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Plutonium warhead factory: it’s about new missiles, an arms race, greed, & domination
More warheads would increase threats, keep military spending high, and maintain “unwarranted in�luence” 

  Yes, I want to help and learn more!          
                I would like ▯national email updates (~1x/2 weeks), ▯New Mexico updates (~1x/week), or ▯neither. 
    I can help financially with ▯a one-time gift, ▯a monthly donation, ▯other, (https://lasg.org/contribute.htm). 
  LASG is a 501 (c)(3) organization. Donations are tax-deductible.
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Clip & mail to the address at the bo�om.

As discussed last week (h�ps://lasg.org/adver�sing/SFR-ad-13Dec2023.pdf), a   
       plutonium warhead core (“pit”) factory is under construc�on at Los Alamos 
Na�onal Laboratory (LANL). At $20 billion, it is the largest capital project in New 
Mexico history — but it has nothing to do with our welfare.
   It is already having significant local impacts on workforce availability, housing costs, 
traffic, and nuclear waste genera�on, cleanup, and disposal.
   This giant project has nothing at all to do with 
 “maintaining a nuclear deterrent.” Instead, it has 
everything to do with enabling an arms race in 
which the U.S. cannot possibly keep up, increasing 
military spending, and maintaining nuclear and 
military dominance over other government 
priori�es.

$2+ trillion for nuclear weapons: 
assuring destruction forever
The U.S. has a huge nuclear arsenal about 5,244 
warheads and bombs, of which about 3,708 are 
deployed or ready to deploy. They are deployed 
on ballis�c missile submarines, on bombers, and 
on intercon�nental ballis�c missiles (ICBM) in 
underground silos in 5 states (CO, NE, WY, MT, 
& ND). 
   Every warhead, bomb, delivery system, and 
factory for nuclear warheads is being replaced or 
upgraded while also con�nuing exis�ng 
deployments, at a 30-year cost of more than $2 
trillion, including environmental cleanup. 
   Every warhead and bomb has a pit. They last a 
long �me but not forever. For now, warheads with 
exis�ng pits can be modified and upgraded, but no all-new warheads can be 
produced un�l the U.S. has an opera�ng pit factory. 
   Four a�empts to build a LANL factory have failed. Local ci�zen opposi�on played a 
large role in at least two of these failures. Past efforts in Texas and South Carolina 
also failed.
   LANL’s plutonium facility is too old and crowded to undertake pit manufacturing 
alone, if at all. It is 9 years away from comple�ng its transforma�on into a factory, 
although some pits are likely to be made before then. 
   A safer, larger, and newer pit factory in South Carolina, also under construc�on,
 aims to begin produc�on by 2036.

  

Missile madness: more accurate warheads & more of them
Un�l at least 2036, LANL’s pits are needed to build a new variety of 
warhead, to be deployed on a very expensive new ICBM, called 
“Sen�nel.” The missiles, plus refurbishing the silos, may cost as much as 
$150 billion or more — offiical es�mates are rising very fast. 
   The explosive yield of this new warhead would be roughly 300 kilotons 
  (kt), 20 �mes that of the Hiroshima bomb. Thirty-three of 
  them would release the same energy as all the explosives
  used in World War II. 
     LANL pit produc�on would jump-start the produc�on
   of these warheads. It is not needed for maintaining 
  any exis�ng warheads, nor would it be used for that. 
     The Air Force already has about 540 modern, very 
  accurate, long-lived warheads for its Sen�nel missiles, 
  more than enough for all 450 of them. What LANL pit 
  production would provide is the means to start 
  deploying up to 3 independently- targeted new 
  warheads on each missile, and to start doing so in the 
  early 2030s.
     At present, only half of the 400 deployed U.S. ICBMs 
  can carry modern, very accurate warheads, at one warhead per 
  missile. The other 200 missiles can carry up to 3 warheads but they 
  are older, far less accurate, can’t be upgraded, and will be re�red. 
     Augmented with new warheads built with new pits, the Sen�nel   
  fleet could carry up to 1,350 highly accurate warheads, more than   
  tripling the “hard-target kill” capability of current U.S. ICBMs. 
  One bomb would ruin your whole day
   Even experts can be in denial about how destruc�ve nuclear weapons  
   are. As the graphic above shows, one 800-kiloton (kt) Russian warhead 
detonated at LANL at ground level would not only destroy all the lab and town, but also 
kill most people downwind in Santa Fe or Taos or wherever the wind is blowing. 
   The same 800-kiloton warhead, detonated above a city during average weather, 
would simultaneously ignite fires over an area of 100 square miles or more. These fires 
would combine to form a gigan�c nuclear firestorm. No living thing in the fire zone 
would survive. 
   A nuclear war involving ci�es would lo� gigan�c amounts of soot into the 
stratosphere, above the weather, blocking the sun and lowering temperatures to far 
below those necessary for agriculture, for many years. Oxides of nitrogen created by the 
explosions would destroy the ozone layer, blinding humans and animals. Most people 
and animals would die. Ecosystems would die. 
   Just a handful of nuclear weapons detonated at high al�tude would be sufficient to 
take out the en�re U.S. electric grid, which likely could not be repaired for a year or 
longer. Most cri�cal na�onal infrastructure would be inoperable including ground, sea, 
and air transporta�on, fuel and food distribu�on, water and sanita�on systems, 
telecommunica�on and banking, and the safety systems at nuclear power plants. Few 
would survive. 
     
For these reasons and others, nuclear weapons are illegal 
The Interna�onal Court of Jus�ce (ICJ), in a landmark 1996 decision, unanimously 
determined that the U.S., as well as other nuclear states, has a posi�ve obliga�on 
under interna�onal law to nego�ate complete nuclear disarmament. 
   This obliga�on is largely based on the Treaty on the Nonprolifera�on of Nuclear 
Weapons (NPT), which, under the U.S. Cons�tu�on, is part of “the supreme Law of 
the Land.” 

   While condemning the threat or use of nuclear weapons as virtually impossible to 
reconcile with the laws applying to armed conflict, the ICJ declined to rule whether   
             there might be some 
             occasions where the use of   
             nuclear weapons might be 
             legal, if (and only if) the very   
             existence of a country was at 
             risk. 
                These legal constraints and   
             obliga�ons were enshrined in
          a a resolu�on passed by the City 
             of Santa Fe in 2005 
             (h�ps://lasg.org/MPF2/Santa   

             FeResolu�on_2005-39.pdf).   
           Staggering   
           opportunity costs
             To illustrate the costs involved,   
             the $20 billion required to   
             start LANL pit produc�on 
would be enough, at $4 per installed wa�, to provide an ample solar system for every 
single household in New Mexico. With DIY training and help, costs would be less, so 
we could throw some home weatheriza�on and an 
electric bike into the equa�on.
   The point is, just this one stupid program uses up 
enough capital to make an enormous contribu�on to 
well-being and slowing climate change. Instead of 
hur�ng the state, it would really help. 
   Realis�cally, that capital would only become available 
if the iron grip of the nuclear-military complex were 
loosened na�onwide and scarce capital redirected to 
rebuilding and repairing our society. Cu�ng back our 
“defense” budget to the per-capita scale of most other 
countries would liberate many trillions of dollars for 
badly-needed investments here at home, and the 
meaningful, produc�ve jobs that go with them.
   Conversely, if we cannot quickly make a transi�on 
away from what amounts to runaway militarism, our 
downfall is at hand, with or without the mushroom 
cloud. Without ending U.S. militarism, there is no hope
of transi�oning to a sustainable economy.

 What you can do
• Join the more than 600 individuals and 125 organiza�onal 
endorsers of the “Call for Sanity, not Nuclear Produc�on” (see 
QR code below). Please help us recruit organiza�ons, 
businesses, religious organiza�ons, and individuals! Without 
visible opposi�on, Congress thinks we want this factory.

• Sign up for email bulle�ns by using the form below, or send 
a blank email to lasg-subscribe@lists.riseup.net.

• Volunteer in the coming “Year of Resistance to Nuclear 
Produc�on”! To get started, call or write us, using the contact 
informa�on below. 

• Come to our mee�ngs, meet friends new and old, and learn!   
   

• Share our alerts on social media!
• Help support our work financially. Use the form below or 
h�ps://lasg.org/contribute.htm.

Scan this QR code to endorse the Call 
for Sanity, Not Nuclear Produc�on!

For more informa�on 
visit lasg.org!
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