Atomic Bomb Debate-
Persuasive Essay

 When lives are in the balance, decisions are tough to make. The value of human life (whether ours or theirs) and the consequences of our actions are still with us today. 
Einstein is credited as saying something like:

"I don't know what kinds of weapons World War III will be fought with, but I know World War IV will be fought using sticks and stones".

It seems clear he realized our new potential to create our own annihilation. Our very existence requires us to reflect on both our past and the fragile future ahead of us. 
Open-ended questions to ponder, or include:
· Did the U.S. consider the bombings "pay-back" for Pearl Harbor. Is that a justification? 

· Did the U.S. consider the Japanese (Asians) inferior, "less-human" and more "blood-thirsty", thus feel more compelled to bomb them? 

· Did Japan have an atomic bomb in development? Would that have made a difference in the decision?
· Do we learn anything from history, or are we doomed to repeat it? 

· Does/ should war have "Rules of Conduct"? Up until the Patriot act, the U.S. followed the Geneva Convention/Accords.

· From the point of view of the Politicians/ members of government (although few knew about the bomb). Whom should be allowed to choose using it? President or military?
· From the P.O.V. of the scientists- many denounced its use after they saw what it could do, and signed a petition against using it as a weapon.
· From the P.O.V. of the military- who didn't want to lose more men, but didn't agree with non-military targeting. Called it “dishonorable”. 
Write a persuasive essay (no longer than five pages) about the choices the allies had to bring about the end of the war with Japan. 
Introduction: Set the scene
· The war is over in Europe on May 8, 1945- those troops could be used against Japan

· Leaders estimate using one million troops to invade Japan to overwhelm inhabitants.
· Preparations and battle plans have been finalized - Operation Olympic: November 1st.
· Japanese resistance has ended in the Philippines on May 18, 1945. 

· Japan is withdrawing troops from China to defend its homeland in May.

· The US troops captured Okinawa, the last step to invading Japan on June 22, 1945
· There has been more than 1,000 bomber raids on Japan hitting about 81 different cities

· Japan’s navy and air force has been all but destroyed- neutralized.
· Japan is running out of oil, food and medicine. The people are losing hope. All realize the war is lost.
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	Japan wanted to negotiate a surrender with Russia (before Russia declared war on them)

The US had broken the Japanese code and KNEW for a fact that Japan was trying to surrender.

Japan was running out of food, oil, medical supplies- cut off all access to more from elsewhere
Japanese people (and its military) realize the war is lost.

Japanese planes and ships are nearly depleted and no longer considered a threat.
Estimates show this will work in only a matter of weeks or a couple of month’s time.
The US could demonstrate the Atomic bomb to Japan and show them resistance is futile.

	Japanese people consider surrender dishonorable and would commit suicide rather than surrender. 
Japan might find a new resolve to fight prolonging the war. 
If Russia declares war on Japan, they will want “spoils of war.”

Japan was also working on an atomic bomb.
There were members of the Imperial military who were resisting the Emperor’s desire to surrender-could have created a coup.
	With the war over in Europe, the US have “fresh battle-hardened” troops ready to fight in the Pacific.
There is a battle plan already drawn up. 

The people of Japan might welcome soldiers and fight against their leaders for an end to the war. 

Allies can join together and overwhelm the population.


	Those troops are tired of war, consider themselves finished with duty and may be unwilling to go.
 An invasion of Japan would have caused casualties on both sides that could easily have exceeded the toll at Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

Families might join in the resistance to American soldiers on their homeland. 
	The Japanese had demonstrated near-fanatical resistance, fighting to almost the last man on Pacific islands, committing mass suicide on Saipan and unleashing kamikaze attacks at Okinawa. Fire bombing had killed 100,000 in Tokyo with no discernible political effect. Only the atomic bomb could jolt Japan's leadership to surrender.

With only two bombs ready (and a third on the way by late August 1945) it was too risky to "waste" one in a demonstration over an unpopulated area.

An invasion of Japan would have caused casualties on both sides that could easily have exceeded the toll at Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

The two targeted cities would have been fire bombed anyway.

Immediate use of the bomb convinced the world of its horror and prevented future use when nuclear stockpiles were far larger.

The bomb's use impressed the Soviet Union and halted the war quickly enough that the USSR did not demand joint occupation of Japan.
Japan was also developing an atomic bomb.
	Japan was ready to call it quits anyway. More than 60 of its cities had been destroyed by conventional bombing, the home islands were being blockaded by the American Navy, and the Soviet Union entered the war by attacking Japanese troops in Manchuria. 

American refusal to modify its "unconditional surrender" demand to allow the Japanese to keep their emperor needlessly prolonged Japan's resistance. 

A demonstration explosion over Tokyo harbor would have convinced Japan's leaders to quit without killing many people. 

Even if Hiroshima was necessary, the U.S. did not give enough time for word to filter out of its devastation before bombing Nagasaki. 

The bomb was used partly to justify the $2 billion spent on its development. 

The two cities were of limited military value. Civilians outnumbered troops in Hiroshima five or six to one. 

Japanese lives were sacrificed simply for power politics between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. 

Conventional firebombing would have caused as much significant damage without making the U.S. the first nation to use nuclear weapons. 




