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ACTION    

Write to your MP

Decision on Trident replacement postponed but Government wants 
to buy steel and nuclear reactor components for submarines anyway

Trident decision postponed

In October, David Cameron promised that a decision on the building of new Trident submarines would be taken in 2016 after the next general election allowing time for a public debate.  Yet the Ministry of Defence seems determined to plough ahead and purchase “long-lead items”, including steel for the hulls of submarines and nuclear reactor components.  The cost of these items has not been disclosed but will inevitably run into hundreds of millions of pounds.

Trident replacement is being looked at again in the light of the impact on defence spending 

The commitment of £20 billion to replace Trident submarines is increasingly being questioned in the light of cuts to public funding and increasing demands being asked of British troops in various conflict zones.
Controversially the Trident replacement programme was not re-examined in the recent Strategic Defence and Security Review (SDSR).  Former Defence Secretary, Des Browne, has stated “The combination of diplomatic opportunities and financial constraints faced today puts Trident renewal in a new context. Increasingly, the decision not to re-visit it looks both financially untenable and strategically unwise.”

The current Armed Forces Minister, Nick Harvey, echoed calls for a re-evaluation of our policy of continuous at sea deterrent claiming that there is little hard evidence to support such a policy
.  
The British American Security Information Council (BASIC) has establish a Commission involving former Defence Secretaries and front-bench spokespersons on defence, to re-examine the arguments for and against a like-for-like replacement of the Trident weapons system.  The Commission will report in early 2012.
... but the MOD plans to spend money on construction now
Through a Freedom of Information request
 made by Greenpeace
 we learn that the Ministry of Defence plans to place orders for major components of the proposed new submarines before the decision to build.  These include: -

· castings and forgings for hull and structural fittings

· primary and secondary propulsion systems (nuclear reactors)

· various components of the combat systems

Kate Hudson of the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament states: -

"The Ministry of Defence plans - only revealed due to a Freedom of Information request - show the process that locked us into buying an unwanted aircraft carrier looks set to be repeated with Trident submarines. Ordering billions of pounds-worth of equipment ahead of a final decision has been rightly criticised by the Coalition Government but these plans could make the waste on the aircraft carrier seem like small change. The Government must come clean on what it plans to spend and when it plans to commit to it. With drastic cuts across government departments, profligate spending in defence will not be forgiven by the public.”

Write to your MP at the House of Commons

Urge your MP to ensure that their party does not support procurement of major components for the proposed replacement of Vanguard submarines prior to a public debate.

Address your letter Dear Mr/Ms [name] and send to: -

The House of Commons

London 
SW1A 0AA 

(To find either the name or email address of your MP go to http://findyourmp.parliament.uk/) 
When writing you might like to explain why you oppose a replacement of the hugely expensive Vanguard submarines.  You could consider asking your MP to sign the Early Day Motion number 1477 “Trident Submarine Proposals” http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2010-11/1477 bearing in mind that Conservative MPs are unlikely to feel able to support this motion.  Please let us know of the response of your MP. 
If you wish you could use the following outline: -

On 19 October David Cameron promised that a decision on the build of new Trident submarines would not be taken until after the next General Election.  Yet it has been revealed that the Ministry of Defence could tie us into the purchase of major components of the proposed new submarines before the decision to build.  This has been made evident by the response to the Freedom of Information Request 123704-002 made by Greenpeace (www.greenpeace.org.uk).  The cost of this procurement is likely to run into hundreds of millions of pounds.  

Over the next 5 years Parliament will have an opportunity to look at the alternatives to a like-for-like replacement and consider these in an open debate.  It is vital that the Ministry of Defence does not commit to major procurement in advance of a decision to build.

The collation government has been critical of the previous government’s handling of contracts for the new aircraft carriers which has tied us into the construction of an aircraft carrier that we do not need.  The coalition government must learn from this and not make a similar mistake in the area of this even more costly nuclear weapons system.  

Premature purchase of major long lead items could make open debate of alternatives to Vanguard submarines impossible and would effectively invalidate David Cameron’s commitment to Parliament in October.  At a time when the government is making drastic cuts across public services, unnecessary spending on nuclear submarines will cause public dismay.

Please could you bring my concerns to the attention of the Secretary of State for Defence and reassure me that you will seriously consider opposing the procurement of components for replacement Vanguard submarines prior to the promised public debate.
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� www.guardian.co.uk/world/julian-borger-global-security-blog/2011/feb/09/trident-liberal-conservative-coalition


� FOI REQUEST REFERENCE 123704-002 – RESPONSE http://www.greenpeace.org.uk/sites/files/gpuk/mod_trident_foi_2010_jan.pdf


� www.greenpeace.org.uk/blog/peace/ahoy-nuclear-scandal-ahead-20110114





