
Public Comment Guide Tell the National Nuclear Security 

Agency: We Don’t Need New Plutonium Pits 

(Adapted from Union of Concerned Scientists Toolkit) 

In response to litigation filed by Tri-Valley CAREs, Nuclear Watch New Mexico and Savannah River Site 

Watch, the National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) recently opened a court mandated scoping 

comment period regarding the nation-wide environmental impacts for the manufacture of new 

plutonium pits, which are the cores of thermonuclear weapons.  

This comment period is an opportunity for the public to weigh in on the options and issues that should 

be addressed in the forthcoming Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) regarding 

plutonium pit production. Analyses have found that the existing plutonium pits have viable lifespans 

well beyond the expected service life of the current stockpile, whereas production of pits for new 

weapons is part of a sweeping US nuclear modernization that raises concern over the future of arms 

control and any possibility for stockpile reductions at a time of deteriorating international relations.  

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) has proposed increasing its plutonium “utilization” 

and has received major funding for “Enterprise Pit Production Support,” it’s involvement in US pit 

production must be thoroughly analyzed in this PEIS. 

Tri-Valley CAREs and our colleague groups urge our membership to submit a comment during the two 

public hearings, one today 5/27 and one tomorrow 5/28, urging the NNSA to consider all the public and 

environmental risks that come with plutonium pit production.   

It is important that the NNSA and decision makers hear from experts and community members on the 

dangers and harms of expanding nuclear weapons production at the national labs, and its effects on the 

surrounding communities. Your voice is crucial in opposing the production of new plutonium pits.  

How to Submit Oral Comments 

The NNSA will hold two virtual hearings where ORAL comments can be submitted: 

Today:  Tuesday, May 27 - 2:00-4:30 pm PT 

https://bit.ly/PuPEISMtg1 

Dial in by Phone: (571) 429-4592 - Phone conference ID: 808 821 801# 

 

 

Tomorrow: Wednesday, May 28 – 4:00- 6:30 pm PT 

https://bit.ly/PuPEISMtg2 

Dial in by Phone: (571) 429-4592 - Phone conference ID: 989 289 432# 

 

How to Submit Written Comments 

https://bit.ly/PuPEISMtg1
https://bit.ly/PuPEISMtg2


The deadline to submit all comments is July 14, 2025.  

Comments on the scope of the PEIS can be emailed to:  

PitPEIS@nnsa.doe.gov 

(Include the document number: 2025-08140 (90 FR 19706) in the subject line.)  

Written comments on the scope of the PEIS can be mailed to:  

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 

 

Tips for Preparing Your Comment 

Comments are most effective when they are unique. Use talking points (see below) to guide your 

comment, but use personal experiences and expertise to make your comment your own.  If you are a 

scientist, technical expert, a community member that lives near Livermore Lab or another involved site, 

indicate this in your comment. Use your expertise and experience to back up and provide data/evidence 

for your comment.  

Keep your comment focused on the subject matter of the Programmatic Environmental Impact 

Statement. Clearly state that you support transparency and a rigorous analysis of the risks associated 

with plutonium pit production across its many sites.   

Where do I Start?  

- You might begin with an introduction such as why this is important to you or any expertise or 

title that you hold. Another option is to state clearly what you would like to see in the PEIS. 

- State where you live and how this issue affects your local area − Follow up with supporting facts 

such as some of the talking points below. 

- Make sure you have a clear and direct ask of the NNSA such as in the recommendations below. 

- Make it your own to have the most impact! Sample Talking Points  

Sample Talking Points 

- Sample subject line: “2025-08140 (90 FR 19706) Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 

for Plutonium Pit Production Scoping Public Comment.”  

- This PEIS is required because a court ruled that the NNSA failed to properly adhere to NEPA 

guidelines in considering the cumulative impacts of one of their biggest projects ever. Through 

mailto:PitPEIS@nnsa.doe.gov


this process, NNSA must be held accountable for ensuring the safety and well-being of 

communities and workers who may be affected by plutonium pit production.  

- Plutonium pit production involves multiple sites across the nation, including major “Enterprise 

Plutonium Pit Production Support” work at LLNL, as well as major increases in the transportation 

and disposal of hazardous and radioactive materials. The cumulative impacts from this new 

work at every site (including LLNL), transportation, and generation of waste must be considered 

for the anticipated lifespan of the project, which may be many decades.   

- New waste from pit production will require a permanent solution for safe disposition. It is not 

clear that the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) in NM, currently the nation’s ONLY nuclear 

waste repository, can handle the long-term waste stream, nor that the state of NM will allow it 

for decades to come. Solutions for handling and responsibly disposing of hazardous waste from 

pit production must be considered as part of any credible PEIS. WIPP faces its own challenges 

and problematic safety history.   

- New plutonium pit production is unnecessary. While publicly stated rationales for the program 

often emphasize a need to replace aging pits, the national laboratories have offered no evidence 

that the nation’s existing pits are anywhere near the end of their service lives. Nor is the 

plutonium in those pits currently at risk of age-related failure that would reduce the safety, 

security, or reliability of present warhead designs.  

- There are risks to the environment and communities. Rushing to meet an arbitrary, unnecessary 

deadline heightens the risks for the workforce recruited to carry out complex, hazardous 

plutonium processing. LANL’s plutonium facility has a troubling record of recent safety 

violations, worker exposure to plutonium, and fires and floods. The program there appears to 

have prioritized expediency and cost-savings over safety. This endangers the workforce and the 

local community—as well as the program itself should a significant accident occur.    

Recommendations:  

- Although the NNSA is currently planning for two pit production facilities in Los Alamos and 

Savannah River, the PEIS should address the potential consequences should they need to rely on 

only one facility. 

- The NNSA and DOE should consider an option where no new pits are produced, and efforts are 

focused on the stewardship of the present stockpile. Los Alamos could maintain sufficient 

capabilities to conduct pit aging studies and stockpile surveillance, rendering the second 

proposed production site at Savannah River unnecessary. 

- In addition to the PEIS the NNSA and DOE should produce integrated cost and schedule 

projections for the project according to GAO recommendations.   

- The Department of Energy and the NNSA must place a higher priority on the safety and well-

being of workers and frontline communities. The PEIS should address remediating existing 

environmental harm and be transparent about the cumulative risks associated with pit 

production. 

You may submit both oral and lengthier written comments. We look forward to your active 

participation! 


