The Future of Trident

Trident was initially commissioned in 1980 at the start of the Thatcher era and the height of the Cold War. By the time it came into being in 1994 the Cold War was already over and the security challenges facing the UK and her Western allies had begun to change. 30 years on the Government faces the question whether to extend or replace Trident with the Americans, to look for an alternative, smaller scale nuclear capability or to take the bold decision and decide that the UK should give up its nuclear power status. 
In 2007 the Government voted to replace Trident with the US at considerable cost – the Lib Dems took the principled view that it was premature to make any decisions on Trident replacement, preferring to wait until after the 2010 Non-Proliferation Talks, which would still have offered time to decide to replace ahead of the 2014 deadline. Now the world has moved on. In Obama the US has a President who is keen to discuss disarmament and the world is faces a financial crisis.  Given the huge costs of replacing Trident, predicted at up to £100bn, at a time when our conventional armed services are ill-equipped, the time has come to reassess the issue.
The Case for Replacement, whether like-for-like or in a more limited fashion.
The UK is one of the five declared nuclear powers with a permanent seat on the UN Security Council. Some argue that we would lose this advantage if we ceased to be a nuclear power, simply becoming a middle-ranking power with not case for being part of the P5. 
At a time when we see nuclear proliferation, with Iran and North Korea especially keen to become nuclear weapons states, surely it is irresponsible to suggest Britain gives up her nuclear weapons.

The Case for Disarming

Trident represents the requirements of a long-gone era.  It is costly and would never be used – it offers nuclear capabilities way beyond anything the UK needs. By renewing Trident we would simply retain a close dependence with the US, without whom we could not in any case deploy Trident.
There are no credible threats to the UK in the 21st Century against with nuclear weapons are likely to be the right answer.

At a time when Government spending, including defence spending, is being cut it is far more important to ensure our armed forces are well-equipped and our conventional military capabilities are fit for purpose.The costs of Trident 

Questions to consider

1. What are the most serious security threats facing the UK in the 21st Century?  Does a nuclear  capability offer a credible response to any of them?

2. What purpose does the nuclear deterrent serve in the post-Cold War era?

3. Is Trident really independent? If not, does it make sense for the UK to retain it?

4. Should the UK retain a defensive nuclear capability? If so, should we replace with the US on a like-for-like basis or move to a smaller 
