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Invitation To Faslane 365
October First 2006 will see the beginning of
an audacious civil resistance initiative to -__. as ____
apply critical public pressure for the 3 '35 NYô
disarmament of Britainôs nuclear weapons.
Building on the success of previous mass
blockades of the Trident nuclear base at
Faslane, there will be a year-long A
continuous peaceful blockade at Faslane in
Scotland. To make this happen, groups and
organisations_ from Scotland, England and ó
Wales, and beyond are being invited to
come and shut down the base for at least
one two day period each during the year.  ó
The purpose of Faslane 365 is twofold: to bring people to witness and impede the
nuclear base where Britainôs nuclear weapons are deployed, and enable them to
demonstrate the range of serious concerns - from human rights to climate change -
that people in the real world consider to be the vital challenges for the 21st century.
Running from October 1st 2006 for a year, at a time when Tony Blair has put on the
political agenda the prospect of spending some Ã40 billion more to keep nuclear
weapons in Scotland until at least the year 2055, Faslane 365 will draw attention to the
dangerous insecurity and waste of resources inherent in the Trident nuclear system,
and will mobilise support for these nuclear mistakes to be disarmed. ln preventing
nuclear óbusiness as usualó we also intend to highlight our real, human security needs,
which will require a very different allocation of resources and action.
In order to do this, Faslane 365 is asking a wide range of local, national and even
international groups from all sections of civil society to come to Faslane with at least
100 people committed to stay and make their visions for a just and peaceful future
visible for at least one period of two days. To ensure effective coverage, groups will
overlap on the ýrst day with the previous group and on the second with the incoming
group. Groups can also share their blockade or make use of the fact that Faslane has
two main gates, at which different events could be held. The more people in your group
the better, and smaller groups could also combine with others to make up the required
number. If some groups are able to commit to more than one period - perhaps at a
different time of year ð that is more than welcome!
While an important aim of the initiative is to have enough people prepared to blockade

ðvu_-;ð

and disrupt the comings and goings of this nuclear base, we strongly encourage groups
to consider creative and innovative ways to make links between their particular
priorities and the dangerous diversion of resources devoted to Trident, for example
through music, theatre, workshops, festivals, redecoration of the base and so on. On
the understanding that the deployment and threat to use nuclear weapons undermines
their vision of a better society, each group is also encouraged to use their two days for
outreach and networking, including contacting and attracting media to cover their
presence at Faslane and the issues they want to highlight. - '
All who participate will contribute, but no one organisation will óownô the continuous
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blockade. All groups will need to agree to a basic set of non-negotiable guidelines that
stress nonviolence and respect for all. All groups must also commit to the main
demand: Trident must be taken out of deployment and the government should make a
timetable for dismantling the weapons, together with a commitment not to develop any
new nuclear weapons. Beyond these basic commitments, it is up to individual groups to
conduct the blockade as they see fit.
We aim to start on October 1st, 2006 - the anniversary of the Judgement of the Major
War Criminals at the Nuremberg Tribunal. The first blockade has been booked for a
womenôs blockade that links Faslane 365 with one of the biggest successes of the
peace movement, the removal of ócruiseô nuclear weapons and closure of the
Greenham Common airbase. Twenty-ýve years from the start of the Greenham
Common Peace Camp, this connection carries proven experience of the effectiveness
of combining civil society opposition at the physical site of deployment with creative
actions and networking that will send our different visions of shared, cooperative
security around the world.
Become part of this unique opportunity to make a vital difference! We know this
initiative will catch imaginations and grow, and by July 2006 we already had 41 Blocks
booked in the Blockading Rota.
However, we need many more groups to make this a long, serious and sustained
process of civil resistance that will be effective. We need you to join us! There will be
plenty of help and support, including nonviolence workshops, skill-sharing plus lots of
detailed briefings and information on our website. Contact us for more speciýc
information and to discuss any questions or practical issues that your group may have.
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The True Price of Nuclear Weapons
On October 19, 2005, Tony Blair told the House of Commons, ñI do not think that
anyone pretends that the independent nuclear deterrent is a defence against terrorism;

II |none the less, I believe that it is an important part of our defence... He was talking
about Trident nuclear weapons. At Faslane, near Glasgow, Britain currently deploys
four Trident nuclear submarines, equipped with US missiles and up to 200 warheads,
made at Aldermaston in Berkshire. The warheads could each deliver around 8 times
the destructive power of the bombs that obliterated Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945.
Replacing the Cold War
Although the weapons were procured in 1979 by Margaret Thatcher in a world that is
fundamentally different from now, the Labour government has carried on paying some
Ã800 million per year of taxpayersô money to keep sending Trident out on patrol. If
Trident were to be decommissioned now, we would not save the full amount, but weôd
save a lot. Dismantling the weapons and securing the radioactive waste would be
expensive as well, but that would be the case whenever decommissioning took place. If
we started the process of disengaging from nuclear weapons, we would save
significant resources, while making our world safer by disarming and devaluing nuclear
weapons and working more effectively with the rest of the world in combating
proliferation and dealing with the causes of conþict.
In the 21st century, this is the kind of security policy that makes most sense, but it is
not what the current government has in mind. If the government fails to scrap Trident
now, then around the year 2024 (and Ã15.2 billion later) the submarines will begin to
fall apart. Relying on arguments that are several times thinner than the dodgy dossier
used to take Britain into war in 2003, Blair wants this parliament to agree to spend a
further Ã40 billion on new nuclear submarines and warheads to ensure that this country
continues to have nuclear weapons until at least the year 2055. At the same time, we
are desperately trying to prevent further countries, such as Iran, from developing
nuclear weapons programmes.
Nuclear Deterrence Doesnôt Work
The defence establishment is divided, as there is no convincing rationale for keeping
nuclear weapons. We have a real opportunity to block the decision to commission Son
of Trident, but we are up against a panoply of myths and ideologies: that nuclear
weapons keep the peace, make us safe, give us status, provide bigger bangs for the
buck than conventional weapons, and, the biggest voodoo mantra of all, that they deter
other threats.
On the contrary, the huge US and Russian nuclear arsenals were completely irrelevant
in the wars these superpowers fought and lost in Vietnam and Afghanistan, and they
did not stop Saddam Hussein from invading Kuwait. Tony Blair acknowledges that
nuclear weapons are useless against terrorism, and it is clear that they contribute
nothing to preventing the kinds of attacks we saw recently in London. Meanwhile, the
risks of nuclear proliferation are growing, compounding the increased vulnerability of
nuclear materials and technology to theft, accident or purchase on the black market. It
should be obvious by now that nuclear weapons are an expensive security liability, .
useless for defence or deterrence. That ought to be reason enough to get rid of them.
But the dangers go much deeper.
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Undermining our Humanity
Nuclear weapons are the tap-root of violence in the world today. The ultimate
expression of militarism and terrorism, they pollute and degrade our spirit, our
environment, our economy and our international relations. The use and threat of use of
nuclear weapons are in violation of international and humanitarian law and undermine
the whole international legal order, but that has not prevented doctrines and
deployments that breach these norms. Britain is guilty of these violations, along with
France, China, Russia, the United States, Israel, India, Pakistan and, most recently
North Korea. As Iran seeks to join this shameful club, it has become increasingly clear
that nuclear weapons distort all our efforts to create just and sustainable societies in a
fragile, interdependent world.
Hanging on to nuclear weapons carries heavy costs for our security, society, civil
liberties and human rights that far outweigh the monetary costs. Continuing with this
nuclear business will exacerbate the negative consequences, not only in terms of our
foreign and defence policies and international relations, but also in the distortion of our
economic, energy and even health policies.
Multinational Corporations Drive Injustice and Insecurity
The worldview that drives countries to acquire or hold on to nuclear weapons is the
same worldview that concentrates power in multilateral corporations. A few examples:
0 The world is held hostage to the excessive energy consumption of a minority, who

seek to control the world's oil for their own purposes. Hurricanes, floods, melting ice
caps... the evidence of climate change is now all around us, but governments in
hock to fossil fuel companies and vehicle manufacturers are afraid to take
necessary steps to cut emissions. Instead they are trying to rebrand and revive
nuclear power as the technological ýx to stave off climate catastrophe, starving
alternative research programmes that would provide sustainable, renewable energy
resources that could be produced and managed locally. Nuclear weapons and
nuclear power are produced by the same technology and rely upon each other.
Sharing the same unsolved problems of lethal radioactive waste, they are
incompatible with our health and safety and are susceptible to catastrophic
accidents like Chernobyl.

O The countries with the biggest nuclear arsenals also have the most sophisticated
conventional weaponry and are the largest profiteers from the arms trade. Their
weapons fuel wars, oppression and instability in the most vulnerable countries in the
world, and many end up on the óillicitô markets, where they arm militias and gangs
that traffic in people, drugs and the prolific small arms and light weapons used in
rapes, murders and other violent crime.

0 Agribuslnesses have privatised, centralised and mass produced the growing of food
to maximise output and profit. Their practices have robbed large parts of the Earth
of their natural fertility, poisoned others and turned vast areas into wasteland. The
consequence is that millions in some countries starve, while others are
malnourished with junk food contaminated with pesticides, additives and genetic
modifications. These agribusinesses rob local farmers of their skills, prevent them
from saving their own seed, and unnecessarily transport agricultural products across
the world, which wastes energy and contributes to climate change.
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0 Pharmaceutical corporations benefit from the knowledge and resources of the
natural world and indigenous peoples; they then make huge profits out of
manufacturing medicines that they refuse to make accessible to the poor and needy,
as illustrated by the denial of affordable drugs to AIDS sufferers in Africa and Asia.

0 On the excuse of preventing óindustrial espionageô, US-run pharmaceutical
corporations and the industryôs lobbyists were behind the United States wrecking an
international agreement to verify the Biological Weapons Convention, a global treaty
that bans the production and use of biological and toxin weapons. Bioweapons are
one of the most potentially devastating of weapons of mass destruction, yet the US
action wasted five years negotiations and left the international community without
any verification or inspection ópowers to strengthen the treaty.

0 Protecting US commercial interests and investments is given as one of the primary
reasons for deploying weapons in space. US Strategic Command called for ñfull
spectrum dominanceò, not only in outer space, but on earth, land and sea,
ñdominating the space dimension of military operations to protect US national
interests and investment...[and] integrating space forces into war-ýghting
capabilities across the full spectrum of conflict.ò In Pentagon ówar-gamesô in which
computers tried out various scenarios, the use of weapons in space quickly spread
to nuclear war on Earth.

The politicians that have stripped away decades of developments in human rights and
international law and gone to war on the pretext of preventing others acquiring
weapons of mass destruction are deeply dependent on these multinational
corporations. It should come as no surprise to ýnd that in advance of commissioning
Son of Trident, the MoD in 2003 signed a new 25-year contract with the Atomic
Weapons Establishment (AWE) management consortium, comprising US arms giant
Lockheed Martin, British Nuclear Fuels, and Serco. That contract alone will be worth
some Ã5.3 billion to those corporations.
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