None of us in the UK should ignore the fact that our government is currently recommending building a new nuclear weapons system. We are all politically implicated as our elected representatives take decisions on this issue.  

Before the invasion of Iraq opponents warned that violence creates more violence. Regrettably, subsequent events have fully borne this out. The violence the invasion has fuelled and the accompanying climate of fear are now being used as justification for arguments about the replacement of the British nuclear weapon system, Trident. But it is more plausible to argue that the threat of violence via weapons of mass destruction helps create more threats of violence rather than to provide any kind of ‘deterrence’. 

Trident carries bombs many times more powerful than those used on Hiroshima and Nagasaki and is capable of basting and irradiating people thousands of miles away.  The capability, threat or act of doing this is surely not a rational or reasonable response to any real or imagined, present or future danger.  
Britain first acquired intercontinental ballistic missiles from the USA in return for agreeing that the USA could to build a base for their nuclear armed submarines on the Clyde estuary. At the time, this was intensely resisted by locals and the early CND movement. The development of the British nuclear submarine capability followed this deal.  Britain remains dependent on the USA for missiles. 
In Scotland, our members of the Scottish parliament have already failed us in debates on the invasion of Iraq and on Trident. People in Scotland had hopes of something better than British party politics but a debate on these issues of enormous moral and geopolitical significance ended with most MSPs following party lines rather than their conscience or the views of their constituents. 
As a sociologist, I have a professional interest in people’s sense of civic responsibility and engagement with their political system. The invasion of Iraq helped engender a lack of trust in the responsiveness of not just government but the whole political system. The disastrous events claiming to bring democracy to Iraq also further tarnished democracy at home. The danger signs warn of similar and perhaps even more consequential mistakes with respect to decisions about nuclear weapons. 
Those of us who have opportunity to think must redouble our efforts to combat weak arguments and blind respect for party lines. We must think ahead and imagine what the possible use of such appalling and indiscriminate weaponry would mean, and what the possession of it says to others and to ourselves about our country, our nation, our state and us as a society and people.
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