
from the Trident programme and so unions, such as
the AEEU, were persuaded to support the pro-
gramme politically. The jobs didnôt accrue and the
reality is that the jobs currently devoted to the ser-
vice facilities for Trident would be redeployed if a
coherent defence policy were adopted instead of
one based on nuclear weapons.
It is also clear now that both the public sector and
manufacturing is in deep crisis for the lack of gov-
ernment support, which makes the arguments in

favour of continuing with nuclear weapons on the
basis of jobs less than credible.
In 2003 a number of unions affiliated to the labour
party, acting against their own policy, voted down
a proposal that nuclear disarmament should be put
on the table for discussion. But the government's
defence and foreign policies have now been dis-
credited to a point Where it would be difficult to
brush such a move under the carpet or to present a
credible case for such a move at a union executive.

MAKE SURE YOUR I
BRANCH IS

AFFILIATED TO
of the Kursk in dry-dock. The type of Torpedo it car-

riecl u(.1sedfI;1h;>drogendPero;ircle as fuel. Zihi; istso volatille it can The Trade Union Campaign for Peace and
exp 0 ei e orpe 0 IS 1 or roppe - rz am uses . e same .
type offuel in some of the heavy torpedoes in her navy and runs Nuclear Dlsarmamenlv formally
similar risks as the Russian navy

This photo was taken in the Sudan in 1994 by Kevin Carter. It
is of a little boy crawling to reach a UNfeeding station,
about a kilometre from where this was taken, and a vulture
waiting to eat him. The photo won the 1994 Pulitzer Prize but
what he had witnessed so aþected the journalist he killed
himself 3 months latter.
About 1 billion people in the world today live in absolute
poverty. The bulk of this is a direct result ofarmed conþicts.
A foreign policy based on nuclear weapons and built on bul-
lying and the threat ofmilitary action has an end result in the
destruction of lives and livelihoods, even where British troops
aren ôt present.
Mr Carter left the Sudan just after the photo was taken. No
one knows what came of the little boy

Britain has the option now-ðcontinue with a policy based on
insanely dangerous and costly nuclear weapons or lookfor a
different way ofgaining prestige and respect in the world

was formed in 1980 originally as the trade
union section of CND. It became a separate
independent organisation in 2000.
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ó BRING THE POLITICS QE THE EUILEY
TUCPND depend exclusively on TU afýlia-
trons for its funding. We have a wide range
of national unionôs branches and trades
councils affiliated and campaign through
and with trade union organisations.
Nuclear Weapons are not isolated from the
rest of govemment policy and are an inte-
gral part of defence and foreign policy is-
sues. The reasons for opposing them are
economic and political as well as moral.
TUCPND is a general peace campaigning
organisation.
For information on affiliating your union
branch contact

TUCPND
6 ð 8 Church St
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SUMMARY
l) The decision to commit Britain to a new genera-
tion of nuclear weapons will be taken in the 2005-
2009 parliamentary session. For the trade union
movement this has to be a balance of the advantages
against the disadvantages of having nuclear weap-
ons. In reality this BALANCE IS MASSIVELY
AGAINST A NEW GENERATION OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS.
2) TRIDENT - Trident is obsolete and probably was
by the mid 80ôs before the Trident was launched.
3) ALTERNATIVE DELIVERY SYSTEMS - The
other formats for a possible future British nuclear
weapons system are equally þawed.
4) A USABLE BOMB - The US is moving towards
developing a small nuclear weapons system they
could use in "conventional warfare". This is an in-
credibly dangerous and wholly unnecessary step.
5) THE RISKS - Nuclear weapons imply a small risk
of a catastrophic accident.
6) APPROPRIATE EQUIPMENT this is not the
type of equipment we need to defend ourselves or to
perform a role in international affairs.
7) JOBS deploying the funds into other areas of the
military or other areas of the economy would pro-
duce vastly more jobs that were created by Trident,

l) INTRODUCTION
TRIDENT will come to the end of its design life in
the next ten years or so. This means the decision
about whether or not to replace it with a new genera-
tion of nuclear weapons, has to be made now. It will
take 10 to l5 years to design, build and deploy a new
system. The current government have said they will
take a decision on what to do in the life of this par-
liament.
They have also said there will be a full debate but
there is little or no sign of this happening and its
clear a number of steps towards a new system have
already been taken.
The parliamentary Select Committee on Defence has
asked for a discussion. The MOD have effectively
refused.
But senior figures in the government have made it
clear that they do not see the possibility of Britain
being without nuclear weapons. This is astonishingly
foolish - in line with a raft of rightwing policies pur-
sued by the government.
For trade unionists the argument over a new genera-

or would be produced in a new nuclear weapons
programme.
8) THE COST ð the cost estimate by the govern-
ment for a new generation is astronomic. But such
systems have always cost far more than their esti-
mate.
9) PREPARING FOR ANY EVENTUALITY nu-
clear weapons do not, and cannot defend us from a
possible nuclear attack. There is no eventuality
which they could be used for.
10) THINK ABOUT WHEN THEY COULD BE
USED nothing could make it politically acceptable
for these to be used.
ll) THE DAMAGE THEY DO NOW Britain hav-
ing nuclear weapons does this country a great deal
of harm, but it also does immense harm to interna-
tional politics.  
12) THE JUSTIFICATION because we hold nu-
clear weapons on sufferance from the US in prac-
tice the inþuence internationally that having nu-
clear weapons brings can only be used to support
US foreign policy aims and economic interests.
13) WE NEED A FULL AND DEMOCRATIC
DEBATE
14) UNION POLICIES

effect on our economy, on our defence and on in-
ternational politics. They also involve risks both in
their manufacture and in holding them. The advan-
tages, that it gives Britain a status and inþuence in
the world isn't valid. They do not create jobs. In
practice they have cost Britain huge numbers.

f A number ofsenior ministers have made it clear theytion o nuclear weapons one of a balance between I  ._ _ want another generation ofnuclear weapons, to replace
what can be ga1ned from having nuclear weapons
against the risks, cost and damage implied in the
process.
Britain's Nuclear Weapons have a very damaging

Trident, regardless of the risks, the cost or the damage
they do to our interests. Given the current leadership of
the Labour Party it is essential a full and open debate
takes place.

2) TRIDENT
In 1979 when Callaghan signed the deal to buy the Trident
system from the US, the theory behind launching nuclear
weapons from nuclear submarines depended upon their not
being detected. Since then technology has moved on and
Trident is detectable by the Russian military and possibly
by others. Trident submarines are massive compared to
other submarines. Nuclear reactors provide power by creat-
ing heat, which means the steam from their turbines has to
be cooled. They create a óplumeô of heat in the surrounding
seawater which can be tracked from satellites. Closer to the
submarine it can be picked up by the slight óbow waveô they
create on the surface. They can be tracked by the noise they
omit from their engines and from the propeller in the water.
All this makes the Trident boats detectable in varying de-
grees.
Much of this didn't matter during the cold war, when Tri-
dent patrolled under the arctic icecap, because the heat
plume and bow wave etc were shielded by the icecap. But
Trident is now designated to operate far away from the ice-
cap.
Systems such as this take a great deal of time to deploy. It is
important, therefore, when developing such a system that
you predict how the technology you might face will have
advanced by the time the system is deployed. In the case of
Trident it is probable that the Soviet Union had the tracking
technology by the mid 80s when Trident came to be
launched - in other words it was basically obsolete in terms
of its design purpose by the time it came into service.
At the moment, some within the military would argue, only
Russia has the technology to track such systems. But it is
probable that China will have this technology itself in the
near future and could already have access to Russiaôs sys-
tems. It is unrealistic to assume they will not have it in ten
or fifteen years time, if a new generation of nuclear weap-

Wars rarely start for rational reasons. They rarely,
if ever, have anything to do with the reasons given
by those who begin them. Very often the war is
prepared for make war inevitable.
Britain has stubbornly resisted nuclear disarma-
ment for five decades and one result is that now a
number of other states are demanding them for
themselves. Unless we change it is inevitable nu-
clear weapons will be used and inevitably with hor-
riýc consequences.
It would be a mistake to underestimate the impact
Britain has in encouraging the spread of nuclear
weapons. We have an opportunity now to begin -
that vitally important process of pulling away from
the threat of nuclear war. Britain could make a
huge difference to world events by changing tack
and working to encourage nuclear disarmament.

l M _

Conceived oforiginally in the mid 60ôs Tri-
dent was obsolete by the time ourýrst boat.
Also the world has moved on leaving this
type ofweapons system an expensive liabil-
ity rather than an asset.

ons are deployed. And, if China has the tech-
nology, you can have to assume that its cli-
ent states will have access in most conþict
situations ð which would probably include
North Korea.
Trident was also designed for a specific pur-
pose, an all out attack on the Soviet Union.
That meant launching all of the missiles si-
multaneously. Having launched a single mis-

sile the submarine would have revealed its
position to any military base with relatively
low tech systems within a couple of hundred
miles. This was true as long ago as the 1960s.
It would be quite rash, therefore, to use the
existing Trident boats to launch other types of
missiles, such as cruise missiles, designed to
attack land targets. US submarines are used in
this way, but they are accompanied by large
numbers of other ships acting as air and ship
defence systems.
In reality Trident, as a military system, is ob-
solete now, and has been since the mid 1980s.
It is nonsense, in military terms, to consider
nuclear submarines as an effective launch
platform for such systems.
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