.
B. Cooperation replaces conflict if property rights are well defined which spurs greater benefits

Anderson and Huggins 3 (Terry and Laura, Anderson is a leading economist and director of PERC, Huggins is the director of development at PERC and a research fellow at Hoover Institution, “Property Rights: A Practical Guide to Freedom and Prosperity,” Hoover Institution, pgs 16-17 //ag)

How competition for use of a scarce resource is resolved depends on whether property rights are well deﬁned, well enforced, and readily transferable. In the absence of these three dimensions, conﬂict results because  people do not know who has the right to the property  in question, what the boundaries of the rights are, and  whether they can trade with one another to resolve their  competing demands. If property rights are not well deﬁned and enforced, their value is up for grabs and people ﬁght for use of the property rather than ﬁnd ways of  cooperating.  Without property rights, people race to capture valuable assets or expend precious time and effort ﬁghting  over ownership. Racing is well illustrated by open access  to ﬁsheries, when ﬁshers must be ﬁrst to catch the ﬁsh  lest it is caught by others. Leaving a ﬁsh to grow larger  or to reproduce is the equivalent of leaving money on  the table for others to take. If one ﬁsher does not take a ﬁsh, another will, with ﬁsh stocks possibly reduced to  the point where populations are unsustainable. This explains why the Food and Agricultural Organization of  the United Nations ﬁnds that 25 percent of the com-  mercial ﬁsh stocks in the world are overﬁshed. Similarly,  in a 2007 report to the U.S. Congress, the National Ma-  rine Fisheries Service categorized 45 out of 184 ﬁsh  stocks in United States water as overﬁshed.  The rush to claim Internet addresses illustrates an- other case of racing. Domain name space was initially  seen as a public resource, leading to confusion over  ownership. Companies discovered quickly that they had  to race to secure their Internet identities, often only to  discover that those names had already been claimed.  Squabbling broke out and cybersquatters and cyberpirates became prevalent. Fighting over resources diverts  resources away from consumption and investments in  new assets and toward efforts to take or defend. The  worst example of ﬁghting over property rights is war  wherein “to the victor go the spoils” (see Haddock  2003).  History has shown that cooperation will replace racing and conﬂict if property rights are well deﬁned, enforced, and transferable. Deﬁnition of the property and  the rights of its owner clariﬁes who can enjoy and beneﬁt from the property and determines who is in control.  Enforcement means that those who do not own the  property (or lack permission from its owner) are unable  to use the property or capture beneﬁts from it. Well-  deﬁned and enforced property rights also guarantee that  the owner reaps the rewards from good stewardship and  bears the costs of poor stewardship. Finally, transferability means the owner will take into account the values  of other potential users. If another user values a resource  more highly than the current owner and offers to purchase it, the two have an incentive to cooperate in order  to realize the gains available from trade. 

XT: Property Rights

Japanese landowners have a right to their property that has been taken by US forces or to just compensation, it’s in the constitution

Mulgan, 2k

(Aurelia George, completed her PhD at the ANU in Japanese Politics in 1980, and subsequently worked as a Research Fellow in the Australia-Japan Research Centre at the ANU, “Managing the US Base Issue in Okinawa: A Test for Japanese Democracy,” Japanese Studies, Vol. 2, No. 2, pgs 159-177 //ag)

One of the major claims of Okinawans is that the constitutional rights to private property of Japanese landowners have been violated by the enforcement of leases of parcels of land for use by US forces. Article 29 of the Constitution states that ‘the right to own or to hold property is inviolable’. When Governor Ota refused to sign the documents needed to extend the forced leases of land for US bases in late 1995, he told reporters he was ‘going to insist in court that forcing them to renew violates rights of property ownership and landholding guaranteed under the Constitution’."’ In his appeal to the Supreme Court that followed, he argued amongst other things that forced contracts violated the Japanese Constitution, which protects private property. His appeal was lost. In essence, the question of Okinawan landowners’ rights comes down to a political rather than a constitutional or legal question, insofar as Article 29 of the Constitution also provides that ‘private property may be taken for public use upon just compensation therefor’. This Article embodies the eminent domain powers of the state vis-a-vis private property owners. These powers are implemented through the legal provisions of the 1952 Land Acquisition Law, which gives the state the right to acquire private land for public use. The law that specifically embodies the state’s right of eminent domain in relation to US bases in Japan is the Special Measures Law for Land Used by the American Forces.

Property Rights Impact – V2L

Property rights key to value to life, it is fundamental to liberty and happiness

Erler, 10/19/07

(Edward, Ph. D. Professor of Political Science at California State University, “The Decline and Fall of the Right to Property: Government as Universal Landlord,” Heritage Foundation, pg online @ http://www.heritage.org/Research/Thought/fp15.cfm //ag)

There can be little doubt that Madison--and the framers generally--viewed the right to property as the comprehensive right which assumed a kind of priority in the political community. The right to property, of course, is not mentioned in the Declaration of Independence, but it was understood to be a part of the "pursuit of happiness"; property in the narrow sense is a necessary but not sufficient condition of human happiness. Property in the service of the goods of the body is a necessary precondition of human happiness which ultimately depends on the goods of the soul, most notably freedom of conscience. Property lost can be regained; liberty lost is rarely regained. Thus it is wise to take alarm at the slightest inroads upon the rights of property. The right to property therefore serves as a kind of "early warning system" to invasions of life and liberty. Madison's emphasis on the right of property stems from his awareness that life and liberty are mainly jeopardized through the violation of property rights-- that government's demands on citizens bear most immediately and visibly on their property, whether through direct taxation, confiscation, or regulation of the use of property. It is therefore prudent, Madison reasoned, to make the right to property the measure of liberty.[58]

Private property is the basis of our survival

Sovereign Society, 11/16/09 

(Bob Bauman, " Sovereign: Property Rights Are Civil Rights ", pg online @ 

http://www.sovereignsociety.com/2009ArchivesSecondHalf/111609SovereignPropertyRightsAreCivilRigh/tabid/6140/Default.aspx)

Several years ago the chairman of the Sovereign Society, Jack Pugsley, in a commentary entitled "It All Starts With Property Rights" wrote the following: The feelings that drive us to defend ourselves against government oppression are an expression of our innate compulsion to control our own property. Each of us shares the feeling that it is unjust and an outrage for our hard-earned wealth to be taken from us without our consent. Jack went on to observe: The Declaration of Independence suggests that the Founding Fathers sensed this aspect of human nature. It argued that all men "are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights; that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness." Life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, of course, are all aspects of property. Throughout American history, our leaders have understood that private property rights are key to the survival of the individual. If you take a person's property, you take away their livelihood. If you take property, you attack their spirit. From the day our nation was born, the preservation of private property has been considered a priority of law.

Property Rights Impact – Gender Equality

Strong property rights are key to gender equality

Bandow, 2/23/10

(Doug, senior fellow at Cato Institute and former special assistant to President Reagan, “Help the Third World – Protect Property Rights,” Cato Institute, pg online @ http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=11245 //ag)

Moreover, better protection of property rights is essential for gender equality. Poor countries tend to do worse on protecting women's property rights just as they do worse on protecting property rights generally. Of particular importance are women's access to credit, land, and other property, as well as inheritance practices and social rights. In Uganda, for instance, "Despite the importance of land to women, the overriding feature of their relationship to land is insecure tenure."

Secure property rights are crucial to break down constructions of patriarchy—allows economic and political power

Okoth-Ogendo ‘08 

(Prof of Public Law, University of Kenya, “Gender Land and Property Rights”, http://www.uneca.org/adfvi/presentations/GENDER%20LAND%20AND%20PROPERTY%20RIGHTS.pdf //ag)

II.Gender Issues in Land and Property Relations In the context of land and property relations the forum theme:- 1 sets the stage for reflection on the crucial role of women in the preservation, management and utilization of Africa’s primary development resource, 2 enables participants to identify impediments to secure access, effective control and sustainable stewardship of land by women and how these can be removed, 3 provides opportunity to critique emerging best practices towards the removal of those impediments, 4 identify gaps that still remain inspite of those practices and to chart the way towards full empowerment of women in the exercise of land and property rights. Specifically, we need to examine how social and cultural construction of roles through sexual differentiation determines:- 1 ultimate ownership and control over land resources 2 the nature and extent of access to land as a factor of production 3 livelihood opportunities especially for women, and 4 economic and political power in society. That perspective is important if we are to deconstruct, reconstruct and reorder gender relations in a manner that confers upon women full enjoyment of land and property rights

Sea Turtles Add-On

U.S. military base in Okinawa threatens sea turtles.
 
Leonard, 5- staff writer ABC (Bob, March 2005, “Okinawa- It Is Not Only Iraq That US Military Occupation Faces Massive Resistance,”http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr30-113.html )
 
Moving the Marine heliport from Futenma to the Henoko Sea just off the coast of Henoko village is meeting with stiff local protest, including a lawsuit against the US Department of Defense, filed in a US District Court. Just moving bases around Okinawa is not what Okinawans have in mind in pressing for the closure of Futenma. And destroying some of the richest coastal ecosystem in the world would be the inevitable result of construction at Henoko. Just why a heliport must have a runway over a mile long isn’t clear but that is what is proposed. It will require the blasting of coral reefs. And the US military routinely ducks responsibility by saying the project belongs to the Japanese government. “It’s not our problem”, say the Marines. Okinawa has been called the “Galapagos* of the East” because of the rich biodiversity on land and in the sea. Sea creatures that would be seriously damaged or even destroyed by the base include the endangereddugong (sea cows), sea turtles, coral reefs (which are already suffering globally because of rising water temperatures and coastal pollution), and over 1,000 species of fish and a similar number of molluscs. Marine diversity here rivals that of Australia’s Great Barrier Reef. * Galapagos – remote Pacific islands, with unique wildlife. It was there that Charles Darwin, the 19th Century father of the theory of evolution, found much of the inspiration for his historic book, “The Origin Of Species”. Ed.
Sea turtles are a keystone species, the consequences of their extinction are unpredictable

South African Journal of Science, 2/06

(“A review of migratory behaviour of sea turtles off southeastern Africa,” 

The survival of sea turtles is threatened by modern fishing  methods, exploitation of eggs and habitat destruction. Forming  keystone species in the ocean, their extinction would disrupt the  marine food chain in ways as yet unknown. The Indian Ocean has  many breeding areas for sea turtles, the southernmost ones being  on the Maputaland coast of KwaZulu-Natal, where loggerhead and  leatherback turtles nest in large numbers thanks to long-lasting   protection programmes. For the leatherback this is the only known  nesting site in the entire western Indian Ocean. At the end of the  reproductive season, both loggerheads and leatherbacks under-  take migrations towards disparate feeding areas. To contribute to  their conservation, the migratory behaviour of these animals needs  to be understood. Here we review 10 years studying this behaviour  using transmitters that telemeter data via satellite. 

The extinction of a single keystone species ensures famines and soil erosion leading to extinction

Takacs, 96

(David, Environmental Humanities Prof @ CSU Monteray Bay, “The Idea of Biodiversity: Philosophies of Paradise” pg. 200-201)

So biodiversity keeps the world running. It has value and of itself, as well as for us. Raven, Erwin, and Wilson oblige us to think about the value of biodiversity for our own lives. The Ehrlichs’ rivet-popper trope makes this same point; by eliminating rivets, we play Russian roulette with global ecology and human futures: “It is likely that destruction of the rich complex of species in the Amazon basin could trigger rapid changes in global climate patterns.  Agriculture remains heavily dependent on stable climate, and human beings remain heavily dependent on food. By the end of the century the extinction of perhaps a million species in the Amazon basin could have entrained famines in which a billion human beings perished. And if our species is very unlucky, the famines could lead to a thermonuclear war, which could extinguish civilization.” 13 Elsewhere Ehrlich uses different particulars with no less drama: What then will happen if the current decimation of organic diversity continues? Crop yields will be more difficult to maintain in the face of climatic change, soil erosion, loss of dependable water supplies, decline of pollinators, and ever more serious assaults by pests. Conversion of productive land to wasteland will accelerate; deserts will continue their seemingly inexorable expansion. Air pollution will increase, and local climates will become harsher. Humanity will have to forgo many of the direct economic benefits it might have withdrawn from Earth's well​stocked genetic library. It might, for example, miss out on a cure for cancer; but that will make little difference. As ecosystem services falter, mortality from respiratory and epidemic disease, natural disasters, and especially famine will lower life expectancies to the point where can​cer (largely a disease of the elderly) will be unimportant. Humanity will bring upon itself consequences depressingly similar to those expected from a nuclear winter. Barring a nuclear conflict, it appears that civili​zation will disappear some time before the end of the next century - not with a bang but a whimper.14  

Species Loss Impact

Species loss starts a domino chain to extinction

Coyne and Hoekstra 7 - professor in the Department of Ecology and Evolution at the University of Chicago, Associate Professor in the Department of Organismic and Evolutionary Biology at Harvard University (Jerry and Hopi, The New Republic, “The Greatest Dying,” 9/24, http://www.truthout.org/article/jerry-coyne-and-hopi-e-hoekstra-the-greatest-dying)

Aside from the Great Dying, there have been four other mass extinctions, all of which severely pruned life's diversity. Scientists agree that we're now in the midst of a sixth such episode. This new one, however, is different - and, in many ways, much worse. For, unlike earlier extinctions, this one results from the work of a single species, Homo sapiens.We are relentlessly taking over the planet, laying it to waste and eliminating most of our fellow species. Moreover, we're doing it much faster than the mass extinctions that came before. Every year, up to 30,000 species disappear due to human activity alone. At this rate, we could lose half of Earth's species in this century. And, unlike with previous extinctions, there's no hope that biodiversity will ever recover, since the cause of the decimation - us - is here to stay. To scientists, this is an unparalleled calamity, far more severe than global warming, which is, after all, only one of many threats to biodiversity. Yet global warming gets far more press. Why? One reason is that, while the increase in temperature is easy to document, the decrease of species is not. Biologists don't know, for example, exactly how many species exist on Earth. Estimates range widely, from three million to more than 50 million, and that doesn't count microbes, critical (albeit invisible) components of ecosystems. We're not certain about the rate of extinction, either; how could we be, since the vast majority of species have yet to be described? We're even less sure how the loss of some species will affect the ecosystems in which they're embedded, since the intricate connection between organisms means that the loss of a single species can ramify unpredictably. But we do know some things. Tropical rainforests are disappearing at a rate of 2 percent per year. Populations of most large fish are down to only 10 percent of what they were in 1950. Many primates and all the great apes - our closest relatives - are nearly gone from the wild. And we know that extinction and global warming act synergistically. Extinction exacerbates global warming: By burning rainforests, we're not only polluting the atmosphere with carbon dioxide (a major greenhouse gas) but destroying the very plants that can remove this gas from the air. Conversely, global warming increases extinction, both directly (killing corals) and indirectly (destroying the habitats of Arctic and Antarctic animals). As extinction increases, then, so does global warming, which in turn causes more extinction - and so on, into a downward spiral of destruction. Why, exactly, should we care? Let's start with the most celebrated case: the rainforests. Their loss will worsen global warming - raising temperatures, melting icecaps, and flooding coastal cities. And, as the forest habitat shrinks, so begins the inevitable contact between organisms that have not evolved together, a scenario played out many times, and one that is never good. Dreadful diseases have successfully jumped species boundaries, with humans as prime recipients. We have gotten aids from apes, sars from civets, and Ebola from fruit bats. Additional worldwide plagues from unknown microbes are a very real possibility. But it isn't just the destruction of the rainforests that should trouble us. Healthy ecosystems the world over provide hidden services like waste disposal, nutrient cycling, soil formation, water purification, and oxygen production. Such services are best rendered by ecosystems that are diverse. Yet, through both intention and accident, humans have introduced exotic species that turn biodiversity into monoculture. Fast-growing zebra mussels, for example, have outcompeted more than 15 species of native mussels in North America's Great Lakes and have damaged harbors and water-treatment plants. Native prairies are becoming dominated by single species (often genetically homogenous) of corn or wheat. Thanks to these developments, soils will erode and become unproductive - which, along with temperature change, will diminish agricultural yields. Meanwhile,with increased pollution and runoff, as well as reduced forest cover, ecosystems will no longer be able to purify water; and a shortage of clean water spells disaster. In many ways, oceans are the most vulnerable areas of all. As overfishing eliminates major predators, while polluted and warming waters kill off phytoplankton, the intricate aquatic food web could collapse from both sides. Fish, on which so many humans depend, will be a fond memory. As phytoplankton vanish, so does the ability of the oceans to absorb carbon dioxide and produce oxygen. (Half of the oxygen we breathe is made by phytoplankton, with the rest coming from land plants.) Species extinction is also imperiling coral reefs - a major problem since these reefs have far more than recreational value: They provide tremendous amounts of food for human populations and buffer coastlines against erosion. In fact, the global value of "hidden" services provided by ecosystems - those services, like waste disposal, that aren't bought and sold in the marketplace - has been estimated to be as much as $50 trillion per year, roughly equal to the gross domestic product of all countries combined. And that doesn't include tangible goods like fish and timber. Life as we know it would be impossible if ecosystems collapsed. Yet that is where we're heading if species extinction continues at its current pace. Extinction also has a huge impact on medicine. Who really cares if, say, a worm in the remote swamps of French Guiana goes extinct? Well, those who suffer from cardiovascular disease. The recent discovery of a rare South American leech has led to the isolation of a powerful enzyme that, unlike other anticoagulants, not only prevents blood from clotting but also dissolves existing clots. And it's not just this one species of worm: Its wriggly relatives have evolved other biomedically valuable proteins, including antistatin (a potential anticancer agent), decorsin and ornatin (platelet aggregation inhibitors), and hirudin (another anticoagulant). Plants, too, are pharmaceutical gold mines. The bark of trees, for example, has given us quinine (the first cure for malaria), taxol (a drug highly effective against ovarian and breast cancer), and aspirin. More than a quarter of the medicines on our pharmacy shelves were originally derived from plants. The sap of the Madagascar periwinkle contains more than 70 useful alkaloids, including vincristine, a powerful anticancer drug that saved the life of one of our friends. Of the roughly 250,000 plant species on Earth, fewer than 5 percent have been screened for pharmaceutical properties. Who knows what life-saving drugs remain to be discovered? Given current extinction rates, it's estimated that we're losing one valuable drug every two years. Our arguments so far have tacitly assumed that species are worth saving only in proportion to their economic value and their effects on our quality of life, an attitude that is strongly ingrained, especially in Americans. That is why conservationists always base their case on an economic calculus. But we biologists know in our hearts that there are deeper and equally compelling reasons to worry about the loss of biodiversity: namely, simple morality and intellectual values that transcend pecuniary interests. What, for example, gives us the right to destroy other creatures? And what could be more thrilling than looking around us, seeing that we are surrounded by our evolutionary cousins, and realizing that we all got here by the same simple process of natural selection? To biologists, and potentially everyone else, apprehending the genetic kinship and common origin of all species is a spiritual experience - not necessarily religious, but spiritual nonetheless, for it stirs the soul. But, whether or not one is moved by such concerns, it is certain that our future is bleak if we do nothing to stem this sixth extinction. We are creating a world in which exotic diseases flourish but natural medicinal cures are lost; a world in which carbon waste accumulates while food sources dwindle; a world of sweltering heat, failing crops, and impure water. In the end, we must accept the possibility that we ourselves are not immune to extinction. Or, if we survive, perhaps only a few of us will remain, scratching out a grubby existence on a devastated planet. Global warming will seem like a secondary problem when humanity finally faces the consequences of what we have done to nature: not just another Great Dying, but perhaps the greatest dying of them all.
Sea Turtles Impact

Okinawa base makes three endangered sea turtle species go extinct

Center for Biological Diversity et. al 9 (letter written by a few hundred wildlife groups to President Obama, 12/3/09, 

 The Okinawa dugong has extreme cultural significance to the Okinawan people, and only about 50 dugongs are thought to remain in these waters. The base construction will crush the last remaining critical habitat for the Okinawa dugong, destroying feeding trails and seagrass beds essential for dugong survival. Sea turtles: Three types of endangered sea turtle — the hawksbill, loggerhead, and green — also depend on this ecosystem. These turtles are listed under the U.S. Endangered Species Act and the global Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species. The turtles use nearby beaches to feed and lay their eggs. The construction and operation of the new base will cause water and air pollution, create artificial light pollution, and increase human activity — all of which are harmful to sea turtle survival. 

That leads to a chain reaction of species extinction

 Crossland 6- Sea Turtle Biologist and Scientific Advisor to MEDASSET (Suzanne, 2006, “Suzy’s Sea Turtle FAQ”. http://www.euroturtle.org/faq.htm#25)

Sea turtles make substantial nutrient and energy contributions to beaches, promoting plant growth, stabilising beach and dune systems. Green sea turtles graze seagrass beds, increasing the productivity of those areas. Leatherback turtles are major jellyfish predators, providing natural ecological control of jellyfish populations. If the decline in sea turtle populations is allowed to continue, it could have severe consequences on many marine and terrestrial plant and animal species that depend on sea turtles for their survival. 

Dugong Add-on

Expanding Okinawa's U.S. Military base will threaten the dugong. 

Center for Biological Diversity, n.d.- specialist center that works to create protection of species (n.d., Center for Biological Diversity, “Help Save Okinawa Dugong and Coral Reef Ecosystem,”  http://salsa.democracyinaction.org/o/2167/t/5243/p/dia/action/public/index.sjs?action_KEY=1798 )

Okinawa  is home  to ecologically  significant  coral reefs that  support  more  than  1,000  species of reef fish, marine  mammals,  and  sea turtles. Creatures  like the highly  imperiled  dugong, a critically  endangered  and  culturally  treasured  animal,  rely  on these reefs for their  survival. But the U.S. government is planning to build a new American military base atop a healthy coral reef that will likely destroy the diverse array of animal life the reef supports, including at least nine species threatened with extinction. Okinawa's coral reefs are already threatened by global warming and pollution: More than half have disappeared over the past decade. We must protect the reef and its inhabitants. American, Japanese, and international organizations have spoken out for this critical area and against the potential harm that the new military base would cause. Back in 1997, Japan's Mammalogical Society placed the mighty dugong, a distant relative of the manatee, on its "Red List of Mammals," estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. Our own Endangered Species Act lists the dugong and three sea turtles affected by the project as endangered. The U.S. government's Marine Mammals Commission is weighing in with fears that the project would be a serious threat to the dugong and other animals' survival, and the World Conservation Union's dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns.  Construction of the offshore facility will devastate the marine environment and have dramatic consequences for oceangoing birds and coastal species as well. In addition to destruction of the coral reef off the coast of Henoko village, the planned base will deplete essential freshwater supplies, increase the human population in sensitive areas, and encourage more environmentally harmful development -- causing irreversible ecological damage to one of the most diverse ecosystems on earth. The U.S. government must abandon this plan.

Dugongs are key to marine ecology- even a few deaths can significantly affect the population
National Geographic 4 (Jennifer Vernon, 1/23/04, “ Dugongs Draw Hungry Sharks to Australia Bay”, http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2004/01/0123_040123_dugongcam.html)
 Dugongs can be found along coastlines throughout the Pacific and Indian Oceans, although their extensive range belies the fact that their numbers are dropping in most of these areas. Specifically, the International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) has classified dugongs as "vulnerable," meaning that a 20 percent population loss over either a ten-year period or three generations is suspected. The biggest cause of this attrition is loss or degradation of their seagrass habitat. Other mortality risks include being hunted, a practice still prevalent throughout much of southeastern Asia, entanglement in fishing nets, and injury from boat propellers. Given that dugongs have a potentially long life span (up to 70 years) but a slow breeding rate, it only takes a few deaths to detrimentally affect a given population. Because the herbivorous dugong depends primarily on a diet of seagrass—which is itself especially vulnerable to environmental factors—the species dugongs choose to eat are of particular importance in developing conservation measures to protect vital dugong habitats. Conversely, seagrass forms the very foundation upon which an entire ecosystem is built. Being voracious but selective grazers, dugongs leave their mark on seagrass abundance and variety. Which types of seagrass are eaten, and how much is eaten, affects other creatures dependent on seagrass for food or shelter. So variations in a dugong population, due either to predation or human factors, directly affect the health of an entire seagrass ecosystem. It is this critical interdependency that makes the dugong such a vital species, one whose own health is inextricably linked to the health of an entire marine community.
Preserving the dugong is essential to Okinawa's ecosystem.

Feffer, 10- co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus (John, “Save the Dugong,” p. 1-2)

The critically endangered and culturally treasured dugong is a manatee-like creature that lives in the pristine conditions of Henoko Bay. In 1955, Japan listed the Okinawa dugong as a "Natural Monument." Japan’s Mammalogical Society placed the dugong on its Red List of Mammals, and the dugong is recognized by the U.S. government as federally endangered. The Okinawa dugong has considerable cultural significance for the Okinawan people, and only about 50 dugongs are thought to remain in these waters. The base construction would imperil the last remaining critical habitat for the Okinawa dugong, destroying feeding trails and seagrass beds essential for dugong survival. The relocation would destroy a valuable ecosystem, including nearly 400 types of coral and the habitat for more than 1,000 species of fish. It would devastate the dugong habitat in Henoko Bay and nearby Oura Bay. It would also harm three endangered sea turtles, several threatened birds, and stands of mangrove trees. Construction of the base would also increase water and noise pollution in the area. 

Protesters of the base have used the dugong as a reason for delaying base expansion. 
Rowley, 9- journalist for Business Times Singapore in Tokyo (12/14/09, Anthony, “Rare mammal may save Okinawa coastline; Airbase plans violate a U.S. Perservation act as Henoko is the natural habitat of the endangered dugong,” Lexis Nexis)

AMID signs that the Japanese government may be preparing to compromise on its tough stand against relocation of a US Marine air base within Okinawa, some protesters against a planned new facility there are pinning their hopes on a humble mammal known as the 'dugong' to spare their idyllic coastline from destruction by the move. They are looking to the San Francisco Federal Court to confirm a preliminary ruling that plans to construct a new US airbase in the Henoko area of Okinawa are 'illegal'. The ruling, in January 2008, was that the plans violate the US National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) because Henoko is the natural habitat of one of Japan's 'cultural assets' - the dugong, which is also classified as an 'endangered species' in the US. This rather bizarre development comes at a time when US and Japanese governments have hit a deadlock in negotiations over where to site a replacement facility for the Futenma air base in Okinawa, which is scheduled to close by 2014.

Efforts exist to protect the dugong through international environmental organizations- the United States military is ignoring this effort. 

Washington Peace Center, 10- organization that analyzes global issues and controversies (4/15/10, WPC, “WPC objects to U.S. Military base in Okinawa,” http://www.washingtonpeacecenter.org/node/3050)

The Washington Peace Center has signed on to the following letter protesting a massive U.S. military project threatens to destroy a critically important coral reef near Henoko, Okinawa.  Dear President Obama and Prime Minister Hatoyama: If the proposal to relocate the military operations of U.S. Marine Corps’ Futenma Air Station to Camp Schwab and Henoko Bay moves forward as planned, it will destroy one of the last healthy coral reef ecosystems in Okinawa and push several nationally and internationally protected species to the brink of extinction. Under a 2006 bilateral agreement, the U.S. and Japanese governments agreed to relocate the contentious Futenma Air Station to Camp Schwab and Henoko Bay. However, this short-sighted plan did not take into consideration that the relocation would destroy a valued ecosystem, including the nearly 400 types of coral and habitat for more than 1,000 species of fish. It would also adversely impact imperiled sea turtles and the iconic, Okinawa dugong. The critically endangered and culturally treasured dugong, a manatee-like creature, relies on the pristine conditions of Henoko Bay. Japan’s Mammalogical Society placed the dugong on its Red List of Mammals, estimating the population in Okinawa to be critically endangered. The Okinawa dugong has considerable cultural significance for the Okinawan people, and only about 50 dugongs are thought to remain in these waters. The base construction would imperil the last remaining critical habitat for the Okinawa dugong, destroying feeding trails and seagrass beds essential for dugong survival. Not only is the Okinawa dugong locally revered, it has been internationally recognized as a species of special concern and status. The International Union for the Conservation of Nature has designated the 2010 Year for Biodiversity as the year of the dugong. The IUCN has urged the Japanese government to establish a dugong protected area as well as an action plan that would avoid or minimize adverse effects caused by the U.S. Marine Corps facility. The World Conservation Union’s dugong specialists have expressed similar concerns and have placed the dugong on their Red List of threatened species. The Okinawa dugong is also a federally listed endangered species under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, and the U.S. government’s Marine Mammal Commission fears the project would pose a serious threat to this mammal’s survival. The base plan would devastate dugong habitat in Henoko Bay and nearby Oura Bay. The recently elected Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and the Democratic Party of Japan have expressed the desire to renegotiate the 2006 agreement and cancel plans to relocate the base. Local residents have voted against the airbase project in a referendum, and now Okinawa’s Prefectural Assembly has unanimously passed a resolution asking Prime Minister Hatoyama to move the Marine Corps air operations off the island. The prime minister has announced he will wait until the end of May 2010 to decide whether to proceed with the relocation as planned in the 2006 U.S.-Japan realignment agreement, or whether he will attempt to negotiate with the United States for an alternate site. We urge you to renegotiate the terms of the 2006 realignment agreement and abandon this destructive project and ensure the Okinawa dugong has a fighting chance at celebrating its importance in 2010 and years to come. By canceling the plan to construct an airbase near Henoko Bay, you will protect a globally important ocean ecosystem and some of the best remaining habitat for the Okinawa dugong. You have the ability and duty to alter the course of this devastating plan, but time is of the essence. We urge you to direct the U.S. secretaries of defense and state to cancel this project immediately. Sincerely, A coalition of hundreds of groups representing millions of  people, as listed on the following pages, has called for the cancellation of the base plan and the protection of the dugong and the precious ocean habitat of Okinawa.

East Asian Presence Add-On
A. American military presence in East Asia leads to conflict

Johnson ‘01

[Chalmers, Ph. D Political Science UC Berkley, Professor of Emeritus University of San Diego, Former CIA Consultant, “Time to Bring the Troops Home”, 5/14, http://www.thenation.com/article/time-bring-troops-home]

Unless the Bush Administration really wants another war in Asia, it should convert its treaties there into equitable state-to-state alliances without any permanent American military presence. This should be done because forward-deployed US forces have themselves become militarily provocative and one of the main sources of instability in the area, and because the moral consequences of the American military enclaves are destroying any basis for future trust and cooperation among the peoples involved. If we recognize that the cold war is over in Europe, why not accept that it is also winding down in East Asia? Moreover, if we do not dismantle our satellites in East Asia in an orderly manner, they will surely rise up against us, as the former Soviet Union's satellites did in Eastern Europe.

B. East Asian conflict escalates to global nuclear war – deadliest war scenario

Cirincione ‘00

[Joseph, M.S. Science Georgetown School of Foreign Service, President of Ploughshares Fund, “The Asian Nuclear Reaction”, Spring 2000, questia]

The blocks would fall quickest and hardest in Asia, where proliferation pressures are already building more quickly than anywhere else in the world. If a nuclear breakout takes place in Asia, then the international arms control agreements that have been painstakingly negotiated over the past 40 years will crumble. Moreover, the United States could find itself embroiled in its fourth war on the Asian continent in six decades--a costly rebuke to those who seek the safety of Fortress America by hiding behind national missile defenses.

Consider what is already happening: North Korea continues to play guessing games with its nuclear and missile programs; South Korea wants its own missiles to match Pyongyang's; India and Pakistan shoot across borders while running a slow-motion nuclear arms race; China modernizes its nuclear arsenal amid tensions with Taiwan and the United States; Japan's vice defense minister is forced to resign after extolling the benefits of nuclear weapons; and Russia--whose Far East nuclear deployments alone make it the largest Asian nuclear power--struggles to maintain territorial coherence.

Five of these states have nuclear weapons; the others are capable of constructing them. Like neutrons firing from a split atom, one nation's actions can trigger reactions throughout the region, which in turn, stimulate additional actions. These nations form an interlocking Asian nuclear reaction chain that vibrates dangerously with each new development.

If the frequency and intensity of this reaction cycle increase, critical decisions taken by any one of these governments could cascade into the second great wave of nuclear-weapon proliferation, bringing regional and global economic and political instability and, perhaps, the first combat use of a nuclear weapon since 1945.

Terrorism Add-On

A. The only solution to terrorism is bringing our troops home

Moore ’02 [Thomas Gale, Senior Fellow at Hoover Institution U of Stanford, Ph. D. Economics University of Chicago, Fellow of California Institute of International Studies, “How To Reduce Terrorism: Bring Our Troops Home”, 6/11, http://www.independent.org/newsroom/article.asp?id=112] 

Wherever we have bases, the local population resents those troops. In Okinawa, the locals strongly oppose the U.S. soldiers stationed on their island. Many of the South Korean population hate the American military in their midst. American troops abroad furnish both a motivation for terrorism and a target. If we brought our men and women home, would we be safer or less safe? The answer is clear: We would reduce the motivation to attack us. Americans would be seen more as we think we are, peaceful people who wish good things for the world. This goes against the grain; it could be seen as giving in to Osama bin Laden. But if our object is to reduce terrorism, it is the most practical and probably the only solution.

America is vulnerable to terrorism because of its interventionist foreign policy

Moore ‘02

[Thomas Gale, Senior Fellow at Hoover Institution U of Stanford, Ph. D. Economics University of Chicago, Fellow of California Institute of International Studies, “How To Reduce Terrorism: Bring Our Troops Home”, 6/11, http://www.independent.org/newsroom/article.asp?id=112] 

Both Vice President Dick Cheney and FBI Director Roert Mueller have asserted that another terrorist attack is “inevitable.” They are right. There are too many targets and too many ways that an individual bent on suicide can wreak havoc. Like the war on drugs, the war on terrorism cannot be won. In his September address to Congress, President Bush declared: Our war on terror begins with Al-Qaida, but it does not end there. It will not end until every terrorist group of global reach has been found, stopped and defeated. Our desire for revenge is natural, but the president’s end cannot be achieved. We are the strongest power the world has ever seen, not only in absolute terms but also relative to the rest of the globe. Our overwhelming success in the Persian Gulf War, with only 148 American deaths, our victory in Kosovo without any fatalities, and our conquering of Afghanistan with only a handful of casualties have given the impression that our military is invincible. But our military, no matter how invincible, cannot eliminate the suicide bomber, the terrorist who will die for his cause. As long as people hate us, we will always be vulnerable. While we cannot eliminate terrorism, we can reduce its frequency and violence. We should consider its roots. If we understand why people hate us and are willing to die to attack us, it does not mean we are justifying their actions. If our policies are leading to more terrorism, however, we should understand that. Osama bin Laden has told us why he is attacking us: because we have troops in the “holy” territory of Saudi Arabia. In his first tape after Sept. 11 he promised: “I swear to God that America will not live in peace before all the army of infidels depart the land of the prophet Muhammad.” Not only does he feel this way, but so do many millions in the Islamic world.

B. This will escalate to mass extinction

Mohamed Sid-Ahmed 4, Al-Ahram Weekly political analyst, [Al-Ahram Weekly, "Extinction!" 8/26, no. 705,  http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2004/705/op5.htm]
What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and 
ME Pullout Add-On

A. Decline of US-Japan relations means US would have to abandon Afghanistan and other objectives to devote more resources to Pacific

Klinger, ‘9 – Senior Research Fellow for Northeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation (8/26/09, Bruce, "How to Save the U.S.-Japan Alliance", http://www.heritage.org/Research/AsiaandthePacific/bg2308.cfm)

Japan may believe that there will be less need to engage overseas since there is a perception that the Obama Administration is "certain to distance itself from the widely criticized unilateral approach to diplomacy adopted by the previous U.S. administration and embrace multilateralism as it tackles global and regional challenges."[17] That is missing the point. Even a multilateralist approach by the U.S. would require a larger Japanese contribution. Despite new U.S. efforts to reach out and engage its European and Asian allies in dialogue, the Obama Administration has found few countries willing to commit resources for coalition operations in Afghanistan. The lesson learned for Washington is that allied foot-dragging was not due to President Bush or his policies but, rather, allied reluctance to become involved or to expend resources. In the absence of significant allied contributions, the U.S. will find itself either having to abandon strategic objectives, such as stabilizing Afghanistan, or again having to assume the lion's share of military responsibilities. Given constrained U.S. military resources, Congress and the American taxpayer will increasingly question the utility and cost of devoting significant military resources to defend Japan. They will easily see it as far less expensive to remove additional units from U.S. forces in Japan rather than having to grow units from scratch. Allies would then be faced with the choice of accepting greater security risks or offsetting the decline in deterrent capability by expanding their own forces, requiring a significant increase of the defense budget beyond the current anemic level. Neither Japanese soft power nor entangling Tokyo's neighbors in an East Asian regional forum will offset growing security threats. There is a growing Japanese chorus fretting over a perceived declining U.S. commitment to Japan, yet there has been little effort by Tokyo to prepare compensatory measures.

B. Without sufficient troop levels, Afghanistan goes nuclear

Starr, 1 (December 13, Chair of Central Asia-Caucasus Institute at John Hopkins University, “The War Against Terrorism and U.S. Bilateral Relations with the Nations of Central Asia,” Testimony before Senate Subcommittee on Central Asia and the Southern Caucasus)
All of the Central Asian states have identified these issues as their main security threat, and Afghanistan as the locus of that threat. So has Russia, which has used the issue to justify the stationing of troops in four of the five countries of the region. To address this threat, Central Asian governments have arrested countless suspects, abrogating the civil rights of many who are doubtless innocent. All of the countries have resorted to the same primitive policies, the differences among them being only of degree, not of kind. Some commentators have argued that these measures are largely responsible for the growth of terrorism in the first place. There is some truth in this, but we must be careful in levying this charge. When we demand that Messers, Musharraf, Arafat, or Mubarrak crack down hard on jihhadist groups, Palestinian terrorists, or Muslim brotherhoods, are we not asking them to do exactly what we criticize Central Asian governments for doing? Americans bridle when our critics abroad blame September 11 on the US actions, yet we come close to doing the same thing with respect to the Central Asians. Both the Central Asians and the Russians, who have claimed a special role in the region, have been notably unsuccessful in their campaigns against terrorism. But now the situation is changing, thanks to the United States. We are risking American soldiers’ lives and expending billions of our citizens’ resources to address a threat that hangs over their countries as much as ours. The fact that we have our own interests at heart in no way qualifies this truth. Early signs of progress in the war on terrorism already exceed what has been accomplished locally in a decade. And so let us cease all talk of some payment owed Central Asians (or Russians) for their cooperation. If anything, it is they who should thank us. However, this does not mean that US actions are without risk to the Central Asian states. Quite the contrary. For a decade they have faced not only the dangers arising from Afghanistan but also the constant threat posed by certain groups in Russia, notably the military and security forces, who are not yet reconciled to the loss of empire. This imperial hangover is not unique to Russia. France exhibited the same tendencies in Algeria, the Spanish in Cuba and Chile, and the British when they burned the White House in 1812. This imperial hangover will eventually pass, but for the time being it remains a threat. It means that the Central Asians, after cooperating with the US, will inevitably face redoubled pressure from Russia if we leave abruptly and without attending to the long-term security needs of the region. That we have looked kindly into Mr. Putin’s soul does not change this reality. The Central Asians face a similar danger with respect to our efforts in Afghanistan. Some Americans hold that we should destroy Bin Laden, Al Queda, and the Taliban and then leave the post-war stabilization and reconstruction to others. Such a course runs the danger of condemning all Central Asia to further waves of instability from the South. But in the next round it will not only be Russia that is tempted to throw its weight around in the region but possibly China, or even Iran or India. All have as much right to claim Central Asia as their backyard as Russia has had until now. Central Asia may be a distant region but when these nuclear powers begin bumping heads there it will create terrifying threats to world peace that the U.S. cannot ignore.

Self Determination Add-On

A. Okinawans believe there will never be a sense of self-determination under Obama’s foreign policy

Considine ‘10

[Craig, M.S. International Relations & Politics University of London, Research Assistant at The American University School of International Service, “Empire and Okinawa”, 4/27, http://craigconsidine.wordpress.com/2010/04/27/empire-and-okinawa/]

The Okinawan rally is symbolic because it suggests many Japanese feel it can never be a self-determined and sovereign nation until the American military bases leave the island.  Perhaps Washington still considers Japan to be its puppet based on the premise that it re-built the entire country (in a way that suited American interests, of course) after dropping two Atomic Bombs on Nagasaki and Hiroshima and so it thinks it is still entitled to maintaining a physical presence, a military one at that, in Japan. Foreign Policy in Focus made an insightful point about how ‘the Listener-in-Chief [Obama] has not paid any attention to the democratic wishes of Okinawans, or the rest of Japan for that matter’. FPIF also notes ‘The Obama administration has put enormous pressure on Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama to abide by a 2006 agreement that would close the Futenma air base (a good thing) and open a new base in another part of Okinawa (a bad thing). Hatoyama ran on a platform that opposed base relocation within Okinawa’. To be frank, does Obama even care about promoting democracy around the world? Or is he more interested in preserving the United States’ military stronghold in Japan?

B. American bases have belittled Japanese sovereignty

Kirk and Feffer ‘08

[Gwyn, Ph. D. Political Sociology London School of Economics, John, co-director of Foreign Policy at the Institute for Policy Studies, PanTech Fellow in Korean Studies at Stanford University, “Gender and U.S. Bases is Asia-Pacific”, 3/14, http://www.fpif.org/articles/gender_and_us_bases_in_asia-pacific]

The expansion of U.S. military bases and operations has had a huge adverse impact on local communities at social, economic, political, and environmental levels. Host governments and local business elites are complicit in this. They equate progress and economic development with U.S. corporate and military interests instead of addressing the effects of U.S. militarism on local communities. The United States uses political and economic control to exert military force in the Pacific region. Allied nations trade sovereignty for militarized “security.” Japan and South Korea both pay for upkeep of U.S. troops and the restructuring or expansion of U.S. bases in their countries.

C. Suppression of self-determination triggers war 

Morris ’99 [Glenn, Professor of the Fourth World Center for the Study of Indigenous Law and Policy at the University of Colorado, Native American Sovereignty, p. 324-325]

More important, the purpose here is to indicate that through the application of contemporary principles of international law, particularly in the area of decoloni¬zation and self-determination, indigenous peoples must ultimately be entitled to decide for themselves the dimensions of their political, economic, cultural, and social conditions. It must be emphasized that the construction of this position is not based in the supposition that because indigenous peoples constitute ethnic or cultural minorities in larger societies they must be protected due to that status. Rather, the position is that since Europeans first wandered into the Western hemisphere they have acknowledged the unique status of indigenous peoples qua indigenous peoples. That status is only now being reacknowledged through the application of evolving principles of positive and customary international law. While such assertions may seem novel and untenable at present, it should be recalled that just forty years ago, tens of millions of people languished under the rule of colonial domination; today, they are politically independent. Central to their independence was the development and acceptance of the right to self-determination under international law. Despite such developments, many colonized peoples were forced by desperate conditions to engage in armed struggle to advance their legitimate aspirations. Similarly, for many indigenous peoples few viable options remain in their quest for control of their destinies. Consequently, a majority of the current armed conflicts in the world are not between established states, but between indigenous peoples and states that seek their subordination. Armed struggle for most indigenous peoples represents a desperate and untenable strategy for their survival. Nonetheless, it may remain an unavoidable option for many of them, because if their petitions seeking recognition of their rights in international forums are ignored, many indigenous peoples, quite literally, face extermination.

D. Wars as a result of suppressed self-determination go nuclear
Shehadi ‘93

[Kamal, Research Associate at the International Institute for Strategic Studies, December, Ethnic Self Determination And the Break Up of States, p. 81]

This paper has argued that self-determination conflicts have direct adverse consequences on international security. As they begin to tear nuclear states apart, the likelihood of nuclear weapons falling into the hands of individuals or groups willing to use them, or to trade them to others, will reach frightening levels. This likelihood increases if a conflict over self-determination escalates into a war between two nuclear states. The Russian Federation and Ukraine may fight over the Crimea and the Donbass area; and India and Pakistan may fight over Kashmir. Ethnic conflicts may also spread both within a state and from one state to the next. This can happen in countries where more than one ethnic self-determination conflict is brewing: Russia, India and Ethiopia, for example. The conflict may also spread by contagion from one country to another if the state is weak politically and militarily and cannot contain the conflict on its doorstep. Lastly, there is a real danger that regional conflicts will erupt over national minorities and borders.

XT: US Crushes Self-D

American foreign policy threatens national self-determination – Obama proves

Weisbrot ‘10

[Mark, Ph. D. Economics U of Michigan, Co-director of the Center of Economic and Policy Research Washington D.C., “The Losing Battle Against Self-Determination”, April 9-11, http://www.counterpunch.org/weisbrot04092010.html]

Of all the misunderstandings that guide U.S. foreign policy – including foreign commercial policy - perhaps the most important and long-lasting is the failure to recognize or understand what national self-determination means to most people in the world. Or why it might be important to them. Our leaders seem to have learned very little since their disastrous war in Vietnam, which ended 35 years ago.

The cynical would say that America’s leaders do understand these things, but don’t care. However that would not explain why President Obama would go to Afghanistan and humiliate President Karzai, in a way that was sure to alienate the government that Washington wants to work with, and its supporters.

Self-D Solves Economy

Self-determination solves for economic instability

Weisbrot ‘10

[Mark, Ph. D. Economics U of Michigan, Co-director of the Center of Economic and Policy Research Washington D.C., “The Losing Battle Against Self-Determination”, April 9-11, http://www.counterpunch.org/weisbrot04092010.html]

Of course, national self-determination also matters in countries that do not have democratic governments. China has had the fastest-growing economy in world history over the last three decades, pulling hundreds of millions of people out of poverty despite widening inequality. As economists Nancy Birdsall, Dani Rodrik and Arvind Subramanian have noted, this would not have happened if China had pursued “a garden-variety World Bank structural adjustment program in 1978 instead of its own brand of heterodox gradualism.”

And Vietnam, another country ruled by a communist party, has also had one of the world’s fastest growing economies since it got rid of the American troops 35 years ago. Over the past three decades its income per person has more than quadrupled.

***ANSWERS

AT: Bases Still Needed

Cold war mentality is responsible for continued presence in Japan- There exists no credible threat that justifies our military bases in Okinawa

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)
In any case, SACO does not reach the more fundamental issue: why should the United States continue to dominate island life by stationing a marine expeditionary force and other units on Okinawa? The U.S. and Japanese governments do not like being asked that question. In fact, the Marine Corps seems to blame the Okinawans whenever the issue comes up. As part of an official briefing, one officer complained to me, "Because of Governor Ota's recent media assaults, the Marine Corps has found itself justifying the importance of basing Marines on Okinawa."41In fact, both nations' defense establishments have been busy for years concocting new justifications for old deployments. The most notorious is the United States Security Strategy for the East Asia-Pacific Region. The report's conclusion was simple: whatever has been must always be. Every American military deployment, installation, and treaty is needed now more than ever before. Yet that is an obviously unsatisfactory response. The Cold War is over, Japan faces no credible threats, and South Korea--where U.S. forces on Okinawa would be sent in a crisis--is capable of defending itself. Indeed, despite the April U.S.-Japan agreement to expand bilateral military cooperation, so complacent is Tokyo that it is cutting its already modest defense budget in 1998. Japan is also reducing troop levels and weapons procurement.42
And Japanese political analysts warn that the fall of the Hashimoto government in July may cause Tokyo to renege on even the modest promises it made a few months ago.  The end of the Cold War should logically have led to the end of America's Cold War deployments. Says Miki, "Before 1989, the U.S. said that due to the threat of the Soviet Union and China the U.S. must stay. Since 1989 it has emphasized the Korean issue. If Korea reunifies, what reason will the U.S. give next" for keeping everything as it has been since World War II?  That is a good question, one Okinawans now regularly ask of Washington. Even the Marines admit, "Not a day goes by when we are not asked the question . . . 'With the end of the Cold War, why does the United States continue to base such a large number of military here on Okinawa?'"45
The services, naturally, have an answer--in fact, many of them. The military graciously gives tours of their facilities even to skeptics of the U.S. presence. The Air Force and Marine Corps conduct formal briefings to justify their presence on Okinawa. The Air Force defends its installations, most notably Kadena Air Base, primarily by citing the potential for conflict in Korea and elsewhere in East Asia. Okinawa is the "keystone of the Pacific," explained one senior Air Force officer.  That U.S. troops need to be close to potential conflicts is only part of the justification; another concern is "presence is influence."  Nevertheless, my briefer acknowledged that continued changes in the re- gional threat environment would warrant reconsideration of the U.S. military presence: "it is only logical to assume that major strategic changes would result in similar changes in deployments." 
He seemed to recognize that a diminishing threat of war, especially on the Korean peninsula, would automatically reduce the need for bases in Okinawa.

AT: Troops Needed for Disaster Relief

Non-war-fighting tasks are irrelevant to the base and are no reason to sustain trrops.

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)
Next, the Marines point to new, non-war-fighting tasks. They state, "Our missions span the operation continuum from disaster relief and humanitarian assistance through non-combat evacuation and peacekeeping."63
Some of those tasks are of dubious benefit--especially American involvement in UN peacekeeping or nation building.64 Others may diminish the Marine Corps' ability to carry out its most important task (humanitarian operations, for exam- ple, tend to degrade war-fighting capabilities). Even those tasks with value--rescuing American civilians from an imploding country, for instance--do not warrant the cost, to both the United States and Okinawa, of the existing force and base structure.  The American presence on the island during the Cold War could at least be defended as serving a serious end: the defense of East Asia against a hegemonic totalitarian threat. Being ready to help Japan in the event of another Kobe-magnitude earthquake, which the Marines point to as an example of a worthwhile noncombat mission, or to extract American businessmen who have voluntarily ventured into nations with volatile political environments, is far less important.  Moreover, such tasks have little to do with Okinawa. Observes Miki, "When we go to the U.S., people say, 'we are trying to protect you, why do you complain?'  But today the 3rd MEF has virtually nothing to do with defending the Okinawans. It is one thing to impose U.S. military installations on a reluctant population when Washington is actually protecting those people. It is quite another to perpetuate that burden to advance purely American interests. (Without embarrassment, the Marine Corps says that "hosting the U.S. Marine Corps [in Okinawa] is by no accident."66
That is true--Washington simply placed the bases where it desired in an occupied province of a defeated nation.)  

AT: Japanese Rearm

No chance of Japanese militarism/rearm – Free trade is too important 

Evans, 98 (Daniel T., December 1998, “MAKING DECISIONS ABOUT U.S.-JAPAN SECURITY RELATIONS: TOWARD A LIMITED FORWARD-DEPLOYMENT IN THE 2 1ST CENTURY”)

An ideology that must be overcome in U.S. foreign policy, and in the foreign policies of Japan's neighbors, if collective security is to work in Asia is the fear of the revival of Japanese militarism. These notions are simply outdated. Imperial Japan's expansionism in the 1930s and 1940s, as horrible as it was, arose from a specific set of conditions that bore little resemblance to the current or any reasonably foreseeable situation. The insecurities of pre-World War II Japan stemmed from the fact that they were a burgeoning world power without the natural resources to sustain such aspirations. Thus they set out with expansionist foreign policy to accrue these natural resources and ensure their place among the world's great powers. Modern Japan is a completely different state. Japan already is one of the world's great powers and global economic interdependence provides Japan with her necessary resources. Japan would have nothing to gain from the use of military action to overturn the present world order. Perhaps more than any other nation, Japan benefits from international trade and neither needs nor has the incentive to attempt to alter this ideal situation through the use of military force

AT: Japan Militarization

Japan Won’t Go Nuclear

Kazi 9 Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi [Reshmi,  July 31, Fellows' Seminar  Discussants: J Madan Mohan and Sitakanta Mishr, http://www.idsa.in/event/WillJapanGoNuclear_rkazi_310709; WBTR]

 The Japanese position on the nuclear weapons option has been ambivalent. Japan has never made any official decision on whether or not to exercise the nuclear option. Still its pacifist constitution clearly deters the state from maintaining land, sea and air forces, as well as other war potential. The right of state belligerency too has been denied in the Japanese constitution. The constitution’s stance on nuclear arms, however, remains ambiguous and it has led many pro-nuclear advocates to debate the possibility of Japan developing nuclear weapons for defensive purposes. Although the Constitution may be interpreted to allow for possession of nuclear weapons, the Atomic Energy Basic Law of 1955 clearly emphasizes the essence of Japan’s policy in maintaining a peaceful, transparent nuclear programme. Besides, Japan has also adopted the ‘Three Non-Nuclear Principles’ expressing the policy of not possessing, not producing, and not permitting the introduction of nuclear weapons into Japan. This position was reiterated in 1976 when it ratified the NPT and committed not to produce or acquire nuclear weapons. However, though the validity of these principles has been upheld by successive cabinets, the degree of restraint that these principles place on Japan’s nuclear policy remains uncertain. Most importantly, they do not represent a legal restraint, because Diet resolutions are passed as an expression of the will of the chamber and are non-binding. Further, over the years, allegations have been made regarding the violation of the third principle of the three non-nuclear principles right from the Cold War period. Still, the support for a robust nuclear weapon policy has not gained enough momentum and Japan continues to remain committed to an anti-nuclear policy. 

Japan will only Develop Nukes With US Presence

Kazi 9 Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi [Reshmi,  July 31, Fellows' Seminar  Discussants: J Madan Mohan and Sitakanta Mishr, http://www.idsa.in/event/WillJapanGoNuclear_rkazi_310709; WBTR]

If Japan decides to go nuclear, it has to deal with two main hurdles: i) it has to revise domestic laws and conventions related to Japan’s stance on nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation, which is going to be quite complicated; ii) it also has to withdraw from the NPT, a step which will definitely be against Japan’s national interest. There has occurred an attitudinal shift in the current nuclear debate in Japan. Although the Japanese population is considered to be suffering from the so-called ‘nuclear allergy’, the ruling Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) has called for active discussion of possible nuclear weapons option. The opposition Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ), which is projected to be the virtual winner of the upcoming August 30 general election in Japan, has also talked about a ‘radical revision’ of the Japan-U.S. Security alliance and advocated an independent security policy for Japan. Even if Japan decides to pursue the nuclear option, it will probably do so with the tacit support of the U.S. The U.S. will inevitably reduce its involvement in Asia over the longer term. It will eventually lead Japan to think seriously about its nuclear option for national security. Engagement in Iran, Iraq and Afghanistan won’t make the U.S. compromise its security pact with Japan. It is true that Japan has not gone nuclear yet. However, the real question is how long Japan can prevent itself from going nuclear.In the near future, Japan will probably decide to keep its nuclear option ambiguous, as it will enhance its bargaining power with the West, particularly the U.S.

Chances of Japan with Nukes are Exaggerated

Kazi 9 Research Assistant at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi [Reshmi,  July 31, Fellows' Seminar  Discussants: J Madan Mohan and Sitakanta Mishr, http://www.idsa.in/event/WillJapanGoNuclear_rkazi_310709; WBTR]

Yukiya Amano of Japan is the new chief of the IAEA. His election will probably intensify the gap between Japan’s ardent support for nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation on the one hand, and Japan’s aspiration to go nuclear for national security reasons on the other hand. In terms of method and theory, the paper could be expanded in scope. Instead of a one-dimensional approach, it should adopt a multidimensional approach in drawing the scenarios. In the paper, the author has identified the scenarios assuming that Japan will go nuclear in the near future. Instead, she should build scenarios keeping in mind different possibilities in terms of outcomes. Most of the scenarios drawn by the author are not realistic enough. The bilateral security arrangement between Japan and the U.S. is still going strong. China has been a security threat to Japan throughout its history. Contrary to assumptions made by security analysts regarding the nuclear issue of North Korea provoking Japan to go nuclear, the North is still not considered such a big threat by most Japanese. Only the hawks in Japan offer the excuse of China and North Korea to discuss Japan’s nuclear option. Instead of offering ten different scenarios, most of which are not ‘realistic’ enough, the author should concentrate on four or five ‘most probable’ scenarios. The paper is very light with respect to the implications for India. The author needs to take into account the contributions of the strong anti-nuclear movements (especially the hibakusha movements) within Japan. In the paper, the author mentions that the constitution of Japan does not talk about nuclear weapons. However, Japan’s Defence White Paper 2008 interprets that the constitution bans possessions of WMDs, ICBMs and fighter bombers.  

No chance of Japanese militarism/rearm.

Evans, 98 (Daniel T., December 1998, “MAKING DECISIONS ABOUT U.S.-JAPAN SECURITY RELATIONS: TOWARD A LIMITED FORWARD-DEPLOYMENT IN THE 2 1ST CENTURY”)

An ideology that must be overcome in U.S. foreign policy, and in the foreign policies of Japan's neighbors, if collective security is to work in Asia is the fear of the revival of Japanese militarism. These notions are simply outdated. Imperial Japan's expansionism in the 1930s and 1940s, as horrible as it was, arose from a specific set of conditions that bore little resemblance to the current or any reasonably foreseeable situation. The insecurities of pre-World War II Japan stemmed from the fact that they were a burgeoning world power without the natural resources to sustain such aspirations. Thus they set out with expansionist foreign policy to accrue these natural resources and ensure their place among the world's great powers. Modern Japan is a completely different state. Japan already is one of the world's great powers and global economic interdependence provides Japan with her necessary resources. Japan would have nothing to gain from the use of military action to overturn the present world order. Perhaps more than any other nation, Japan benefits from international trade and neither needs nor has the incentive to attempt to alter this ideal situation through the use of military force
AT: Non-War Capabilities

Non-war-fighting tasks are irrelevant to the base and are no reason to sustain trrops.

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)
Next, the Marines point to new, non-war-fighting tasks. They state, "Our missions span the operation continuum from disaster relief and humanitarian assistance through non-combat evacuation and peacekeeping."63
Some of those tasks are of dubious benefit--especially American involvement in UN peacekeeping or nation building.64 Others may diminish the Marine Corps' ability to carry out its most important task (humanitarian operations, for exam- ple, tend to degrade war-fighting capabilities). Even those tasks with value--rescuing American civilians from an imploding country, for instance--do not warrant the cost, to both the United States and Okinawa, of the existing force and base structure.  The American presence on the island during the Cold War could at least be defended as serving a serious end: the defense of East Asia against a hegemonic totalitarian threat. Being ready to help Japan in the event of another Kobe-magnitude earthquake, which the Marines point to as an example of a worthwhile noncombat mission, or to extract American businessmen who have voluntarily ventured into nations with volatile political environments, is far less important.  Moreover, such tasks have little to do with Okinawa. Observes Miki, "When we go to the U.S., people say, 'we are trying to protect you, why do you complain?'  But today the 3rd MEF has virtually nothing to do with defending the Okinawans. It is one thing to impose U.S. military installations on a reluctant population when Washington is actually protecting those people. It is quite another to perpetuate that burden to advance purely American interests. (Without embarrassment, the Marine Corps says that "hosting the U.S. Marine Corps [in Okinawa] is by no accident."66
That is true--Washington simply placed the bases where it desired in an occupied province of a defeated nation.)  
AT: Economic Benefits

The economic benefits of presence is Okinawa are outweighed by it’s subsequent damage to the economy and the environment.

Bandow 98 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (9/1/98, Doug, “Okinawa: Liberating Washington's East Asian Military Colony” Policy Analysis no. 314)

Finally, the Marines cite the financial benefits received by Okinawa. Indeed, they have produced a slick brochure touting the money that the Marine Corps infuses into the community, including more than $4.5 million that "local Okinawa moving companies will earn" moving service- men and their families from Okinawan to base housing.67 (The Air Force has generated cheaper advertising for its community service and environmental activities.  Although some islanders obviously do benefit, more of them suffer from the loss of alternative economic opportunities. The number of Okinawans employed on the bases has fallen from 40,000 to 8,200 since 1972; the share of the prefectural product generated from the military bases has dropped from 16 percent to 5 percent over the same period.  There seems little doubt that Okinawans, who enjoy a per capita income just 70 percent of that of other Japanese, could put the portion of their island now occu- pied by U.S. facilities to better use. Koji Taira, a professor at the University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, calls the 20 percent (base share of island land area) minus the 5 percent (base share of island economy) a 15 percent "deadweight loss.  But even that number, he argues, understates the true social and environmental costs borne by the residents of Okinawa because of the American bases.  The 15 percent loss does not include the pres- sure on land rents in the rest of Okinawa due to the withdrawal of 20 percent of the area from civilian use; inconveniences to civil air trans- portation due to restrictions on the use of air space; closures of port facilities and waters to civilian shipping, fishing, or recreational activities because of naval and other military requirements; deadly effects of toxic wastes of the bases seeping into the soil or running off into the sea; deafening noises of bombers, fight- ers, and helicopters which physically damage young school children and disrupt their learning processes; accidents in the air and on the roads caused by U.S. military aircraft and vehicles; destruction of nature by live-ammunition artillery exercises, which also deny civilian access to highways in the exercise areas; crimes committed by off-duty service personnel against civilians and their properties; and on, almost ad infinitum.  In any case, economic benefits for Okinawa offer no reason for the United States to station troops there. A false patriotism has long been the last refuge of the scoundrel seeking to justify economic privileges. Now salaries and rental payments seem to be the last refuge of the scoundrel seeking to justify outdated military commit- ments.  Of course, the ultimate decisionmakers are the politicians, not the military officers. Gen. Frank Libutti, commander of the 3rd MEF, recently told the Daily Yomiuri newspaper, "Any further reductions of forces on Okinawa would hurt our ability to provide peace, stability and prosperity to the entire Asia-Pacific region.  He is right in the sense that if the U.S. and Japanese govern- ments expect the Marines to police all of East Asia, then the Marines need to be stationed close by, and the most obvious location is Okinawa. But with the end of the Cold War, there is no reason to expect the Marines to play such a role. And many Okinawans understand that the root of Washington's military presence is the belief that Washington should run the world. Moriteru Arasaki expresses the hope that "the American people will try to change U.S. government policy."

Economic costs outweigh the necessity of U.S. presence in Okinawa.

Hosokawa, 98 – the 79th Prime Minister of Japan from August 9, 1993 to April 28, 1994. Leader of the first non-Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) government since 1955. (July-August 1998 , Morihiro,  “Are U.S. troops in Japan needed? Reforming the alliance.” Foreign Affairs 77.n4 pp2(4)
As the common threat presented by the Cold War diminishes, it is natural for the Japanese people to be skeptical of the U.S. military presence. The American military bases cost Japan $4 billion annually. If for-gone rent and other revenues are included, Japan's annual burden jumps to $5 billion, at a time when the Japanese government faces a serious financial crisis. In terms of cost-sharing, Japan bears the largest burden among U.S. allies for maintaining U.S. forces, with Germany and South Korea paying $60 million and $290 million, respectively. By a 1995 Special Measures Agreement, Japan is committed through the year 2000 to pay the salaries of 24,000 civilian employees at the bases, the utility costs, including energy, water, and communications, and most of the construction expenses. This burden to Japanese taxpayers hangs like a darkening cloud over the future of the alliance. Japan should honor the 1995 agreement but put America on notice that it will not renew the agreement in 2000.  It is the business of statesmen, not bureaucrats or generals, to plan for the future. The U.S. military presence in Japan should fade with this century's end. The time has come for the leaders of Japan and the United States to discuss an alliance fit for the next century.

Job services for realignment function as an economic stimulus for the region- prefer this evidence, its comparative

Huss 10/5 (Kari Huus, Reporter, MSNBC Oct . 5, 2009, Jobs vs. bottom line in mega military project, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/33129102/ns/us_news-military//)

 “It may cost more in the short term, but all that money is coming back into the U.S. economy, either reducing (poverty) in Guam, or back in continental U.S.” said Rector. To reject it, he says, would be “penny wise and pound foolish.” Gary Hiles, economist for Guam's Department of Labor agrees that bringing in U.S. workers at higher wages would cause some hiccups in the local economy. But he notes that there are advantages to hiring Americans over foreigners to do the work on U.S. bases: “National security is one of them. The (higher) quality of workmanship is another.” And paying higher wages also would bolster the local economy, he says, more so than hiring foreign workers who typically send much of their earnings out of the country — and generate additional tax revenue for badly needed infrastructure upgrades. “I think the U.S. workers would buy and rent cars, go to restaurants and hotels and barbershops — a whole array of things that (foreign) workers in barracks don’t do,” Hiles said. “The additional investment to make Guam jobs attractive to U.S. citizens may well be a cost effective economic stimulus policy in putting unemployed U.S. construction workers back to work,” he added. “Certainly, construction work could be done at lower cost on the U.S. bases on Guam by primarily importing temporary foreign labor from Asian countries, just as it could be done cheaper on U.S. bases in Hawaii, California or any other state. ... But is that the policy that the federal government wishes to pursue?”
AT: Can’t Defend

Japan is capable of defending itself absent U.S. troops

Preble,5 (Novermber 7, 2005, Christopher “America's New Strategic Relationship With Japan”, The Wall Street Journal)
Japan is economically capable, and now seems politically prepared, to assume full responsibility for defending itself from threats. While it is conceivable that a few Japanese might wish to remain dependent on America for their security, either out of a desire to avoid paying more for defense, or for fear of the risks associated with a change from the status quo, many more are now willing to consider a range of options -- such as modifying the "pacifist" clause in Japan's constitution -- which would have been unthinkable a generation ago. A reevaluation of the strategic logic of the alliance was a necessary precondition for the latest diplomatic breakthroughs. Equally important was a recognition on the part of U.S. policymakers that Japan must be granted more autonomy over its defense and foreign policies. It is no longer wise to assume that Japan will subordinate its own security to the wishes of a distant patron.  With the U.S. facing numerous other military commitments abroad, and with Japan increasingly asserting military autonomy, the Bush administration is to be commended for shaping a new policy that will more equitably distribute security burdens between the two countries. A new strategic relationship should provide a more durable and credible foundation for addressing the most pressing security challenges facing both countries in East Asia and beyond.

The U.S. has no reason to become involved in conflicts East Asian nations can resolve on their own.  Airforce and Navy could fill in for troops on Okinawa.

Bandow 99 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (18/5/99, Doug, “Freeing Okinawa”, the Korea Herald)
Moreover, the region no longer needs America's protection. Japan is the second-ranking economic power on earth, South Korea far outstrips its northern antagonist, and most of the ASEAN states have made dramatic economic progress. Indeed, so complacent are Tokyo and Seoul that both are cutting their defense budgets.  What reasons do U.S. officials give for a policy that could be summarized as what has ever been must always be? China looms large on the horizon, but if Washington and Beijing eventually come to blows, the air force and navy would do the heavy lifting. Another favorite is the maintenance of regional stability, given widespread economic problems, political uncertainty in Indonesia, and so on.  Yet it is time for East Asia to look after its own stability. If one wanted to catalog conflicts in which the United States should not intervene, it would be these. What if the Habibie regime in Indonesia totters? Let it fall. What if Filipino and Chinese ships exchange shots over the Spratly Islands? Stay out of the fight. What if Japan and South Korea rattle sabers over the Tokto/Takeshima Islands? Tell both countries to work together. These are East Asia's, not America's, problems.

Kernacs, 4(5/2004, Rita, “The Future of U.S. Relations with Japan and China: Will Bilateral Relations Survive the New American Unilateralism?”

Asia Pacific: Perspectives, Volume IV · Number 1
)

Rita Kernacs

As Asians become apprehensive about American unilateralism, many are realizing that multilateral disputes involving nations of East Asia are best resolved by East Asian nations. There exists “no need for the U.S. to be policeman for the region, self-appointed or elected by default” (E. Olsen in Arase). Current bilateral and multilateral tensions include the conflict between North and South Korea and China and Taiwan; disputes over territorial claims by Taiwan, China and Japan over the Senkaku islands; between South Korea and Japan over the Takeshima Islands; between Japan and Russia over the Northern Territories; and between China and Vietnam over the Paracel Islands.
All of these disputes have been or can be dealt with through multi-lateral dialogues in regional meetings such as the Asean Regional Forum, the Four Part Talks on Korea, the Tri-lateral Forum on the North Pacific, the North-east Asia Cooperation Dialogue, or the South Pacific Forum.

AT: No Japanese Military

If we withdraw, Japan’s military will be ready

Hughes, ’09 – Professor of International Politics and Japanese Studies @ the University of Warwick (March/April 2009, Christopher W., Asian Survey, Vol. 49, Issue 2, pp. 291–311, “Super-Sizing the DPRK Threat”, http://proquest.umi.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/pqdlink?Ver=1&Exp=06-26-2015&FMT=7&DID=1817913671&RQT=309&clientId=17822&cfc=1)

In turn, Japan’s limited national military capabilities have meant that it has in large part entrusted its defense to the mechanism of the U.S.-Japan security treaty. Japan and the U.S. have traditionally predicated their security treaty upon a grand strategic bargain: Japan gets U.S. military protection in return for providing bases to facilitate the projection of U.S. military power in East Asia. However, Japan has attempted to temper its reliance on the U.S. security guarantee by building up its own national defense capabilities and indigenous defense production, and by careful hedging against the dual alliance dilemmas of “entrapment” and “abandonment” in U.S. regional and global military strategy. Regarding entrapment, Japan has long feared that it could become a proxy target in a nuclear exchange between first the Soviet Union/Russia or China and the U.S., and also that Washington might try to “press-gang” Japan into assisting its military to once again fi ght wars on the Korean Peninsula or in mainland East Asia.10 Regarding abandonment, Japan knows that the U.S. as a superpower has global interests superseding those of Japan. Hence, Japan understands that the U.S., in the service of its wider strategic interests, might look to reach an accommodation with states posing a threat to Japan, or downgrade alliance ties if Japan were no longer seen as an indispensable ally in Washington’s overall regional and global strategy.

Japan is capable of defending itself absent U.S. troops

Preble,5 (Novermber 7, 2005, Christopher “America's New Strategic Relationship With Japan”, The Wall Street Journal)
Japan is economically capable, and now seems politically prepared, to assume full responsibility for defending itself from threats. While it is conceivable that a few Japanese might wish to remain dependent on America for their security, either out of a desire to avoid paying more for defense, or for fear of the risks associated with a change from the status quo, many more are now willing to consider a range of options -- such as modifying the "pacifist" clause in Japan's constitution -- which would have been unthinkable a generation ago. A reevaluation of the strategic logic of the alliance was a necessary precondition for the latest diplomatic breakthroughs. Equally important was a recognition on the part of U.S. policymakers that Japan must be granted more autonomy over its defense and foreign policies. It is no longer wise to assume that Japan will subordinate its own security to the wishes of a distant patron.  With the U.S. facing numerous other military commitments abroad, and with Japan increasingly asserting military autonomy, the Bush administration is to be commended for shaping a new policy that will more equitably distribute security burdens between the two countries. A new strategic relationship should provide a more durable and credible foundation for addressing the most pressing security challenges facing both countries in East Asia and beyond.

AT: Drawn into Conflicts

The U.S. has no reason to become involved in conflicts East Asian nations can resolve on their own.  Airforce and Navy could fill in for troops on Okinawa.

Bandow 99 - senior fellow at Cato Instituion and special assistant to Reagan (18/5/99, Doug, “Freeing Okinawa”, the Korea Herald)
Moreover, the region no longer needs America's protection. Japan is the second-ranking economic power on earth, South Korea far outstrips its northern antagonist, and most of the ASEAN states have made dramatic economic progress. Indeed, so complacent are Tokyo and Seoul that both are cutting their defense budgets.  What reasons do U.S. officials give for a policy that could be summarized as what has ever been must always be? China looms large on the horizon, but if Washington and Beijing eventually come to blows, the air force and navy would do the heavy lifting. Another favorite is the maintenance of regional stability, given widespread economic problems, political uncertainty in Indonesia, and so on.  Yet it is time for East Asia to look after its own stability. If one wanted to catalog conflicts in which the United States should not intervene, it would be these. What if the Habibie regime in Indonesia totters? Let it fall. What if Filipino and Chinese ships exchange shots over the Spratly Islands? Stay out of the fight. What if Japan and South Korea rattle sabers over the Tokto/Takeshima Islands? Tell both countries to work together. These are East Asia's, not America's, problems.

Kernacs, 4(5/2004, Rita, “The Future of U.S. Relations with Japan and China: Will Bilateral Relations Survive the New American Unilateralism?”

Asia Pacific: Perspectives, Volume IV · Number 1
)

Rita Kernacs

As Asians become apprehensive about American unilateralism, many are realizing that multilateral disputes involving nations of East Asia are best resolved by East Asian nations. There exists “no need for the U.S. to be policeman for the region, self-appointed or elected by default” (E. Olsen in Arase). Current bilateral and multilateral tensions include the conflict between North and South Korea and China and Taiwan; disputes over territorial claims by Taiwan, China and Japan over the Senkaku islands; between South Korea and Japan over the Takeshima Islands; between Japan and Russia over the Northern Territories; and between China and Vietnam over the Paracel Islands.
All of these disputes have been or can be dealt with through multi-lateral dialogues in regional meetings such as the Asean Regional Forum, the Four Part Talks on Korea, the Tri-lateral Forum on the North Pacific, the North-east Asia Cooperation Dialogue, or the South Pacific Forum.
AT: Deterrence

US presence is irrelevant—South Korean forces will deter North Korea and a strong Japanese military will deter China. Plan incentivizes Japan to enter into cooperative agreements with others in the region to solve regional problems. 

Bandow, 6/18 - – senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan (6/18/10, Doug, The National Interest, “Get Out of Japan”, http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=23592 )
North Korea’s military abilities remain uncertain and its aggressive intentions remain unpredictable. Prime Minister Hatoyama cited “the current situation in the Korean peninsula” as a reason to maintain the base on Okinawa. Moreover, China’s power is growing. So far Beijing has been assertive rather than aggressive, but increasingly seems willing to contest islands claimed by both nations. The best way to keep the competition peaceful is for Tokyo to be able to protect itself. Of course, several of Japan’s neighbors, along with some Americans, remain nervous about any Japanese military activity given the Tokyo’s wartime depredations. However, the Japanese people do not have a double dose of original sin. Everyone who planned and most everyone who carried out those aggressions are dead. A country which goes through political convulsions before it will send unarmed peacekeepers abroad is not likely to engage in a new round of conquest. Anyway, the best way to assuage regional concerns is to construct cooperative agreements and structures between Japan and its neighbors. Democratic countries from South Korea to Australia to India have an interest in working with Tokyo to ensure that the Asia-Pacific remains peaceful and prosperous. Japan has much at stake and could contribute much. Tokyo could still choose to do little. But it shouldn’t expect America to fill any defense gap. The claim is oft-made that the presence of American forces also help promote regional stability beyond Japan. How never seems to be explained. Bruce Klingner of the Heritage Foundation contends: “the Marines on Okinawa are an indispensable and irreplaceable element of any U.S. response to an Asian crisis.” But the 3rd Marine Expeditionary Force (MEF), while packing a potent military punch, actually has little to do. The MEF isn’t necessary to support manpower-rich South Korea, which is capable of deterring a North Korean attack. The Marines wouldn’t be useful in a war against China, unless the Pentagon is planning a surprise landing in Tiananmen Square to seize Mao Zedong’s mausoleum. If conflict breaks out over Taiwan or various contested islands, America would rely on air and naval units. Where real instability might arise on the ground, only a fool would introduce U.S. troops—insurgency in Indonesia, civil strife in the Solomon Islands or Fiji, border skirmishes between Thailand and Burma or Cambodia. General Ronald Fogleman, a former Air Force Chief of Staff, argued that the Marines “serve no military function. They don’t need to be in Okinawa to meet any time line in any war plan. I’d bring them back to California. The reason they don’t want to bring them back to California is that everyone would look at them and say, ‘Why do you need these twenty thousand?’” Do U.S. bases in Okinawa help dampen regional arms spending? That’s another point more often asserted than proven. Even if so, however, that isn’t necessarily to Washington’s benefit. The best way to ensure a responsible Chinese foreign and military policy is for Beijing’s neighbors to be well-armed and willing to cooperate among themselves. Then local or regional conflicts would be much less likely to end up in Washington. 

Japan will be able to defend itself

Bandow, 6/18 - – senior fellow at the Cato Institute and former special assistant to Reagan (6/18/10, Doug, The National Interest, “Get Out of Japan”, http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=23592 )
Yet what is most curious about the issue is the dogged insistence of American officials in maintaining the Japanese protectorate. The world in which the security treaty was signed has disappeared. Admits Kent E. Calder of SAIS, “the international political-economic context of the alliance and the domestic context in both nations have changed profoundly.” There is no reason to assume that a relationship created for one purpose in one context makes sense for another purpose in another context. The one-sided alliance—the United States agrees to defend Japan, Japan agrees to be defended—made sense in the aftermath of World War II. But sixty-five years later Japan possesses the second-largest economy on earth and has the potential to defend itself and help safeguard its region. “All of my Marines on Okinawa are willing to die if it is necessary for the security of Japan,” Lieutenant General Keith Stalder, the Pacific commander of the Marine Corps, observed in February. Yet “Japan does not have a reciprocal obligation to defend the United States.” How does that make sense for America today? Washington officials naturally want to believe that their role is essential. Countries which prefer to rely on America are happy to maintain the pretense. However, keeping the United States as guarantor of the security of Japan—and virtually every other populous, prosperous industrial state in the world—is not in the interest of the American people. The days when Uncle Sam could afford to maintain a quasi-empire are over. The national debt already exceeds $13 trillion. America is running a $1.6 trillion deficit this year. Red ink is likely to run another $10 trillion over the next decade—assuming Washington doesn’t have to bail out more failed banks, pension funds and whatever else. Social Security and Medicare have a total unfunded liability in excess of $100 trillion. In short, the U.S. government is piling debt on top of debt in order to defend a country well able to protect itself. Some Japanese see little danger and correspondingly little need for much defense. Others are not so certain. It’s a decision for the Japanese people. 

Instability in East Asia is still prevalent with U.S. troops

Johnson ‘01

[Chalmers, Ph. D Political Science UC Berkley, Professor of Emeritus University of San Diego, Former CIA Consultant, “Time to Bring the Troops Home”, 5/14, http://www.thenation.com/article/time-bring-troops-home]

In lieu of concrete security threats in East Asia, some US strategists have put forth the argument that if so much as a single American soldier is brought home, the result will be "instability." Actually, there has been a good deal of instability in East Asia despite the American military presence, from the economic meltdown of 1997 to the most serious cases of nuclear proliferation in forty years in India and Pakistan and the destruction of East Timor by American-trained Indonesian forces while the United States looked on.

American defense alliances are strong enough to bring home the troops

Cecchini ‘09

[Leo, B.S. Economics U of Maryland, Former U.S. Diplomat, “Bring The Troops Home”, 9/1, http://peacecorpsworldwide.org/new-economy/2009/09/01/bring-the-troops-home/]

I would now go on to ask that we bring all our troops home. Why do we still have some 50,000 soldiers in Germany, 50,000 in Japan, 30,000 in Korea, 10,000 in Italy, 10,000 in the UK? Why are our troops still in Bosnia ten years after that “war” was settled? The new Japanese administration has made it clear that it does not like our troop presence in that country. The Koreans periodically violently protest our troops being there. The American people made it clear in the last election that we should not be in Iraq and it now looks like they do not want our boys and girls in Afghanistan. So I say, bring them all home. I know that many will raise arguments about “force projections, killing Benny Laden and his gang, strategic placement of military resources, geopolitical influence through our might and so on.” But the reality is that we have a very strong defense alliance to handle problems in Europe -NATO. The Japanese and Koreans feel they are now big enough to take care of their own defense. We have military presence throughout the world via our own territorial bases, e.g. Guam. We have a strong defense platform in the Middle East, Kuwait, whose government still appreciates that we rescued them and are critical to its defense.

Bringing troops home would increase our security

Moore ’02 [Thomas Gale, Senior Fellow at Hoover Institution U of Stanford, Ph. D. Economics University of Chicago, Fellow of California Institute of International Studies, “How To Reduce Terrorism: Bring Our Troops Home”, 6/11, http://www.independent.org/newsroom/article.asp?id=112] 

A misguided machismo must not stand in the way of protecting our people and reducing violence in the world. No one will believe we are weak, especially after seeing our military in action over the last decade, simply because we stop trying to police the rest of the world. Bringing our troops home—why do we have soldiers in Germany and Okinawa?—would increase our security, not decrease it. Even before Sept. 11, more than 60,000 U.S. troops were operating in more than 100 countries. No wonder people consider America an imperial power.

Okinawa has no deterrence value- prefer the perspective of a former marine

Yokota 6/19 staff writer for Kyodo News (Shinsaku, 6/19/10, “ Japanese ex-marine strives to debunk deterrence 'myth'”, http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20100619f1.html)
After failing to find any other prefectures that were willing to host a replacement facility for Futenma and bowing to pressure from the United States, Hatoyama gave up and chose Henoko as the relocation site, as demanded by Washington. In defending his decision, Hatoyama argued Japan had to host the U.S. military as a deterrent against military threats from outside. When he spoke at Okinawa University during Hatoyama's visit, Takanashi compared a deterrent to a police officer guarding a safe to prevent possible theft. "U.S. Marines are stationed all over the world and they are fighting at this very moment," said Takanashi. "There would be no conflicts if the marines were serving as an effective deterrent." Takanashi argues that the word "deterrent" is a fictitious mantra the government uses to pull the wool over people's eyes. When asked whether the world would face any difficulty if the marines were not in Okinawa, he said the marines can operate effectively in any place in East Asia, meaning their presence in Okinawa is not indispensable. "The Marine Corps is still in Okinawa because the United States built its military bases here after Japan's defeat in World War II and the situation has gone unchanged ever since," Takanashi said. Takanashi grew up in the city of Hiroshima, where his great-grandparents died from the atomic bombing on Aug. 6, 1945. As a child, he often saw off-duty U.S. soldiers come to his city from U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Iwakuni in Yamaguchi Prefecture. 

Neither nuclear weapons nor military actions are deterrents 

Acton 9-  associate in the Nuclear Policy Program at the Carnegie Endowment and a Stanton Nuclear Security Fellow (James M. Acton, December 2009, “ Extended Deterrence and Communicating Resolve”, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=24653)
 Conventional military action—let alone nuclear weapons—has little role to play in combating most of the security threats faced by U.S. allies today. Threatening nuclear use in response to a cyber attack on an ally is simply not credible. Similarly, military capabilities do not appear to have any relevance to deterring a Russian cut-off of the gas supply to U.S, allies, or, in the event that deterrence fails (as it frequently does in this case), to compelling Russia to re-instate supply. One key task, therefore, for the United States and its allies is to develop credible plans for preventing and combating the spectrum of threats for which a nuclear response would not be justified, especially those for which there is no military solution 

Non-unique- nuclear weapons are THE key to deterrence and they’re set to retire in 2013

Perry et al. 9 former  United States Secretary of Defense (William J., “ America’s Strategic Posture: The Final Report of the Congressional Commission on the Strategic Posture of the United States”, p.26)

In Asia, extended deterrence relies heavily on the deployment of nuclear cruise missiles on some Los Angeles class attack submarines—the Tomahawk Land Attack Missile/Nuclear (TLAM/N). This capability will be retired in 2013 unless steps are taken to maintain it. U.S. allies in Asia are not integrated in the same way into nuclear planning and have not been asked to make commitments to delivery systems. In our work as a Commission it has become clear to us that some U.S. allies in Asia would be very concerned by TLAM/N retirement. 

Alliance solves deterrence

Katsumata and Shimbun 2/5 Senior writers for Daily Yomiuri ( Hidemichi and  Yomiuri, 2/5/10, “ Deterrence part of Futenma issue”, http://www.yomiuri.co.jp/dy/columns/commentary/20100218dy03.htm)

 Starting with a proposal to integrate it with the U.S. Kadena Air Base, Japan and the United States have discussed, both formally and informally, various options on where to relocate the U.S. Marine Corps' Futenma Air Station in Ginowan, Okinawa Prefecture. The biggest issue has been how to simultaneously achieve the goals of reducing Okinawa Prefecture's burden of hosting bases while maintaining the national deterrence against foreign threats. To move the Futenma facility out of the prefecture, two problems must be addressed: Managing the burden on the local government that accepts relocation and determining who has the right to manage air traffic control at and around the relocated base. First, if the Futenma facility is moved out of the prefecture, the marine corps' helicopter unit based at the facility also should be moved. If the helicopter unit is the only unit that is moved out of the prefecture, the rest of the marines in the prefecture would be cut off from their means of transportation and their day-to-day training would be disrupted. Additionally, it would take longer to mobilize them in an emergency as they would have to wait for helicopters that would have to come from far away. This means a local government that would accept the Futenma facility also would have to accept the 1,000-strong infantry combat force at Camp Schwab in Nago, Okinawa Prefecture, and facilities for its day-to-day training operations, such as landing drills and urban-area combat drills. The burden is too big for a local government to bear. Former Nago mayor Yoshikazu Shimabukuro, who lost the recent local election, told me: "There will be no local government that would accept it. I want you to understand that it's a miracle that Nago would accept it." Second, there is a problem of air traffic control for the facility. The U.S. military in Japan holds air traffic control rights for six air bases, including Yokota in Tokyo, Misawa in Aomori Prefecture and Futenma and Kadena in Okinawa Prefecture. A Defense Ministry official says, "[The rights are] to make sure planes will fly freely in emergencies, and they'll never let them go." Currently, air traffic controllers of the Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism Ministry control air traffic at most regional airports and surrounding areas. But realistically speaking, it is not easy for the government's air traffic control officials to control U.S. military planes that make repeated takeoffs and landings in training. If the government lets the marines control the air traffic at and around a relocated base, depending on the frequency of training, operation of commercial planes still may be affected. The previous government led by the Liberal Democratic Party could not solve the two problems, and it decided to relocate the Futenma facility within Okinawa Prefecture. Among several possible locations, Japan and the United States picked a feasible one--the coastal area of the Henoko district of Nago. That is why the United States insists the current plan is the best option. But the current government led by Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama has been a reed shaken by the wind. His Democratic Party of Japan promised in the campaign for the last House of Representatives election it would move the Futenma facility out of the prefecture, possibly out of the country, if it won the election. But as soon as it saw this was unlikely to happen, the DPJ checked out Iejima island in the prefecture, an option that had been dismissed in the bilateral discussions. It also has shown interest in seeking a new candidate site on the east coast of Okinawa Island. The surprised Okinawa Gov. Hirokazu Nakaima said, "I'd thought [people in the government] were seeking somewhere out of the prefecture and out of the country, but they're visiting various places in the prefecture." It is a grim reality that the nightmarish worst scenario is that the Futenma functions will not be relocated and will remain where they are. As of out-of-Okinawa options, the government has approached Saga and Shizuoka airports as well as the Maritime Self-Defense Force's Omura Air Base in Nagasaki Prefecture. Before referring to a new option whenever it pops up in mind, the Hatoyama administration should examine the process of past Japan-U.S. talks and work on the two problems that the previous government could not solve. At the same time, it should seek to restore the Japan-U.S. relationship, which has hit a sour note, and ask the United States to sit down and discuss the Futenma issue once again. It will not produce a good result if Japan picks a relocation site on its own and simply informs the United States of its decision. Relocating Futenma accomplishes the goal of reducing the burden on a local government of hosting bases and is supposed to be on par with maintaining deterrence from foreign threats. The biggest deterrent that Japan can present is to show its ties with the United States are close and firm. Without such ties, it is impossible to deter threats from North Korea and China. Few ways are left to remove the burden imposed by the Futenma base as soon as possible while filling the gap between Japan and the United States. 

Nuclear weapons are the ONLY deterrent

Payne et al 10 members of National Institute for Public Policy (Keith Payne, Thomas Scheber, Kurt Guthe, March 2010, “ U.S. Extended Deterrence and Assurance for Allies in Northeast Asia”, http://nipp.org/National%20Institute%20Press/Current%20Publications/PDF/Planning%20the%20Future%20US%20Nuclear%20Force%20I_txt.pdf)
One area in which Japanese officials continue to rely completely on the United States is that of nuclear weapons for extended deterrence. The most recent defense white paper states, “To combat the threat of nuclear weapons, Japan will rely on the U.S. nuclear deterrent…”161 However, even in this area Japanese officials condition their continued reliance on the United States on a strong reciprocal commitment from their partner. In the past, Japanese officials did not openly delve into or discuss nuclear weapon issues. In the words of one official, “We were asleep on these matters during the Cold War.”162 The prospect of a nuclear-armed Japan has been a factor influencing the U.S.-Japanese relationship for decades. In December 1986, the head of the military history department of Japan’s Defense Studies Institute warned that although Japan is officially committed not to possess nuclear weapons, a major change in the nation’s security situation might change that as well. Furthermore, “We have the capability to make the bomb. We have the technology, the materials, the expertise. Within three months, we could have a 20kiloton Hiroshima-type bomb; within a year, 40 of them.”163 34 U.S. Extended Deterrence and Assurance for Allies in Northeast Asia In the future, a new generation of leaders in Tokyo may no longer be willing to blindly trust the United States. Recently, Japanese officials have stated their intent to be more active in understanding and influencing the policies on which their security is based. It is clear that some Japanese officials are concerned about deep cuts in the U.S. arsenal and consideration of a no-first-use policy. Regarding a potential U.S. interest in a nofirstuse nuclear policy, a Ministry of Foreign Affairs official, Yasunari Morino, stated, "If you promised no first use, the effect of deterrence would be weakened considerably. We strongly doubt whether we could guarantee the security of Japan.” Japanese leaders have also been vocal in warning the United States not to limit its nuclear policy to deterring only nuclear attack. Government officials and security experts in Japan worry that this would leave them vulnerable to coercion by China or North Korea with conventional forces or chemical and biological weapons.164 In the contemporary environment, public statements by the Japanese government often endorse a vision of nuclear disarmament; these statements reflect the unique perspective of Japan’s history, but do not provide a complete picture of Tokyo’s views regarding national security. Evidence of a more pragmatic view has been apparent as early as 1965, just after China’s first nuclear test. Japanese Prime Minister Eisaku Sato, a future Nobel Peace laureate, who in 1967 conceived Japan’s Three Non-Nuclear Principles, told Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara that in the event of war, “we expect the United States to retaliate immediately using nuclear [weapons]” which would be launched “on China by sea if needed.” 165 In Japan, prior to the 2006 North Korean nuclear test, Japanese officials had begun examining options that might be needed to deal with growing regional threats. In a report of one such study, former Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone opined that, “There is a need to also study the issue of nuclear weapons. … It’s wrong to think that Japan can defend itself without addressing the nuclear issue.”166 In private, Japanese officials have expressed concern about the viability of U.S. nuclear weapons policy and nuclear deterrence commitments. Japanese journalist Hidemichi Katsumata wrote that Japanese defense officials are concerned that, “In recent years, the United States has steadily decreased the number of strategic nuclear arms within the nuclear umbrella.”167 Currently, the concern in Japanese defense circles is whether the United States will continue to fulfill its extended nuclear deterrence commitment to the degree that Japanese leaders are well assured. The Japan-U.S. Alliance Working Group expressed serious concern over U.S. President Obama’s stated pursuit of a world without nuclear weapons. Japan, consistent in its endorsement of nuclear disarmament, has also warned that Japan’s security needs must be protected. When former Foreign Minister Nakasone presented Japan’s Eleven Benchmarks for Global Disarmament on April 27, 2009, he cautioned, “In light of the situation in East Asia that I mentioned earlier, it goes without saying that the extended deterrent including nuclear deterrence under the Japan-U.S. security arrangements is of critical importance for Japan.” (emphasis added) U.S. Extended Deterrence and Assurance for Allies in Northeast Asia 35 This concern was echoed by the September 2009 report of the Japan-US Alliance Working Group which singled out China as a serious security concern: Even as the USA and Russia downsize their nuclear arsenals, China may continue to modernize its nuclear forces. That would contribute to further deterioration of the strategic environment in East Asia. … If China keeps on expanding its nuclear capabilities while the USA and Russia proceed with strategic reductions, however, the ability of the US to deter Chinese encroachments will decline.168 The working group went on to warn that if the security environment vis-à-vis China worsens, Japan would have to take actions “toward a more advanced extended deterrence posture than the present one that rests almost exclusively on declaratory policy.” Actions listed in the report that could enhance the extended deterrence posture include: • A bilateral planning group, such as NATO’s Nuclear Planning Group, to discuss how best to employ nuclear weapons for the defense of Japan; • Modification of Japan’s Three Non-Nuclear Principles to allow the introduction of U.S. nuclear weapons into Japan; • Japanese weapon delivery vehicles that could be armed with U.S.-provided (and controlled) nuclear warheads; • Transfer of a limited amount of technology from the USA to Japan to enable Japan to quickly attain a limited nuclear capability. Following this list of possible actions, the working group once again restated the importance of U.S. extended deterrence: “…as long as…the US extended deterrence remains credible, Japan would have no intention to build an independent nuclear force, even though it may be assumed to possess the necessary economic and technological wherewithal.”169 

AT: Deterrence/East Asian War

An East Asian war would not depend on the troops stationed in Okinawa; they only turn Japan into a target

Bandow ‘98

[Doug, J.D. Stanford University, Senior Fellow Cato Institute, “Okinawa Liberating Washington’s East Asian Military Colony”, 9/1, Cato Institute]
Should Washington find itself at war with China (or another aggressive power in East Asia), the Air Force and Navy would do the heavy lifting. The half-strength 3rd MEF would have no meaningful role to perform. Washington's participation in another ground war on the Asian mainland is almost inconceivable, leaving the 3rd MEF no useful function. Moreover, a sizable American presence on Okinawa, especially if it were directed against China, would turn Japan into a military target--something likely to make Tokyo hesitate to support Washington, just as Japan lacked enthusiasm for U.S. saber rattling over Taiwan in early 1996.
AT: Deterrence/Japan Prolif

Their evidence is media hype, there is no real chance of Japan prolif

Oros, 12/03

(Andrew, Professor of Political Science and International Studies, “Rethinking Japanese Security: New Concepts in Deterrence and Defense”, Stimson Center, pg online @ http://www.stimson.org/pub.cfm?id=91 //ag)

Given these shifting domestic and international forces which have led to a renewed discussion of the nuclear option in Japan today, it is reasonable for other states (and even Japanese themselves) to ponder whether they can rely on the notion of a continued non-nuclear Japan for the foreseeable future. Closer examination of this question beyond the media headlines clearly suggests that Japan can be expected to remain non-nuclear within any foreseeable security scenario imagined for the next decade, and likely far beyond—including a continuing tension over North Korea’s nuclear development programs and a likely rise in China’s nuclear capabilities. The question of a nuclear Japan is likely to continue to be raised in the years to come, however—both from abroad, and from within Japan itself. This is due to the emergence of a new, active, and open discussion of Japan’s security needs in an era of new security threats, one which displays a notable focus on strategic calculation and national interest. It is not due to the sudden rise of support for nuclear weapons or nationalist sentiment that would fuel such support in the future. Godzilla is not likely to return to Tokyo anytime soon, but Japanese and non-Japanese alike will continue to hear his name evoked in discussions of future Japanese security policy in the years to come. 

Strong US Japan relations solve the disad regardless of an absence of credible military presence

Schoff, 3/09

(James, Associate Director of Asia-Pacific Studies at the Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis, “Realigning Priorities: The U.S.-Japan Alliance & the Future of Extended Deterrence,” Institute for Foreign Policy Analysis, pg online @ http://www.ifpa.org/pdf/RealignPriorities.pdf //ag)

Forecasting the future credibility of extended deterrence for the alliance is an esoteric exercise in Japan, even more so than it is in the United States. Fortunately, there is currently no significant crisis of confidence in Japan regarding the bilateral relationship overall, and this general sense of trust and confidence is still the most important factor when Tokyo evaluates the strength of the alliance and the credibility of extended deterrence. Thus, if bilateral relations are solid, Japan won’t care too much exactly how reliable are the replacement triggers of the W88 warhead or how many certification waivers were authorized for engineering-related changes to old weapons that have had their life extended. Perhaps more importantly, other nations in the region won’t worry about those details either, as long as the alliance remains strong. 
End
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“This is just one jar of honey, but we’ve got a kitchen full of ‘em…”

