Atomic Bomb Debate
Conclusion:
 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. 
* Write at least a one page essay. Describe your thoughts on using atomic/Nuclear bombs as a weapon of choice….

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- research this.

· From the point of view of the Politicians/ members of government (although few knew about the bomb) 

· From the P.O.V. of the scientists- many denounced it's use after they saw what it could do, and signed a petition.
· From the P.O.V. of the military- who didn't want to lose more men, but didn't agree with non-military targeting.
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