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Just-Released Environmental Impact Statement on Savannah River Site Plutonium Bomb Plant is 

Inadequate; Dodges Need for New Nuclear Bomb Facility and Overlooks Key Environmental Issues 

 

Columbia, SC – The final Environmental Impact Statement released today by DOE’s National Nuclear 

Security Administration (NNSA) on the proposed Plutonium Bomb Plant at the Savannah River Site (SRS) 

- to make plutonium triggers for nuclear warheads - is more of a promotional document than a serious 

analysis of the need for the facility and its environmental and health impacts, according to the public 

interest group Savannah River Site Watch. 

 

The EIS, titled Final Environmental Impact Statement for Plutonium Pit Production at the Savannah River 

Site in South Carolina (SRS Pit Production EIS) (DOE/EIS-0541), was quietly released by NNSA late on 

September 24 via a news release that apparently wasn’t publicized.  

 

The document contains a cursory review of production of 50 to 125 plutonium “pits” per year in the SRS 

building previously designed to make plutonium fuel (MOX), a mismanaged project that was terminated 

in 2018 after a waste of $8 billion. The pits would go to at least two new, controversial warheads - W87-

1 and W93 - if Congress allows the warhead projects to go forward, and for about 2500 existing nuclear 

weapons.  This number of weapons is designed to fight a nuclear war and is not a deterrent force, 

according to SRS Watch. DOE claims that pit production at SRS would start by 2030 but this will likely be 

impossible, according to SRS Watch. 

 

“The analysis fails to demonstrate that residents of South Carolina and Georgia will be adequately 

protected from accidents involving plutonium that could be released to air and water by operation of 

the proposed Plutonium Bomb Plant at SRS,” said Tom Clements, director of SRS Watch.  “South 

Carolina is set to receive around 7.5 metric tons of plutonium to be processed into pits and the EIS 

totally fails to discuss that and what happens if some of that plutonium ends up being stranded at SRS if 

the project were to start and then cease operation,” said Clements.  

 

SRS already stores 11.5 metric tons of plutonium, which is slated to be removed through the project 

charged with that mission - dilution as nuclear waste. But the “dilute & dispose” project is moving very 

https://www.energy.gov/nnsa/articles/nnsa-releases-environmental-impact-statement-plutonium-pit-production-savannah-river


slowly and has not been adequately funded by Congress. Thus, it is likely DOE will want to bring in more 

plutonium to SRS, for pit production, far in advance of removal of existing plutonium stored in the K-

Reactor. “Bringing in more plutonium while SRS still has a stockpile of plutonium is unacceptable and 

South Carolina citizens must take action to block this unwelcome eventuality,” said Clements. 

 

“The cursory analysis fails to establish the need for the 2500 nuclear weapons that would be outfitted 

with new pits in order to keep the U.S. on the dangerous footing to fight a full-scale nuclear war,” said 

Clements. “In particular, the document makes no attempt to justify the new W87-1 and W93 warheads, 

for which new pits would be first produced if those warhead-development projects were to go forward,” 

said Clements.  “SRS Watch believes that no Record of Decision on the EIS should be issued and that the 

project should be put on hold while Congress reviews funding and justification for it,” said Clements. 

 

Many problems are clear with the cursory document:  the EIS fails to take into account the 100+ year 

life-time of pits, fails to properly consider reuse of existing pits (15,000 or more are stored at Pantex in 

TX), brushes off Environmental Justice as being irrelevant, fails to adequately outline how purified 

plutonium will be produced for pits, reveals no schedule for plutonium import and export and basically 

admits that 2200 cubic feet or more of low-level waste would likely be dumped annually in SRS trenches. 

 

According to the EIS, up to 1000 cubic yards of plutonium waste (transuranic waste or TRU), 3460 cubic 

yards of solid low-level nuclear waste (which could be dumped in unlined trenches at SRS) and 

1,154,000 gallons of low-level radioactive liquid waste could be generated per year at the SRS Plutonium 

Bomb Plant. “We are tired of all the existing waste at SRS and unjustified pit production would only 

exacerbate clean-up challenges,” said Clements. 

 

“In a crazy and dangerous twist, the terminated Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility, which was touted 

as a cornerstone of U.S. nuclear non-proliferation, is now proposed to be converted into a facility that 

would proliferate nuclear weapons and increase the risk of nuclear war,” said Clements. 

 

For now, Congress has allowed preparation for pit production at Los Alamos National Lab and SRS to 

move slowly forward, but the two-site approach has been questioned by Congress and is likely to face a 

challenge after the DOE budget request for Fiscal Year 2022 is released in February 2021. 

 

SRS Watch, Nuclear Watch New Mexico and Tri-Valley Cares are still pondering the filing of a lawsuit 

under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for NNSA’s failure to first prepare a Programmatic 

EIS on the pit issue before moving to site-specific documents (such as the SRS EIS). 

 

### 

 

Notes: 

 

Final EIS on “Plutonium Pit Production at SRS (DOE/EIS-0541),” released September 25, 2020, posted 
here: https://www.energy.gov/nepa/downloads/doeeis-0541-final-environmental-impact-statement 
 

https://www.energy.gov/nepa/downloads/doeeis-0541-final-environmental-impact-statement


Other NNSA documents on “DOE/EIS-0541: Plutonium Pit Production at Savannah River Site; Aiken, 
South Carolina:” https://www.energy.gov/nepa/doeeis-0541-plutonium-pit-production-savannah-river-
site-aiken-south-carolina 
 
JASON report on “Pit Aging, Jan. 2007, most pits have “credible minimum lifetimes in excess of 100 
years,” https://fas.org/irp/agency/dod/jason/pit.pdf 
 
News on potential lawsuit on pit production: Groups Petition DOE to Stop Stalling on Pit Production 
Legal Requirements; Stage Set for Environmental Lawsuit, news release by SRS Watch, Tri-Valley CARES 
and Nuclear Watch New Mexico, June 24, 2020: https://srswatch.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/06/SRS-Watch-news-on-pit-plant-petition-to-DOE-June-24-2020.pdf 
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SRS Watch on line: 

https://srswatch.org/ 

https://www.facebook.com/SavannahRiverSiteWatch 

https://twitter.com/SRSWatch 
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