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1NC Shell – “Presence” = Non-Combat Activities

A. Interpretation - Presence requires regular, non-combat activities – forces engaged in combat or one-time noncombat missions aren’t part of U.S. presence

Thomason 2 – Project Leader, Institute for Defense Analysis (James, “Transforming US Overseas Military Presence: Evidence and Options for DoD,” July, http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.122.1144&rep=rep1&type=pdf

WHAT IS OVERSEAS MILITARY PRESENCE? 

Our working definition of US overseas military presence is that it consists of all the US military assets in overseas areas that are engaged in relatively routine, regular, non-combat activities or functions.

By this definition, forces that are located overseas may or may not be engaging in presence activities. If they are engaging in combat (such as Operation Enduring Freedom), or are involved in a one-time non-combat action (such as an unscheduled carrier battle group deployment from the United States aimed at calming or stabilizing an emerging crisis situation), then they are not engaging in presence activities. Thus, an asset that is located (or present) overseas may or may not be “engaged in presence activities,” may or may not be “doing presence.” 

We have thus far defined presence activities chiefly in “negative” terms—what they are not. In more positive terms, what exactly are presence activities, i.e., what do presence activities actually entail doing? 

Overseas military presence activities are generally viewed as a subset of the overall class of activities that the US government uses in its efforts to promote important military/security objectives [Dismukes, 1994]. A variety of recurrent, overseas military activities are normally placed under the “umbrella” concept of military presence. These include but are not limited to US military efforts overseas to train foreign militaries; to improve inter-operability of US and friendly forces; to peacefully and visibly demonstrate US commitment and/or ability to defend US interests; to gain intelligence and familiarity with a locale; to conduct peacekeeping activities; and to position relevant, capable US military assets such that they are likely to be available sooner rather than later in case an evolving security operation or contingency should call for them.

B. Violation – the aff ends combat missions, not presence missions.

C. Voting issue -

1. limits – allowing combat missions allows affs to change specific strategies in Afghanistan or Iraq, like ending cluster bombing without actually reducing forces themselves, it explodes the literature base

2. negative ground – presence missions are about deterrence and reassurance – including combat missions avoids core negative disads

“Presence” = Non-Combat Activities

Presence only applies to military forces before combat

Greer 91 - Lieutenant Colonel, US Army (Charles, “The Future of Forward Presence”, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA234227&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)

To establish a conceptual framework for this paper, I developed the following definition of forward presence within the context of national defense: the visible employment of US military personnel and/or military material as a deterrent outside of the continental United States (OCONUS) at any point along the operational continuum short of involving major US conventional forces in combat.

My simplistic definition could be subject to endless scholarly debate.  It includes small unit combat operations of limited scope and duration and peacetime contingency operations such as Desert Shield in Saudi Arabia, but it excludes the subsequent combat operation designated Desert Storm.  It includes our military activities in Alaska and Hawaii.  It excludes any diplomatic, economic, social or psychological activities that do not have a military component.

The term “employment” in the definition could be criticized as denoting action or movement which could exclude what some may term passive measures such as storage of material or unmanned (i.e., automated) sites or systems.  However, there is always some activity associated with these so-called passive measures (e.g., maintenance, data collection, etc), and the term employment also encompasses emplacement.

The more controversial aspect of my definition lies in the terms “deterrent” and “visible.”  Deterrence is “the prevention from action by fear of the consequences.  Deterrence is a state of mind brought about by the existence of a credible threat of unacceptable counteraction.”  Once major conventional forces are engaged in protracted combat operations, it is clear that deterrence, by definition, has failed.

Visibility is inextricably linked to deterrence.  Visible to whom?  To those we wish to deter.  This is reminiscent of the old philosophical question, “If a tree falls deep in the forest and there is no one there to hear it, does it make a sound?”  In the case of forward presence, the answer is “no.”

Target audience is the key to the concept of visibility.  A target audience may be the world at large, the senior leadership of a specific country or movement, the control cell of a terrorist organization or countless other possibilities.  Therefore, forward presence, by definition, also includes covert activities using military personnel and/or material, as long as the activity is visible to the targeted audience and deters that group or individual from taking an undesired action.  An invisible presence is both contradictory and serves no useful deterrent purpose, which goes to the heart of the issue.  Deterrence is the ultimate purpose of forward presence.

Presence missions are anything short of actual combat

Blechman et al 97 – President of DFI International, and has held positions in the Department of Defense, the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, and the Office of Management and Budget (Barry, Strategic Review, Spring, “Military Presence Abroad in a New Era: The Role of Airpower,” p. 13)

Occupying a continuum of operations short of actual combat, presence missions have included the permanent basing of troops overseas, routine military-to-military contacts, military exercises and training with other nations, participation in multinational peace and humanitarian operations, the provision of timely intelligence information and other data to leaders of other nations, military deployments in response to crises, and, when necessary, the deployment of forces in anticipation of combat.

“Presence” = Non-Combat Activities

Presence excludes the direct application of military force

Widnall and Fogleman 95 - *Secretary of the Air Force and formerly was Associate Provost at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology AND **Chief of Staff, US Air Force (Sheila and Ronald, Joint Forces Quarterly, “Global Presence”, Spring, http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/jel/jfq_pubs/jfq2007.pdf) 
At the foundation of this approach is power projection. Power projection is a means to influence actors or affect situations or events in America’s national interest. It has two components: warfighting and presence. Warfighting is the direct application of military force to compel an adversary. Presence is the posturing of military capability, including nonbelligerent applications, and/or the leveraging of information to deter or compel an actor or affect a situation. A sound national military strategy depends on coherent warfighting and presence strategies.

Presence is distinct from crisis response – both are highly complex and should be addressed separately

Dismukes 95 – analyst with the Center for Naval Analyses (Bradford, “The U.S. Military Presence Abroad”, Strategic Review, Spring, p. 55)

Logically, forward presence has become the most important strategic task of U.S. conventional forces.  With respect to adversaries, if forces abroad are successful in deterrence, then the requirement to respond to crises (not to mention war) can be avoided.  Presence is the primary mission; crisis response is the necessary, but less desirable, back up.  These conclusions have far-reaching consequences both for the use of existing U.S. forces and for the acquisition of forces for the future.  Because of their scope and complexity, these necessarily must be addressed separately.  More important yet are their implications for the way Americans think about why they should bear the risks and costs of keeping forces abroad.  For America’s partners, particularly other G7 members, there are equally important implications for why and how they share the political and financial costs of U.S. presence.

Presence is distinct from crisis response – US policy experts avoid double counting forces when they have different roles

Flournoy 1 - senior advisor for international security at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and previously served as a distinguished research professor in the Institute for National Strategic Studies at the National Defense University and as the Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Strategy and Threat Reduction (Michele, QDR 2001: Strategy-Driven Choices for America’s Security, Ed: Michele Flournoy http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA430963&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)  MTWs=Major Theater Wars, SSCs=Smaller Scale Contingencies

Counting Presence Forces

The role of overseas-presence forces in MTWs and SSCs is also considered at this stage of the process, and the overall force structure adjusted accordingly. For example, forward-deployed naval, air, and ground forces may be part of the initial response to a crisis; indeed, this is an express part of their purpose. Therefore, care must be taken not to double-count such forces in both the presence and MTW or SSC building blocks. On the other hand, some forward-deployed forces may be so vital to deterrence and stability in a given region that they would not be withdrawn from an unengaged theater even in the event of MTW execution. For the purposes of the working group’s analysis, assumptions about which forces should be treated as stay-behind forces were derived from judgments about what would be required to meet U.S. treaty commitments, maintain deterrence and regional stability in a given theater, and provide the regional CINC with minimum essential levels of force protection, support to noncombatant evacuation operations, and strike capability.

“Presence”  = Non-Combat Activities

Military Presence is all non-combat assets of the military

Thomason et al. 2002 (James S. Thomason, Project Leader,

Michael P. Fischerkeller, Kongdan Oh Hassig, Charles Hawkins, Gene Porter, Robert J. Atwell, Robert Bovey, William E. Cralley, James Delaney, “Transforming US Overseas Military Presence: Evidence and Options for DoD Volume I: Main Report” July 2002, http://www.bayan.ph/us%20war%20of%20terror/US%20BASES/US%20Mil%20Presence%20Overseas.pdf)

US overseas military presence consists of all the US military assets in overseas areas that are engaged in relatively routine non-combat activities or functions. Collectively, these assets constitute one of a set of very important military instruments of national power and influence. It is regularly asserted within the Department of Defense that these overseas military presence activities promote key security objectives, such as deterrence, assurance of friends and allies, the provision of timely crisis response capabilities, regional stability and, generally, security conditions that in turn promote freedom and prosperity.
Military Presence does not include combat forces

Thomason et al. 2002 (James S. Thomason, Project Leader,

Michael P. Fischerkeller, Kongdan Oh Hassig, Charles Hawkins, Gene Porter, Robert J. Atwell, Robert Bovey, William E. Cralley, James Delaney, “Transforming US Overseas Military Presence: Evidence and Options for DoD Volume I: Main Report” July 2002, http://www.bayan.ph/us%20war%20of%20terror/US%20BASES/US%20Mil%20Presence%20Overseas.pdf)

Our working definition of US overseas military presence is that it consists of all the US military assets in overseas areas that are engaged in relatively routine, regular, non-combat activities or functions.1 By this definition, forces that are located overseas may or may not be engaging in presence activities. If they are engaging in combat (such as Operation Enduring Freedom), or are involved in a one-time non-combat action (such as an unscheduled carrier battle group deployment from the United States aimed at calming or stabilizing an emerging crisis situation), then they are not engaging in presence activities. Thus, an asset that is located (or present) overseas may or may not be “engaged in presence activities,” may or may not be “doing presence.”

Military Presence is non-combat forces

Thomason et al. 2002 (James S. Thomason, Project Leader,

Michael P. Fischerkeller, Kongdan Oh Hassig, Charles Hawkins, Gene Porter, Robert J. Atwell, Robert Bovey, William E. Cralley, James Delaney, “Transforming US Overseas Military Presence: Evidence and Options for DoD Volume I: Main Report” July 2002, http://www.bayan.ph/us%20war%20of%20terror/US%20BASES/US%20Mil%20Presence%20Overseas.pdf)

Overseas military presence activities are generally viewed as a subset of the overall class of activities that the US government uses in its efforts to promote important military/security objectives [Dismukes, 1994]. A variety of recurrent, overseas military activities are normally placed under the “umbrella” concept of military presence. These include but are not limited to US military efforts overseas to train foreign militaries; to improve inter-operability of US and friendly forces; to peacefully and visibly demonstrate US commitment and/or ability to defend US interests; to gain intelligence and familiarity with a locale; to conduct peacekeeping activities; and to position relevant, capable US military assets such that they are likely to be available sooner rather than later in case an evolving security operation or contingency should call for them.
A2 “Presence” = More Than Troops 

Their definition of presence is the broadest possible

Scala 98 - Office of the Secretary of Defense (Mary, “Theater Engagement Planning: An Interagency Opportunity”, 

http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA351762&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf

During the run-up to the 1997 Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR), the Joint Staff and the Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy undertook a comprehensive review of overseas presence requirements and issues.  The intention was to ensure the resources committed to presence were consistent with national priorities in the region—and to identify overseas commitments that were potentially excess to the emerging defense strategy.  To make sure everything was considered, the definition of “presence” was made as broad as possible—from forward-stationed troops, to prepositioned stocks, to naval deployments, to joint and combined military exercises, to mil-to-mil contacts.  At about the same time, the Joint Staff was working to create a notional “baseline engagement force” in order to get a clearer historical picture of how many U.S. forces worldwide were engaged routinely in engagement or crisis-response operations.  Both the overseas presence study and the baseline engagement force analysis were intended to form one point of departure for the formulation of a new defense strategy.  Planners hoped to find relatively painless ways to increase spending on military readiness and procurement, without undercutting essential warfighting forces or technology.

The broad interpretation would mean everything the military does is topical

Meyer 7 – Lieutenant Commander, US Navy (Richard, “Naval Presence with a Purpose:

Considerations for the Operational Commander,”

http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA470845&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf

In 2007, naval presence is no longer enumerated as a stand-alone mission of U.S. naval forces. However, the concept of presence is inherent in all that we do. In the Universal Joint Task List (UJTL) there is only one specified task with presence in the title and it is the strategic-national task 3.1, “Coordinate Forward Presence of Forces in Theaters.”7 In the definition of this task, the UJTL strikes at the heart of the matter by stating that presence “…is a crucial element of deterrence and can be a demonstration of resolve to allies and potential adversaries.”8 In addition to this one task, however, the term presence or forward presence is used in the definition of several other tasks such as operational task 1.2.4.1, “Conduct a Show of Force”.9 This gives credence to the belief that presence is an underlying theme in every mission we undertake as a Navy.

A2 Your definition says “forward” presence

Forward presence is military presence

Zakheim et al 96 – former Deputy Undersecretary of Defense for Planning and Resources (Dov, “Political and Economic Implications of Global Naval Presence”, 9/30, http://handle.dtic.mil/100.2/ADA319811)

The United States has determined that overseas military presence during peacetime, often termed “forward presence” or “peacetime presence”; should remain an integral part of its force posture in the post-Cold War era.  In 1996, the United States maintains a diminished, yet still significant land and aviation presence in Europe and in Korea.  In addition, it supports a robust maritime presence, including aircraft carrier battle groups and Marine Expeditionary Units, in the Mediterranean Sea, the Persian Gulf and East Asia (see Table 1).

“Presence” Definitions (Laundry List)

Military presence includes exercises, storage agreements, military contacts and training

Harmon 3 – US Army Major (William, “The Korean Question: Is There a Future for Forward-Based American Forces in a Unified Korea?,” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA415880&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf) (All bolding is in the original)

American military doctrine addresses forward presence in Joint Publication 3-07, Joint Doctrine for Military Operations Other Than War. In this doctrine forward presence is defined as, “ activities [that] demonstrate our commitment, lend credibility to our alliances, enhance regional stability, and provide a crisis response capability while promoting US influence and access. In addition to forces stationed overseas and afloat, forward presence activities include periodic and rotational deployments, access and storage agreements, multinational exercises, port visits, foreign military training, foreign community support, and military-to-military contacts.”10

(Bold in original)

Presence means visible stationing of forces – includes port calls or offshore stationing, training, and humanitarian missions

PATTERSON 8 – US Navy Reserve Captain (Mark, “DEFEND THE APPROACHES!”, httpwww.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA486738&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, dheidt)

Throughout history, U.S. maritime strategy has evolved in response to the realities of a changing world. As world geo-political dynamics change, US national priorities may change and with it the threats, risks and potential operating environment for the nations’ armed forces. In response, the Navy (including the Marine Corps) develops new strategies or modifies existing ones to support US national strategy and priorities. One constant since the end of World War II has been the enduring principle of forward presence as a mainstay of US maritime strategy. The term presence encompasses many activities from port visits to stationing ships within sight of shore to full scale operations.1 For this paper, presence is the visible positioning or stationing of ships, aircraft and/or personnel for the purpose of influencing, assuring or engaging other state actors or non-state actors. The scope of this definition includes the full range of traditional and emerging military missions, including port visits, training (personnel and forces), Theater Security Cooperation Programs (TSCP), personnel exchanges, humanitarian assistance and limited or full scale permissive and non-permissive military operations.

Presence includes sea basing, periodic deployments, storage agreements, exercises, security and humanitarian assistance

Johnsen and Young, 92 – *Strategic Research Analyst at the Strategic Studies Institute AND ** was a National Security Affairs Analyst at the Strategic Studies Institute and is currently an Associate Research Professor. (William and Thomas-Durrell, “DEFINING U.S. FORWARD PRESENCE IN EUROPE: GETTING PAST THE NUMBERS” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA255193&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf
The National Military Strategy of the United States defines forward presence as "...forces stationed overseas and afloat... periodic and rotational deployments, access and storage agreements, combined exercises, security and humanitarian assistance, port visits, and military-to-military contacts.'' 4 Because of this rather all-encompassing description, forward presence currently has the unavoidable characteristic of being all things to all people.

“Presence” Definitions (Laundry List) cont’d
Presence includes force deployments, training, exercises, drug interdiction, disaster relief, and intelligence gathering

Brady 92 - Lieutenant Commander, United States Navy (Patrick, “IMPLICATIONS FOR THE U.S. NAVY OF A 50 PERCENT DECREASE IN DEFENSE SPENDING,” http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA261766&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)

In this new era of regional threats the need for forward presence has become more important.2 1 Yet defense budget cuts and the closing of many overseas bases have prompted the DOD to reevaluate its traditional definitions of forward presence in order for the nation to continue to fulfill its many obligations.2 2 The new definition of forward presence emphasizes the need to "show our commitment, lend credibility to our alliances, enhance regional stability, and provide crisis response capability while promoting U.S. influence and access." 23

The planned reduction of forward land-based U.S. forces worldwide could mean naval forces will be increasingly responsible for fulfilling the objectives of forward presence. There are six roles for the Navy under forward presence. The first role is peacetime engagement. This is similar to the traditional presence role the Navy has historically fulfilled. It is needed to counter the image of an American global withdrawal as force reductions occur and fewer forces are forward based. The forward deployment of naval forces in this role "provides an underpinning for diplomatic activities which, when combined with other U.S. foreign policy initiatives, are influential in shaping events. These forward operations are oriented toward diplomacy, coalition building and the promotion of stability which fosters peace and cooperation." 2 4

Additionally, this role will also guarantee the freedom of the sea which will facilitate trade and improve the economic conditions of the United States and our allies. Typical missions include: Stationed forces; rotational overseas deployments; access and storage agreements; port visits; military-to-military relations; and joint and combined training exercises.2 5 This role does not necessarily have to be fulfilled by aircraft carrier battle groups to be credible.26

The second role is to enhance crisis response capability. Naval forces provide the National Command Authority with the ability to react to ambiguous warning in the early stages of a crisis. This timely show of force can stabilize the situation and permit diplomacy to prevail. By complicating the risk versus gain calculus of potential adversaries, we cause them to consider carefully the initiation of activity which might be counter to U.S. interests. Depending upon the crisis, forward deployed naval expeditionary forces can respond autonomously or become an enabling force about which a decisive joint/coalition based response can be shaped.2 7

The third role is protecting U.S. citizens. This includes not only responsive and capable evacuation lift, but the ability to be able to do it in the midst of conflict. This could also include protection against terrorists by stopping vessels, suspected of containing terrorists or illegal arms shipments, on the high seas.

The fourth role is combating drugs. This involves ocean surveillance of potential drug traffickers, interdiction of drug shipments, and intelligence collection for counter narcotics agencies.

The fifth role is humanitarian assistance. This requires the ability to respond rapidly and effectively to disasters. As stated in the National Military Strategy, "Not only must our forces provide humanitarian aid, but as seen recently in Northern Iraq, in some cases they must also be prepared to engage in conflict in order to assist and project those in need.'"2 8

The final role is intelligence collection. This requires the ability to overtly and covertly collect information, and then transmit real-time information to the National Command Authorities in time to avert or mitigate crises. This role is necessary under all four elements of the new defense agenda. Typical missions include maritime intelligence collection in support of national requirements; surveillance of air or naval forces that could act hostile against vital interests of the United States; and detection, tracking, and reporting vessels involved in terrorist-related activities.

“Presence” Definitions (Laundry List) cont’d
Presence includes joint exercises, training, stationing forces, prepositioned equipment, intelligence assets, port calls, military exchanges and foreign military sales and co-production of equipment

Thomason 2 – Project Leader, Institute for Defense Analysis (James, “Transforming US Overseas Military Presence: Evidence and Options for DoD,” July, http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.122.1144&rep=rep1&type=pdf

This is generally consistent, for example, with B. Dismukes’ formulation: “Overseas presence encompasses a variety of activities…. In addition to permanent and rotational forces forward on the ground, forces deployed at sea, and prepositioned equipment, overseas presence includes: exercises and training of US forces with those of friends and allies; unilateral training by US forces on foreign soil; US C3I systems, especially in their bilateral and multilateral roles; arrangements for access by US forces to facilities overseas; stationing and visits abroad by senior US military and defense officials; visits to port and airfields by US naval and air forces; public shows by demonstration teams such as Thunderbirds and a host of public affairs activities, including military musical groups; staff-to-staff talks and studies with foreign military organizations and analytical groups; exchanges of military people between the US and friends and allies; military training of foreign personnel in the US and in their home countries; training of military officers of former totalitarian and some developing states in the roles of the military in a civil society; foreign military sales and funding and co-production of military equipment with other nations.” [pp. 13–14] 

Presence includes forward stationing, military exchanges, and training

Peay 94 – US Army General (Binford, Federal Document Clearing House Congressional Testimony, 6/16, lexis)

Overseas presence encompasses a broad range of military actions that reduce the likelihood of regional crisis. These activities are a blend of forward stationing, rotational deployments and low-key, high- payoff temporary duty activities such as military-to-military exchanges, professional seminars, and disaster preparedness surveys. These operational requirements seem to be supported best through traditional procedures.

Presence includes deployed forces, exercises, port calls, training and military to military contacts

Department of Defense 95 (Joint Doctrine for Military Operations Other Than War, Joint Pub 3-07, http://www.bits.de/NRANEU/others/jp-doctrine/jp3_07.pdf)

b. Forward Presence. Forward presence activities demonstrate our commitment, lend credibility to our alliances, enhance regional stability, and provide a crisis response capability while promoting US influence and access. In addition to forces stationed overseas and afloat, forward presence activities include periodic and rotational deployments, access and storage agreements, multinational exercises, port visits, foreign military training, foreign community support and military-to-military contacts. Given their location and knowledge of the region, forward presence forces could be the first which the combatant commander commits to MOOTW.

“Presence” Definitions (Laundry List) cont’d
The US national security strategy defines presence to include prepositioned equipment, port calls, military to military contacts and exercises

Weeks and Meconis 99 – *senior scientist with Science Applications International Corporation AND ** founder and the Research Director of the Institute for Global Security Studies (Stanley and Charles, The armed forces of the USA in the Asia-Pacific region, p. 43)

Concerning US defense strategy and force structure, the 1995 national security strategy reaffirmed the conclusions reached by the 1993 Bottom-Up Review.  ‘Win two nearly simultaneous major regional contingencies’ remained the strategy.  With regard to force structure the strategy declared that:

The President has set forth a defense budget for Fiscal Years 1996-2001 that funds the force structure recommended by the [Bottom-Up] Review, and he repeatedly stressed that he will draw the line against further cuts that would undermine that force structure or erode US military readiness.33

An overseas presence of US military forces was strongly supported, but the definition of ‘presence’ was expanded to include permanently stationed forces and prepositioned equipment, deployments and combined exercises, port calls and other force visits, as well as military-to-military contacts.

Military presence is bases, exercises, visits, and deployment in conflict areas

Lutz 09 – Professor of Anthropology and International Studies, past president of the American Ethnological Society, the largest organization of cultural anthropologists in the U.S (Catherine, February, “The bases of Empire: The Global Struggle against U.S. Military Posts”, p. 155,  http://books.google.com/books?id=nPAgU6lhAT4C&printsec=frontcover&dq=The+Bases+of+Empire+preview&hl=en&ei=2kcdTNC9MIP-8Abcwf3IDA&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&resnum=1&ved=0CCwQ6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=%22military%20presence%22&f=false)), 

It was also established to respond to the new situation of a less visible U.S. military presence: there are no more U.S. bases, but there are still year-round joint military exercises, U.S. naval ship visits, and deployment of U.S. Special Operation Forces in conflict areas, taking place under the legal framework of the Philippine-U.S. Visiting Forces Agreement and the Mutual Logistics and Support 

Military presence includes bases, carriers, facilities, supplies, equipment, training and exercises, and arrangements

Lutz 09 – Research Professor at the Watson Institute for International Studies and Professor of Anthropology at Brown University.  (Catherine, 2009 , “US Bases and Empire: Global Perspectives on the Asia Pacific,” The Asia-Pacific Journal, http://www.japanfocus.org/-Catherine_/3086)

Military bases are “installations routinely used by military forces” (Blaker 1990:4).  They represent a confluence of labor (soldiers, paramilitary workers, and civilians), land, and capital in the form of static facilities, supplies, and equipment.  They should also include the eleven US aircraft carriers, often used to signal the possibility of US bombing and invasion as they are brought to “trouble spots” around the world. They were, for example, the primary base of US airpower during the invasion of Iraq in 2003.  The US Navy refers to each carrier as “four and a half acres of sovereign US territory.” These moveable bases and their land-based counterparts are just the most visible part of the larger picture of US military presence overseas.  This picture of military access includes (1) US military training of foreign forces, often in conjunction with the provision of US weaponry, (2) joint exercises meant to enhance US soldiers’ exposure to a variety of operating environments from jungle to desert to urban terrain and interoperability across national militaries, and (3) legal arrangements made to gain overflight rights and other forms of ad hoc use of others’ territory as well as to preposition military equipment there.  In all of these realms, the US is in a class by itself, no adversary or ally maintaining anything comparable in terms of its scope, depth and global reach.

Aff counter interpretations
Military presence is combat forces, bases, and military facilities
Kirk and Francis 2k – Gwyn is a member of the San Francisco Bay Area Okinawa Peace Network. Carolyn Francis is a member of Okinawa Women Act Against Military Violence (Gwyn, Carolyn Francis, 15, “Redefining Security: Women Challenge U.S. Military Policy and Practice in East Asia”, Berkeley Women's Law Journal , http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9583109057&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9583109060&cisb=22_T9583109059&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=248074&docNo=16)

The U.S. government supports nearly 2,000 U.S. military bases and facilities located strategically around the globe. n1 The Pacific Command is part of this network and comprises an integrated system of bases, warships, planes, and submarines n2 that link Hawaii, Micronesia, Japan, South Korea, the Philippines, and Australia. n3 The three countries that are the subject of this article have hosted U.S. bases for many years. The United States has positioned bases across the Pacific and in Asia for the purpose of extending the reach of U.S. troops and weaponry into Asia and, more recently, into the Middle East. U.S. bases in the Philippines played a key role in U.S. interventions in the Boxer Rebellion (China) in 1900, and in Siberia during the Russian Civil War (1918-20). n4 Philippine bases were used "for clandestine supply drops to U.S.-backed right-wing rebels in Indonesia" (in 1958), and the U.S. naval force from the Philippines was deployed to the Bay of Bengal during the India-Pakistan-Bangladesh War (1971). n5 Dozens of U.S. bases in Okinawa, mainland Japan, and the Philippines were used as forward bases during the Korean War and the Vietnam War. n6 U.S. troops in East Asia are also deployed outside the region, as was the case in the Persian Gulf War. n7 According to a U.S. Defense Department report, "Asian nations provided [*231] access to ports, airfields, and maintenance facilities for personnel, ships and aircraft en route to the Mideast." n8

Military presence is combat forces, bases, and military facilities 

Harkavy 89 (Robert E., Professor of Political Science at Pennsilvania State University, "Bases Abroad: The Global Foreign Military Presence, Oxford University Press, 1989, p. 8)

One might prefer the use of a still broader term, "foreign military presence." Everything that falls under the headings of bases and facilities would thereby be included. So too would large military formations (combat units, etc.) and military advisory groups, and headquarters operations which may be spread around office buildings in the centre of a host city.
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