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"THEY GIVE YOU A FOUR MINUTE WARNING
- WE’'RE TELLING YOU NOW -




What is Trident ? - Trident is an American
huclear weapon system based in submarines.
The British Government wants to buy four
submarines, each with 16 nuclear missiles.

How much will Trident cost ? - Experts
guess that it will cost about £11 billion.
On top of that will be at least £350
million each year on running costs. To
have an idea of how much money this
represents, it is the same as the cost of
500 brand new General Hospitals.
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How is Trident different from Polaris ?

(1) Trident has a range of 6000 miles,
compared with only 2500 for Polaris;

(2) More Tridents will be at sea, for lon-
ger periods, because they need less
time in dock for refits and repairs;

(3) Each Trident missile can carry up to
17 different warheads. Even if they
only carry l4 however, it will mean
that Trident can hit 896 targets as
compared with the 64 of Polaris;

(4) Trident missiles are more accurate
than Polaris. Fired from 6000 miles
away, they can land within 100 yards
of their target. This means they can
"knock out" so-called "hard-targets"

like missile silos, and so can be used
for “first strike”.

Questions and
answers about

1Is Trident Indqpen@gnt ? - Trident will

rely on the United States for maintenance
and servicing. It will rely on the United
States' satellites to guide the missiles.
It will rely on the United 5tates (o
choose the targets (at a bunker in
Nebraska). Some independence !

L

TRIDENT IS A DANGEROUS ESCALATION OF THE
NUCLEAR ARMS RACE. AT A TIME WHEN WORLD
LEADERS ARE TALKING ABOUT GETTING RID OF
SOME OF THE NUCLEAR BOMBS, IT SEEMS VERY
STRANGE THAT BRITAIN SHOULD WANT TO
INCREASE ITS OWN NUCLEAR FORCE EIGHT-FOLD.
If Britain buys Trident, the effect will
be to leave less money for conventional
defence, or for social spending; and it
will make the process of arms mnegotiation
much more difficult. It will also make
the world a much more dangerous place.
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VAULTING...
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I have recently been given the results of two
'Gallup' Opinion Polls on defence and disarmament.
They were conducted in May and June of this year,
and I beljeve, make interesting reading. The
‘first is about CONSERVATIVE DEFENCE POLICY. When
asked whether they approve or disapproved of Tory
defence policy, 45% did approve; 41% disapproved
and 14% didn't know. However, when the same
people were asked about specific parts of Tory
defence policy, the figures were dramatically
different. On FIRST USE.... 23% for/66% against;
on CHEMICAL WEAPONS.... 8% for/81% against; on
TRIDENT.... 26% for/63% against; on the Tories'’
ANTI-TEST BAN record.... 37% for/51% against.
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The scond opinion poll was about NUCLEAR WEAPONS.
This backed up the previous poll .by showing the
503 of people asked, said that although they had
views on nuclear weapons, they were not the
dominant reason for voting for one political party
rather than another. It's true that 22% said they
would never vote for a party that wanted to
abolish nuclear weapons, but then 8% said they
would never vote for a party that would retain
them, and 13% said they would never vote for a
party that would increase them.... grand total of
21% - not much comfort for the Tories there !

This second poll threw up some remarkable results.
On the SOVIET THREAT, 50% of people asked, felt
there was "little or no danger" from the USSR and
its allies, and a further 36% felt there was "a
little danger but no great danger". There was
equally encouraging results on questions about
whether a British Prime Minister should order our
nuclear weapons to be used in the face of a Soviet
invasion (27% for/60% against); and whether we
should be willing to use nuclear weapons to
destroy cities and civilians of other countries
(25% for/67% against).

WA

A AR AR A R R R R R R R R R R R

...FOR

Tf

AR TR TRTRTRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

What conclusions should we draw from these poll
results ? Firstly that the Government 1s much
more vulnerable on defence, then we might suppose
in the aftermath of the election. Secondly, that
the general public hold contradictory views about
disarmament.... i.e. they can be against all the
nitty-gritty of nuclear deterrence, and they can
even be against some parts of the ideology and
morality of nuclear deterrence, BUT THEY CAN STILL
HAVE A BIG PART OF THEMSELVES THAT WANTS TO HANG
ON TO THE BOMB. This means that we - the
coposition, the forces of dissent - will have to
come up with more sophisticated and mature
arguments, if we are going to win.

For the Labour Party, that means they will have to
spend a lot longer than three weeks, and produce
much more than one leaflet over the next five
years, 1if they are going to start tearing chunks
out of the apparent "consensus". They will have
to get involved on the level of politics at which
Thatcher currently reigns supreme.... by that I
mean the level that allows people who are against
nuclear weapons to also be for nuclear weapons. I
mean the level of politics that is emotional,
psychological, cultural.... the level that
Thatcher understands so very well. It's not Just
about being against Cruise, or against Star Wars;
and it's not just about conventional alternatives,
or economies. It's much deeper than that.

And for the Peace movement, what perspective
should we draw from these polls ? The final
question in the second Gallup poll was about what
people would 1like the peace movement to do more
of. Interestingly, the top-scorer was "stick to
actions entirely within the law", followed closely

by "become more moderate and balanced with their
approach". The bottom scorer (with 4 points out
of 200) was "engage in more civil disobedience”.

What people say they want is more information....
more of it, more accurate, more understandable.

WHAT ARE WE TO MAKE OF THAT ?

Pete Strauss

A R S TESCC A

ek

S

* ARTICLES, LETTERS, POEMS, CARTOONS ETC.. ATWAYS WELCCME.
PLEASE SEND TO: F.F.P.G. BOX 5, 69, WIVERTON RD.

FOREST FIELDS, NOTTM.



















