Scotland, Trident and the new political settlement

Partick Burgh Halls 26 May 2007

Opening Plenary

Alan Mackinnon (Chair Scottish CND)

Alan reported on a British CND conference on 19 May.  This meeting had proposed that future campaigning should focus on reversing the Trident replacement decision.  There should also be a new push for an international convention against nuclear weapons.  

Polls show 3 out of 4 Scots are opposed to the replacement of Trident.  The churches have been actively campaigning.  Trade Unions have also been working on this.  

The 6 workshops were listed.  

In addition to considering the Scottish Parliament, we should also think about what local authorities can do and what ordinary people can do.  How can the movement outwith the Scottish Parliament campaign to have an impact on the Parliament ?

CND is a broad church and multi-party.  We do not support any one party.  We need to break down barriers and work co-operatively.  Nuclear weapons are not a party political issue but an issue of morality.

Sandra White MSP (SNP)

Sandra congratulated those who had taken part in protests at Faslane.  We should make a friendly approach to the locals who are concerned about the demonstrations.  

With the NPT conference due in 2010 we should keep Trident in the forefront.  

We have entered a new era in Scottish politics.  We are no longer taking orders from Westminster.  

In the Scottish Parliament MSPs from different parties are concerned about Trident.  Lobby your MSP.  Make sure your MSP knows about the planning and security issues concerning Faslane.  

Sandra mentioned her own proposal for a referendum of the Scottish people on Trident.  

Bush and Blair may be on their way out, but we are not. We will say no to Trident, no to replacement and no to WMD.

Robert Brown MSP (Lib Dem)

Robert welcomed the conference and its focus on practical ways forward.  We should be cautious about how much has changed.  Defence is reserved.  The issue is how to influence decision makers at Westminster.  The Liberal Democrats are in favour of multi-lateral disarmament.  We should use Britain’s influence in the world to move forward.  Liberal Democrats are against the replacement of Trident and feel that it is the wrong time to make these decisions.  

Proposals for a way forward – 

The elimination of nuclear weapons across the world is desirable.  What influence will a decision by Britain have on France, other nuclear weapon states, and rogue states ?

We should build a wider coalition, building a wider agenda, looking at the 2010 NPT meeting.  There is possible scope for motions in the Scottish Parliament on this, but these won’t change the British Government.

The jobs issue is taken forward by local MSPs.  We need to attempt to get over that argument.  The jobs argument is not crucial, but should be taken into account.

There is a European perspective and there are European defence institutions.  

Scotland can have a real effect in the intellectual sphere.  People in universities can put forward ideas. 

The 2010 NPT meeting is on the top of this agenda.  There is a need for verification and considering the international context.

We need to move forward in practical terms in practical ways.

Katy Clark MP (Labour)

Katy was proud of being one of 95 MPs who voted against the whip in March.  The majority of Scottish MPs voted against the replacement of Trident. This was the biggest backbench rebellion since the vote on Iraq.  Many Labour MPs regret the way they voted on Iraq, and the situation with the Trident vote could be similar.  MPs may come to regret how they voted.

This was the first of a series of votes, there will be more.  This is because of those who rebelled.  The Government will come back to the House of Commons for authority for the next stages in the replacement of Trident.

Nuclear weapons are not today at the top of the political agenda.  In March we were starting at a low base in the UK, less so in Scotland. 

Many of us would be against nuclear weapons, regardless of the jobs and the cost.  

The Scottish Parliament has a role in acting as a voice of the Scottish people.  Katy said she would not accept nuclear weapons whether in Scotland or in the Clyde.   Moving Trident from the Clyde to Devonport would be a false victory.  

Scotland is at the forefront of the campaign.  In February there were demonstrations in London and Glasgow.  Whereas the London demonstration was on both Iraq and Trident, the Scottish protest was only on Trident, which was more effective.  The STUC has taken action on the jobs issue, but not the TUC. Hopefully the TUC will have taken a position before the next Westminster vote and by then we will have a clear campaign across the UK.  We will be successful, we will have a nuclear free Scotland and a nuclear free Britain.

Professor William Walker (School of International Relations, St Andrews University)
Professor Walker said he was focusing on how the Scottish Parliament could influence the international debate and promote international disarmament.  His first reaction was that this was very tough.  It was difficult for the Parliament and us to have much influence.  Things are going backwards rather than forwards.  We are a minnow in a sea with savage sharks – the US, Russia, China, India ..  – all obsessed with their own concerns.  The big question is what position the US will take after Bush.  The UK’s power may be limited.  The UK has lost an opportunity by deciding to replace Trident. 

But there is a unique situation in Scotland.  There are nuclear weapons in a land where the mood of the Parliament and of the country is opposed to them.  The Parliament has a right to express society’s views.  Even if it doesn’t take steps to obstruct nuclear weapons, it can ask questions within the UK.  It can raise a voice of dissent from an important new institution within a nuclear weapon state.  This could have an effect internationally.

The proposal for an international conference was worth exploring, but he was sceptical.  If governments were invited then few would respond, and those who did respond might not be the ones you would want.  So there is a question over whether there is a role Scotland can play.

But civic society, especially the churches, could play a role in bringing people together to discuss the moral and political questions of nuclear weapons. Scotland could play a role, drawing people together in Scotland and to Scotland.   There is possible scope for working with Nordic countries and Ireland, to learn from them how they have engaged in these issues and at some times played a part.  This should include the role of civic groups in these countries.  There should be a dialogue with these countries.  From outside the UK the Scottish Parliament is regarded as a regional government, such as the German Lander.  There could be opportunities for these institutions to get together to discuss nuclear weapons in their domains.

Specific points:

(1) We should insist on transparency in the arrangements between Scotland and the UK.  Scottish authorities are required to cooperate in order for Trident to work, for example providing policing.  We should ask - how the concordats operate ?  who is paying for the police and emergency planning ?  who is accountable to whom ?  how safe are the safety arrangements ?  Could the Scottish Parliament produce an annual report on these arrangements ?

(2)  Consider how disarmament would be implemented in Scotland.  What are the economic consequences ?   How do you dismantle the nuclear facilities at Faslane, Coulport and Vulcan.  There have been parallel studies in the civil nuclear industry.  There are legacies of nuclear material that the UK government is committed to dealing with.  We should have a parallel to the Nuclear Decommissioning Authority looking at how you can dismantle the nuclear weapon system in the UK.  This could start in Scotland.

(3)  Many people felt that the case made in the White Paper was weak.  The commitment is not very solid.  The big money is still to be spent.  So we should continue to scrutinise the weak arguments that were used by the Government.  The White Paper was watering down Britain’s commitment to the NPT.

Question and Answer session
Bill Ramsay – The scope for the Scottish Parliament to debate the issue should not be underestimated.

John Mayer – A WMD bill is being drafted.

Brian Quail – It is very difficult to move nuclear weapons to Devonport.  So a nuclear-free Scotland would mean a nuclear-free UK.

Lorna Waite – Trident is the last remnant of a dying imperial fantasy

Keir Mackechnie – People in Scotland are expecting big changes.  The task of the peace movement is to back those within the parliament who want to use the political power of the institution.

Rebecca Johnson – At the NPT Prep Com in Vienna delegates were aware of the Scottish election and wanted to know its implications.  A letter from Cardinal O’Brien and the Moderator of the Church of Scotland was circulated to delegates.  A number of countries spoke against modernisation and this was aimed at the US and UK.  South Korea, S Africa, New Zealand and Iran in particular.  Share William Walker’s scepticism about an international conference.  The Scottish Executive could apply for observer status at the NPT meetings.

Prof William Walker – The Conservatives endorsed Trident replacement too quickly.  We need to get them thinking about it, including Conservatives in Scotland.

Robert Brown MSP – We need to think about the next Westminster election and the Conservative, Lib Dem and Labour party positions.   Using transport responsibilities to stop nuclear weapon is not the way forward.  But we need to think of how to influence the UK government and the international scene.

Katy Clark MP – The Scottish Parliament has a role, but we shouldn’t let Scottish MPs off the hook.  Our international focus should be on a nuclear free zone in Europe.  We need to run with all the political arguments and use Scotland’s leadership role, built on generations of campaigning.  We need to galvanise the strength we have in Scotland.

Sandra White MSP – The strategy should be to get rid of Trident in Scotland.  This would be a small but significant start.  We shouldn’t underplay the role of the Scottish Parliament.   The real decision makers are the Scottish people.  There have been 47 accidents at Faslane and Coulport but none were reported to Ross Finnie.  There is a lack of transparency.  We should have a sub-group to look at this. We can do something on transport.  Westminster does not have all the answers.  The Scottish Parliament does have the will of the Scottish people to move forward and to get rid of Trident.

Workshop 1  Winning a majority in the Scottish Parliament Against Trident

Alan Mackinnon – Introduced the workshop

Marlyn Glen MSP (Labour) – George Regan was re-elected to Dundee Council and is committed to Nuclear Free Zones.  The Scottish Parliament does have a voice, but we should know what our sphere of influence is and how we can use this.  Marlyn said she will go ahead with the Cross Party Group on Nuclear Disarmament, but we should note that the main focus should be on MPs.  We should be realistic about what could be achieved.

Louise Edge (Greenpeace) – There is energy and commitment in Scotland.  One possibility is to look at taking Trident off patrol and putting the warheads in storage as the first step, and a commitment not to have a new system.  The emphasis could be on this rather than on “kicking Trident out of Scotland”.   We should present this argument to other parties including the Tories.  The Tories might be persuaded by the stepped approach and it would have influence internationally.

?? – The perception of people outside the Scottish Parliament is that they think things have changed.  People have high expectations of the new Parliament and of it harrying Westminster.  We should consider an event later in the year to galvanise the campaign.  We should get MSPs across the parties to join in this campaign.

?? – The more active the Scottish Parliament is, then the more the campaign in England will be regenerated.  SNP activists will be disappointed if the Executive don’t try to do something.  Human rights law was entrenched in Scots law.   One promising line would be to try to outlaw WMD in a similar way.

Rev Ainslie Walton – Clergy Action tried to get Trident in the media during the last Westminster election and had no success.  Our enthusiasm may blind us to the fact that we have a long way to go at the grassroots, to build awareness of Trident being replaced.  We need more work to get people to think that this is something in their guts that they care about.

Prof William Walker – The legal aspect has a lot of potential play in it.  Those working on Michael Matheson’s bill should link up with people in the US who are working on the legality of nuclear weapons.  We should plug the Scottish debate into the international debate.  Prof Walker said that when he wrote his book on Trident and the Scottish question there was no interest.  The exception was Faslane, who were very interested.  The nuclear navy were very nervous about the Scottish question.  If the Scottish Parliament gets awkward the nuclear navy will be concerned.  Activity in Scotland will provoke a debate within the MoD on having nuclear weapons and what type of nuclear weapons.  We should act sooner rather than later.

Alan Mackinnon – If the Scottish Parliament passed a resolution, even if watered down, it would be powerful.  We want people to work co-operatively within the Scottish Parliament.

Ken Tudhope – If Scotland bans Trident this is not a NIMBY approach.  Given the fuss that is made in England about new runways for an airport, dumping nuclear weapons there would change attitudes. The Lib Dem performance in December was exasperating.

?? – Presented a resolution on Trident to the EIS conference but it was ruled out of order.  The issue of the military in schools is being considered.  People will be looking for something to happen – such as a demo as a focus, to put pressure on the Parliament to deliver.

?? – The next Prime Minister could be worse than the present one.

?? – How many Labour MSPs will vote against Trident ?

Marlyn Glen MSP – There is a core of about half a dozen MSPs who will vote against Trident, but as many again who might do so.  There could be a majority for a hard-line CND motion, but what difference would it make ?  There were problems of what a minority government can deliver.  The Administration needs to be showing that they can do something within their sphere of influence.  The conference today may be held too early. The committees of the Parliament are not yet set up.  Marlyn noted that at the end of the Long Walk for Peace she had chaired, with Eleanor Scott, a meeting with the walkers in the Parliament that was excellent and inspiring.

Alan Mackinnon -  This conference was not the last word, but the beginning.

Adrian Davies – The Scottish Parliament can act as a focal point.  We need to work to focus the argument, offer a lead, get the debate going and put pressure on MPs.  We shouldn’t lose sight of the need to move the debate on to Westminster.

Shantiketu – Scotland can have a big influence in the world.  The conference is timely because we can do something about this, for example on legality.  

..

Alan Mackinnon – There was a noteable lack of young people at this conference.  We need to get them engaged in their own way.

..

Workshop 2 Trident and Faslane – an alternative employment study

Those of us who believe that nuclear weapons, and specifically Trident renewal, are not the way forward for Scotland and Britain, have an obligation to identify viable employment alternatives and clear paths to those jobs. 
 

Stephen Boyd, Assistant Secretary of the STUC led this workshop. He explained that there is now an opportunity to build on the report "Cancelling Trident - The Economic and Employment Consequences for Scotland". He highlighted the fact that the report has been backed by the STUC. Section 8 of the report identifies alternatives and highlights the job opportunties in the renewable energy and other sectors of the productive economy. Specific skills are transferable and the deep water at the base provides space particularly for the manufacture of marine technology. 
 

During the discussion, I highlighted the necessity to identify specific transferrable skills and ensure that appropriate courses were available.The new contracts for the Pelamis marine technology are encouraging. Many of the jobs there are relevant. Government funds saved by Trident cancellation could be put into R&D for the fast development of the new generation of marine and other renewable technologies. If the shift to alternatives is to be done in a way which is fair to workers, there must also be funding support from  government to enable workers to retrain on conserved salaries. 
 

Rebecca Johnson stressed the importance of links to be developed with the affected communities by those saying No to Trident and exploring alternative strategies. She described the discussions with communites to ensure that buses taking students to and from school exams were not held up by any action. Rebecca argued for more contact  and communication with communities near the base. 
 

Claudia Beamish (Energy Spokesperson for the Socialist Environment Resources Association Scotland which is affiliated to the Scottish Labour Party) 
Workshop 3  Scottish Parliament and the Transport of Nuclear Weapons

Before the election, there was hope that there might be sufficient support in the new Parliament for a successful Bill to prohibit the transportation of nuclear weapons on Scotland’s roads.  Chris Balance, the former Green MSP, had done work on possible legislation.  The arithmetic in the Parliament now makes it unlikely that the legislation envisaged would gain sufficient support at this stage.  It does not follow that no action can be taken.  

Nukewatch has gathered detailed information about the convoys over the past decade and has tried to publicise this (now on UTube) but there has been very little media or political interest.  You might think that having nuclear weapons passing through our towns and cities might be of some public interest.  The problem is that the public don’t know.

One option that emerged from the workshop would be viable for the new Scottish Government.  They could establish an inquiry or commission a report into the transportation of nuclear warheads on public highways in Scotland.  The suggested terms of reference are:

1. To gather information on the frequency and the routes used by the nuclear convoys (since Nukewatch already has much of this information, it can hardly be regarded as secret)

2.  To make an assessment of the risks.

3.  To review the emergency planning arrangements relating to the convoys.

This would both gather together important information and put it firmly in the public domain. The report could then be submitted to Holyrood for debate and also to those local authorities through which the weapons are transported. 

The workshop thought that this request should go from SCND to the Scottish Government.

Isobel Lindsay
Workshop 4  Hosting an International Disarmament Conference in Scotland

Janet Fenton – Introduced the workshop.

Rebecca Johnson (Acronym Institute for Disarmament Diplomacy) –

Scotland is in a special position as a country where opinion polls show most are opposed to nuclear weapons, but where the weapons are deployed.  Progress with nuclear disarmament is in the doldrums, but may be changing.  

The delegates at the NPT Prep Com in Vienna know there was a chance that in the election Scotland would reject the Labour Party.  CND had a fringe meeting in Vienna addressed by two Labour MPs.  

The decision on 14 March is not a done deal.  There will be other decisions that can be taken.  Scotland and the NPT should be part of these decisions.  

The NPT isn’t a nuclear weapons convention.  Britain, the US and the Soviet Union were identified as the “depository states”, rather than the UN.  When the treaty was set up the non nuclear weapon states insisted on a disarmament clause.  The original treaty was for 25 years.  When it came up for renewal in 1995 this renewal was subject to conditions.  We now have the 1995 treaty, rather than the original 1968 treaty.  There is an obligation not just for multilateral disarmament, but for unilateral disarmament.  

At the Vienna Prep Com the Foreign Office objective was to avoid any mention of Trident.  However there was an emphasis at the meeting on “not modernising”.  The concluding summary by the chair of the meeting mentions “modernisation and replacement”.  The wording is significant and we can build on this.  South Korea, South Africa and New Zealand explicitly condemned the renewal of Trident.  In the past New Zealand took a stand – it wanted to remain part of an alliance with the US and UK, but also be a nuclear free zone.  South Africa gained status when it got rid of nuclear weapons. 

The Palestinians sit as observers at the NPT meetings.  During the split up of Yugoslavia several Balkan countries attended with observer states, while their status was resolved, they then applied to be full party, non-nuclear states, in the NPT.  If Scotland applied for observer status there would be objections, but we could win.  Even if we didn’t, Scotland should still push for this at each meeting and should send a representative as an informal observer, not just as an NGO delegate.  We should also show that Scotland wants to engage with the Middle Powers Initiative.

We should build support for Mayors for Peace and Scottish representatives should be part of the Mayors for Peace delegation at the NPT.  

During the 50th anniversary of CND next year, CND are planning to hold a conference of international experts and some government representatives to look at steps to build a nuclear-free world, linked to the ICAN proposal for a nuclear weapons convention, which was re-launched at Vienna.  CND are also planning an Easter demonstration at Aldermaston and would like there to be a demonstration at Faslane at the same time.  This could involve a walk from the Scottish Parliament to Faslane.  The Welsh would probably come to Faslane.  We should place our emphasis not just on the local issue but on Scotland in the world.

Mexico has been trying to hold a disarmament conference since 2000.  Arranging a conference could use lots of resources and only attract activists.  We need to identify initiatives the SNP can carry out as an Executive.  Holding a conference could be gesture politics when you don’t have the real power to influence political events.  The Executive would be criticised for misusing resources.  The idea for a disarmament conference in Scotland should be put back to just before or after the 2010 NPT meeting.

Jim Taggart – We should consider not just treaty law but where the power lies, particularly the G8 structure. The dissenting opinion by the US judge, Swabel, to the ICJ opinion in 1996 shows the US approach.  We should build alliances, including with Stop the War. We need to educate people about the effect of nuclear weapons.

Matt Smith (Scottish Secretary, UNISON) – There is not a “new political settlement” but a “new political situation”.  Scotland achieved its parliament by consensus.  It is by working together that we make progress.  The independence argument would be a diversion.  The parliament can speak on issues without legislative competence.  The parliament speaks for wider Scottish society.  Nuclear Free Zones were initiated by Labour controlled local authorities.

Rebecca Johnson – We should raise the profile of nuclear free Scotland, whether with regard to independence or in the UK context.  

..

John Ainslie – There are a range of coalitions now controlling Scottish local authorities.  NFLA will be considering how to approach the new administrations.  SCND have also been in contact with Mayors for Peace with a view to recruiting more Provosts to the organisation.

Rebecca Johnson – The focus should be on Mayors for Peace as this is a new organisation.  Mayors for Peace is also concerned about climate change.

?? – How do we get ordinary people engaged ?  Most people do not relate to arguments about the NPT.  This is not suitable for street politics.  Gesture politics can work.

Janet Fenton – The purpose of this particular workshop was to look at the international perspective.

…

Workshop 5 Outlawing Nuclear Weapons in Scotland

It was an honour to be asked to speak at the CND Conference in Glasgow on Saturday 26 May 2007. I was there to explain the Prevention of Crimes Committed by Weapons of Mass Destruction (Scotland) Bill 2007. At a well-attended afternoon workshop I set out the background to the Bill and a few options for its progress through the Scottish Parliament. Here is a synopsis of that workshop.

The Bill has completed its 3 month statutory ‘Consultation Stage’ and is already the most publicly supported Bill the Parliament has seen in its eight-year history. The Bill sets out a variety of new statutory crimes in Scotland. These are to fire, prepare to fire, order another to prepare or fire, threaten to use, maintain or upgrade and for businesses to financially benefit from a weapon or system of weapons of mass destruction. So basically the Bill would make it impossible for the Westminster government to operate the entire Trident infrastructure. 

Prevention of Crime is of course squarely within the remit of the Scottish Parliament and that is all the Bill seeks to do: prevent crime. Which ones? Well actually, the same ones as mentioned in the International Criminal Court Act passed by the Scottish Parliament in 2001. That Act gives Scottish prosecutors the right to charge and try in Scotland, extradite and report those who have already committed a crime against humanity to the International Criminal Court in The Hague. Our Bill seeks to prevent these crimes in the first place. Does that make perfect sense? We think so.

The Bill also has the backing of the Trade Unions at Faslane who see the massive benefits from the de-commissioning and transforming work that would be ongoing for many years. 

The future of the Bill is more stable now that the SNP are the Executive but the Presiding Officer still has to issue a certificate of competence before the Bill can go to Committees and be debated on the floor of the chamber. His decision is not final. The Privy Council and the European Court of Justice in Luxembourg are the fora for these novel debates. 

Scottish CND has my grateful thanks for responding so helpfully to the Consultation Paper. I feel more sure than ever before that we will see Trident sail out of the Clyde for the last time.

John Mayer, Advocate.

Workshop 6  Peace Education and establishing a Scottish Centre for Peace and Justice

A number of factors are  coming together which  could allow the Scottish peace movement to take forward a range of initiatives within the Scottish Education system. Some obviously relate to the attitude of the new Scottish Executive towards nuclear disarmament. Others were in place and have been developing, albeit at different speeds, under the old administration. These opportunities can be found in all sectors and at all levels, from the nursery school to the university, and many of them were touched upon in the Peace Education workshop at the Partick Burgh Halls conference in May.

Justice & Peace Centre

Isobel Lindsay presented a paper describing not only why but also how a Scottish Peace and Justice Institute could be established. Using a relatively modest sum found from the existing resources of the Scottish higher education budget, it would be established in one of our universities. Scotland International, as Isobel termed it, could focus upon policy development, educational and project work .It could take forward initiatives such as 

l The promotion of informed understanding of international issues to the general public, media and specialist groups.

l Provision of a centre for visiting contributors from home and abroad on peace and justice issues and the establishment of overseas links.

l Development work on conflict resolution and on global justice themes.

l The production of publications and possibly the provision of short courses

Discussion focused upon how existing peace and justice initiatives would relate to such a centre and the breadth of its remit in terms of conflict resolution issues.

Peace Studies

David Mackenzie focused upon how peace studies might be developed within the day school sector. He highlighted a series of initiatives which would fit well with the peace studies agenda, ranging from specific projects designed to promote positive behaviour and the fact that there is a general shift towards what could be described as more pupil focused teaching and learning methodologies like the Assessment is for Learning programme. Importantly he identified the opportunities that Education for Citizenship now and the new Curriculum for Excellence in the near future will present to those teachers who wish to embed peace studies into what they teach and how they teach.

Discussion focused upon some of the practicalities relating to taking forward these potential opportunities and making them real. Clearly issues of resourcing, not only in term of materials, but having enough space and time within the day school to make sure peace studies develops a durability that often eludes new curricular initiatives. 

The Education Sub Committee of SCND has already started to take forward some of these initiatives, particularly those relating to the day school sector. Discussions are at an early stage with some Modern Studies teachers on how SCND can usefully support what is taught in relation to international relations, conflict and conflict resolution. The peace movement should be developing accessible materials that will support the work of personal and social education as well as religious education teachers. It was also felt that SCND’s online educational resources need to be updated and it was pointed out that a review of that part of the SCND web site is already underway.

There was general agreement that the four capacities that underpin the Curriculum for Excellence provides the peace movement with a window of opportunity. The four capacities which are to overarch the whole of the day school curriculum provide SCND an opportunity which cannot be ignored.

As the recent Scottish election showed, international relations and defence are no longer peripheral issues pushed aside by what some describe as the bread and butter issues. Scotland’s day school curriculum and higher education structure needs to reflect this.

Bill Ramsay
Closing Plenary

Matt Smith (Scottish Secretary, UNISON)- Introduced the closing session

Isobel Lindsay – The purpose was to develop the peace agenda.  This was a working conference to put ideas together.  We would feed in ideas, mostly to the Scottish Executive, but some elsewhere.

Isobel reported on the workshops:
Workshop 1  Winning a majority against Trident in the Scottish Parliament

The Liberal Democrats were against renewal but not against Trident per se.  

Noted that in addition to 6 Labour MSPs who had voted against Trident there were a further 6 who might do so.   Labour MSPs may be aware that this is an issue that has damaged Labour.

Proposed that a strongly anti-Trident motion is put forward.  Lib Dems could amend and then other support the Lib Dem amendment.

The Scottish Parliament can act as a focal point.  A clear statement from the Parliament will have an impact and help the campaign.
Workshop 2  Trident and Faslane – an alternative employment study
Build on the exising study and commission studies in transferable skills and to identify what training would be required.  

Develop alternative uses for the site.

STUC should engage with people to find was of making Trident redundant that would have a positive impact on the local economy.   

We could ask the Scottish Executive to ask Scottish Enterprise to carry out this work.

Workshop 3  Scottish Parliament and the transport of nuclear weapons

There would not be a majority for the legislation planned by Chris Ballance.    However the Executive could be asked to establish an inquiry into the transport of nuclear weapons in Scotland, outlying the frequency and routes, assessing risks and the adequacy of emergency planning arrangements.  This information is known but should be put on record.  The result should be sent both to the Parliament and to local government for debate.

Workshop 4  Hosting and international disarmament conference in Scotland

The Scottish Executive should ask for observer status at each of the NPT Prep Coms and the 2010 meeting.

Scottish provosts should be encouraged to join Mayors for Peace.

Possibly postpone the international conference until 2010.

Workshop 5  Outlawing nuclear weapons in Scotland

The bill is in the pipeline and could be taken relatively soon.  Work should be done in Parliament to build support.  We should mobilise and lobby when the bill is about to be put forward.  This has a strong moral dimension.

Workshop 6  Peace Education and establishing a Scottish Centre for Peace & Justice

There is a need for more consultation on the role of a Centre and the relationship to the Edinburgh Peace and Justice Centre and other groups.  

There should be a better range of resources for teachers on global education, peace education.  Some of this we can produce, but the Scottish Executive should be encouraged to take an interest in this.

Discussion

Rebecca Johnson – The second STUC/SCND study should look at denuclearising the base.

Jim Taggart – We have a generation growing up without scientific knowledge.  With greater understanding of the effects of nuclear weapons there would be a stronger campaign.

?? – The Scottish Centre for Peace and Justice is a real vision for a new Scotland.  This is worthy of progress on its own, but it would need to involve the big players.

Adam Conway – Nuclear weapons convoys provide a regular opportunity to raise the issue of Trident with MSPs and local authorities.  Nukewatch will shortly produce a short film.

Isobel Linday – It will help if the Scottish Executive says this is an issue and we want the facts.

Bill Ramsay – Councils should be encouraged to sign up to NFLA.  The new coalitions make this process interesting.  We could have a range of councillors coming together from across Scotland.

Pete Roche (Greenpeace) – Edinburgh Council agreed to renew their membership of NFLA and appointed a Lib Dem councillor as their representative.  Glasgow provides the secretariat for NFLA.

Rae Brady – Some people were approaching the issue from a party political angle.  The impact of Faslane 365 on community policing had been raised at local meetings.

Rebecca Johnson – The recent convoy came up during the NPT meeting and information from Nukewatch was passed on to delegates.

Alan Mackinnon – We need a movement outside the Parliament to keep up pressure on the Executive.  Things won’t happen automatically.  We need campaigning on the streets and work with local authorities.  We need to apply pressure.  We should write to the main political parties asking them to encourage their councillors to support NFLA.

Janet Fenton – At the opening of the Parliament Alex Salmond showed his support for the anti-Trident protesters when he arrived.   We should circulate the report from this conference to Scottish CND groups and wider.  We need people on the ground to implement the proposals.

Jane Tallents – Don’t believe what you read in the papers about the Faslane demonstrations.  Faslane 365 have met with local residents and the issue has given us new access to locals.  We were able to feed back from the NPT to the local community.  How do we share information by website and email ?  Faslane 365 has been able to work with new allies.

Duncan Macintosh – There are links with the nuclear power issue.  Nuclear Free Local Authorities campaign against nuclear power.  The Scottish Parliament can stop the development of new nuclear power stations.  Nuclear waste from Hunterston travels through Renfrewshire.  

Rae Brady – If there is a future conference it should be called by Scotland’s for Peace rather than Scottish CND.

Isobel Lindsay – The next event will the launch of the Covenant for Peace by Scotland’s for Peace at Wiston Lodge on 11 August.  Scottish CND Executive will look at the suggestions discussed today and identify what needs more development and what can be proposed directly and to whom.  There are some ideas that can be progressed fairly soon.  The next issue of nuclear free Scotland will have a detailed account of the working groups at this conference.

Matt Smith – The Scottish Parliament has the competence to speak on any issue it chooses.  We should remind the Parliament it is the spokesperson for the country.

