Supplemental Comment on Draft Plutonium Pit PEIS (DOE/EIS-0573)

August xxxxx, 2026

Ms. Jade Fortiner
NEPA Document Manager
National Nuclear Security Administration
Office of Pit Production Modernization
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, DC 20585

By email to PitPEIS@nnsa.doe.gov

Dear Ms. Fortiner:

This is a supplemental comment for inclusion in the Administrative Record for the draft Pit Production Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS). Plutonium pits are the fissile cores or “triggers” of nuclear weapons. For legal and procedural reasons, this comment should be accepted despite being filed after the official comment period ended on July 16, 2026. This is justified by the fact that the National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) has withheld and is still withholding crucial documents needed for well-informed comment. 

In response to Freedom of Information Act requests, the NNSA was compelled to release a new study entitled Plutonium Aging: Executive Summary (Unclassified) by the JASONs (long-time scientific advisors to the U.S. government). The Union of Concerned Scientists and Nuclear Watch New Mexico first received the unclassified summary on July 15, the day before the Pit Production PEIS comment period expired. However, the summary’s two narrative pages were completely redacted, thus of no use to informed comment. On August 7 the two public interest groups received the unredacted executive summary, long after the comment period had ended. 

The key “High-Level Finding” of the JASONs’ new pit life study is:

“The Pu [plutonium] in the stockpile appears to be aging slowly. The degradation issues that have been observed do not call into question present weapons performance.”
This directly contradicts NNSA’s assertion that “Many of the aging pits will have to be replaced with new ones in the coming years to maintain a safe and reliable nuclear stockpile and deterrence.” Draft Pit Production PEIS, Volume 1, page 3

The JASONs’ first pit life study in 2006 found that “most primary types have credible minimum lifetime in excess of 100 years as regards aging of plutonium; those with assessed minimum lifetimes of 100 years or less have clear mitigation paths that are proposed and/or are being implemented.” NNSA’s current draft Pit Production PEIS conveniently omitted any discussion of these findings. 

The new JASON pit life study, which NNSA withheld until after the Pit Production PEIS comment period expired, demonstrates that there has been little, if any, change since 2006. This contradicts the draft PEIS’ assertion that new pits will have to be manufactured “in the coming years” because of aging concerns.

However, the JASONs’ 2026 pit life study does recommend that NNSA “establish[] pit production capabilities that may be needed to provide options to mitigate any future aging-related issues” (emphases added). In 2019 the JASONs were asked by Congress to complete a new pit life study. However, in their “Letter Report” the JASONs explicitly stated that they were not given enough time to do a full study and listed the criteria whereby one should be done. The JASONs also recommended that “pit manufacturing be re-established as expeditiously as possible in parallel with the focused program to understand Pu aging…”, which the Los Alamos Lab Director and NNSA’s Pit Production PEIS have cited as programmatic justification. 

Now that the new, full study has been completed, “may be needed” and “any future aging-related issues” is hardly a ringing endorsement of expanded production. In short, the new pit life study does not support a rapid return to production of plutonium pits for new-design nuclear warheads, especially when no future production is to maintain the safety and reliability of the existing stockpile. Furthermore, these new-design nuclear weapons could prompt the U.S. to return to testing, which would have severe proliferation consequences. 
A second crucial document yet to be released is the Department of Energy “Special Study of the National Nuclear Security Administration’s Leadership and Management of the Plutonium Pit Production Mission.” That Study is expected to be critical of the new pit production plant at the Savannah River Site in South Carolina, which will be the most expensive building in US history ($30 billion-plus). DOE has not released this Special Study despite requests by Members of Congress and public Freedom of Information Act requests. It is also now the subject of a FOIA lawsuit.
A third crucial document, still yet to be released, is a new “Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Analysis” (PSHA) for the Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL) that is nearly a decade overdue. A 2007 LANL seismic analysis prompted badly needed seismic upgrades to the Lab’s plutonium pit production facility. NNSA’s April 2026 draft Pit Production PEIS stated that the new PSHA would be completed in early 2026, yet it is still not available for public comment
Conclusion: The Administrative Record for final Pit Production Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) and Record of Decision must include the 2026 JASON pit life study. The final Pit Production PEIS must discuss and consider the conclusion that plutonium is aging slowly, and current nuclear weapons performance is not impacted by aging. DOE’s “Special Study” and LANL Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Analysis must be publicly released and included in the Pit Production PEIS’ Administrative Record. Above all, given the known and likely conclusions of these three withheld documents, NNSA must reconsider its “Preferred Alternative” of multi-site production at the Los Alamos National Laboratory and the Savannah River Site while giving greater emphasis to the reuse of existing plutonium pits as a credible alternative. 
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