AT PR FTLATE fame e

OE FORM 6000, 2/69

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
. OFFICE OF EDUCATION

* ERIC REPORT RESUME
ERIC ACC. NO,
ED 032 335 1S DOCUMENT COPYRIGHTED? ves [J no
CH ACC. NO, P.A. {PUBL. DATE ISSUE ERIC REPRODUCTION RELEASE? ves [ ~o [x]
TE 499 933 24 65 R , EJA N &VEL OF AVAILABILITY 0O @ d
AUTHOR ' ' ]
Harris, Jonathan
TITLE

Hiroshima: A Study in Science, Politics and the Ethics of War. Teacher and Student
Manuals,

SOURCE CODE|] INSTITUTION (SOURCE)

MGG02700

SP. AG, CODE| SPONSORING AGENCY

RMQ66004

EDRS PRICE CONTRACT NO, GRANT NO,
0.50 OEC-5-10-158

REPORT NO. BUREAU NO,
CRP-H-168 BR-5-1071

AVAILABILITY

JOURNAL CITATION

DESCRIPTIVE NOTE

60p.

DESCRIPTORS

*Social Studies; *Curriculum Guides; *Decision Making; *Moral Issues; United

States History; Modern History; Secondary Education; Scientific Attitudes; Military
Science; Political Influences; Political Power; Ethical Values; Public Opinion;
*Nuclear War

IDENTIFIERS
Hiroshima

ABSTRACT
By focusing on the question of whether it was right or wrong to drop the atomic

bomb on Hiroshima, this social studies unit seeks to illuminate the political,
military, scientific, and moral complexities involved in making far-reaching
decisions today. Sections of the unit use primary materials from American, Japanese,
and English sources to explore the following quections: (l) What was the choice in
terms of Japanese versus American lives? (2) Was the A-bomb a military necessity?
(3) As the agony of the atomic scientists and the Japanese reaction to the Potsdam
Declaration are reviewed in light of recent history, was there a better way to win
the war? (4) Was Russia the reason that the United States used the bomb? and (5)
Was the use of the A-bomb morally defensible? Included are excerpts from the
opinions of atomic scientists, military officers, and political leaders. [ﬁbt
available in hard copy due to marginal legibility of original documenq;7
(Author/JB)

GPO 870-390




ED032335

12 BETLT,
SRR = il T Sihalbbik -
Al 2 ok ol s e e e e - s
e S M i R s ) 2t iront b oyt et e b e -
Y a. _evmme ;.-

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION & WELFARE . =~ * '
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRODUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM THE
PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGINATING |T. POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS

STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDUCATION
EXPERIMENTAL MATERTAL POSITION OR POLICY.

SUBJECT TO REVISION
PUBLIC DOMAIN EDITION

TEACHER'S MANUAL

HIROSHIMA:

A STUDY

N SCIENCE, POLITICS -AND THE ETHICS OF WAR

Jonathen Harris.
' Peul D. Schreiber High School
Port Washington, New York

This material has been produced
Eif Ehe Amherst, Massachusetts
i the Study of History, Amt ) X
Comm;ﬁgzs Zgntract with the U. S. Office of Education

N} as Cooperative Research Project #H-168.

’O ' .

S

- :
3 f
km §
| T ”""“. -
-




NOTE TO THE PUBLIC DOMAIN EDITION

This unit was prepared by the Committee on the Study of History,
Amherst.College, under contract with the United States Office of Educa-
tion. It is one of a number of units prepared by the Amherst Project,
and was designed to be used either in series with other units from the
Project or independently, in comjunction with other materials. While
the units were geared initially for college-preparatory students at
the high schocl level, experiments with them by the Amherst Project
suggest the adaptability of many of them, either wholly or in part,
for a considerable range of age and ability levels, as well as in a
number of different kinds of courses,

The units have been used experimentally in selected schools
throughout the country, in a wide range of teaching/learning situa-
tions. The results of those experiments will be incorporated in the
Final Report of the Project on Cooperative Research grant H-168,
which will be distributed through ERIC.

Except in one respect, the unit reproduced here is the same as i
the experimental unit prepared and tried out by the Project. The '
single exception is the removal of excerpted articles which originally
appeared elsewhere and are under copyright. While the Project received
special permission from authors and publishers to use these materials
in its experimental edition, the original copyright remains in force,
and the Project cannot put such materials in the public domain. They
have been replaced in the present edition by bracketed summaries, and
full bibliographical references have been included in order that the
reader may find the material in the original.

This unit was initially prepared in the summer of 1965



~~~~~

R

A classroom teacher compiled this unit. Some of the tech-_ __
niques he will probably use with his own students are indicated
in this -accompanying manual. He hopes you may find some of these
jdeas helpful, but has no doubt that you will think of other,
very possibly better, methods for treating some or perhaps all
of the material.

The manual also attempts to explain why particular documents
were selected. Also included in the manual is some background -
material which may come in handy in classroom discussion. The |
amount of time you decide to devote to the unit will obviously
depend on your teaching situation and your interests. The author
plans to give it about two weeks.

The central question of the ult igs: was it right or wrong
to drop the bomb on Hiroshima? The instructional intent of the
unit, however, goes beyond that specific issue. By involving ~
the student in a direct confrontation with the raw, living ma- |
terial of one supremely dramatic historical decision, it 'seeks
to make him aware of the complexity of all such decision=-making.
The student will be immersed in the multi-faceted confusion, the’
proposals and counter-proposals, the high purpose and the cross= .
purpeses which are the staff of high-level decislons. Thereby,
heﬁmay gain insight into the infinite ambigulty of the historical
process. o

There will be a temptation at several points for students to
leap prematurely into discussion of the central issue. The .
danger here is that once students have committed themselves to a
point of viéw in the presence of their classmates, many of thei
find it diffiéult to shift ground. For such students, all fur=-
ther reading &nd discussgion would really be pointless, and the
whole purpose of the unit would be defeated at the start. It~ ..
1g therefore suggested that you adopt a general policy of post-
poning all discussion of the central question until the full range
of specific issues presented in the unit has been considered..

The unit was conceived as an experience to be lived, not-a -
vody of data to be learned. The student should not set himself
above and .apart from the men, womexn and children who speak to .
nim in these pages. Let him listen to them, lister well, and hé
will realize that this is no place for snap yes=0r=no judgments.,
Te issues were too intricate and interlocked, the suffering too
great on both sides, for that.

Study of the unit on Hiroshima may have yet another result.
American .youngsters sometimes tend to be callous. Perhaps Lt |
is due to the remorseless dist of television violence on which
they are Ted; perhaps it 1s because they have lived thelr whole
1ives in a world on the brink of the thermonuclear abyss. In
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‘any case, 2 little humanizing may help. If this unit shakes them
up a little, if it arouses thelr compassion a little, if it makes
them see that the decision to exterminate a city was not taken
1lightly but in torment and regret, out of a convoluted compound: ™
of patriotism and politics, sclentific genius and humanistic sen-
timent, thd desire to save lives and the desire to destroy lives, -
agsumptions partly true and partly false; 1f it cam do some :of -
this, it mey have done a Job- worth doing. I

SECTION I
THE, APPARENT CHOICE:

" JAPANESE LIVES VS. AMERICAN LIVES

| Some of ,the material in this section will doubtless seem
shocking, even harrowing. It is included because a meaningful™
consideration .of the problem requires that students become emo=
tionally inwolved in the human realities of Hiroshima. By ‘
arousing a strong personal reaction at the very start of the unit, -
the author ‘hopes to provoke the kind of commitment that can cone-
tribute not only to students® understanding of history but to
their development as individuals as well. .

% . Thé'readings in this section should probably be assigned all
‘at ,once, rather than piecemeal, S0 that students have a well=
balanced picture before they begin discussion. It need not re-
-quire more than two evenings, perhaps only one if your students’
are fast readers, At the same time that you assign the reading,
you might inform the students that they are to keep the follow-
ing question in mind for classroom discussion: How valid as a
basis for drawing conclusions is the kind of evidence contained
in this section?

)

The information in the section is the type of data most often
made available to the average citizen in wartime. Through our
mass media wa'iget lots of “human interest” storieg like these,
while the deeper and more relevant issues, the more significant
facts, are known only to those at the top level until enough
time has passed to permit historians to uncover them. Yet public,
opinion takes shape and exerts potent influence on statesmen ‘
even when it has fed on information no more substantial .than this,

As the rest of the unit will demonstrate, the ”app&féﬁt choige®
of Section I is to some:extent a superficial one, masking other,
. profounder issues. .

On the other-hand, this material is not exactly irrelevant,
In a sense it can be considered the most relevant of all, for
it does present the individual human experience which is the
fundamental element of all history. The human factor is obviously
indispensable; for it is simply not the only factor.

A - —




Accordingly, on the questiocn of the validity and relevance
of Section I, it may be advisable to gulde students toward the
concept of balance in the formulation of conclusions. The author
considers the word “balance” as the key to valld discussion of
all the issues raised in the unit, and plans to begin orienting
students in that direction as early as possible. Here the' Socratic
method or "devil®’s advocate" approach is often effective; by =
challenging, questioning, criticizing students® proposed conclu-
sions, you can impel a deeper considerztion of the igsues lnvolved.

If you wish to assign a short paper at the same time that you
assign the wreadings in Section I, you might require your students
to discuss the problem in some such terms as these: If they knew:
no more about Hiroshima than thls section tells them, would they
know enough to make an intelligent decision. If not, what other
kind of information wauld they need?

Another assignment which might enrich subsequent ‘discussion
of -Section I would be to have studente conduct an lnguiry among_
their parents and other oldér relatives and friends, as to how
they felt about Hiroshima at the time, Students should also try
t@ obtain from theseé peoplé some indication as to how much they
really knew about the factors involved in the decision vo drop
the bomb and about the effects of the bomb.

The material in Part A ralses another intriguing question
relating to the validity of evidence. Here was a group of young-
sters asked to recall an event that had happened slx years
“earlier, six years which for many represented a substantlal
glice of their entire lives. Some of_them had besn extremely -,
young in 1945, How reliable is their testimony? May it not Ye
exaggerated, distorted, colored by information .acquired subsequeny .
.+ tp the event? One way for students to check this might be to
compare the effects described by the children with those described
in the Atomic Energy Commission data. They fe&y also be able to
bring their own personal experience to bear én this question of'.
the accuracy of ghildhood memoriaes,

A worthwhile topic of reseerch for interested students is |

" the "Hiroshima Maidens® projec- .. This:was an Amerlcan-financed
philanthropic venture in which a number of hadly scarred Japanése
girls, such as thé one/in the last selection of the children's
recolleetions, were brought to this country in .the .1950% for
plastic:suprdery. A 1964 article in the Saturday Rewiew by Norman
Cousinss a sponsor of the project, showed that by that time most
of the “"Maidens® had married, raised children and were apparently
living reasonably normal lives. Another toplc of research might
also be the poignant story of the “Girl of the Paper Cranes” re-
countéd in the New Yopk Times Magazine, August i, 1965.

The material in Part B also provides the basis for stimulating
discussion. A feature of the Japanese mentality which often in-
trigues young Americans is lts acceptance of suicide, as exem=""
plified, by the kamikaze fliers and other types of suicidal mis-
gions described in this section. One possible theme, either for
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discussion or for a short paper might be: *“The Kamikaze Mind:
Savage Oriental Fanaticism or Highest Form of Patriotism?® A
relevant area of research would center on whether sulcide in
battle is as completely alien to Americans as 1s commonly thought.
You will doubtless think of some examples from our History; Iv1l
only suggest a hunt through such magnificent works ap Samuel .
Eliot Morison's History of U.S. Naval Operations jin World War II
(for example, the section describing our carrier pilots' actlions
in the Battle of Midway, in Volume Four).

One final note about Section I. If students complete thelr,
consideration of it with the beginnings of an awareness that the
apparently simple "choice" of the section's title really conoeals
a good many complexities, and that perhaps there are nd r&ally .
simple choices in historical situations of this kind, the maturials

will have fulfilled its purpbvse.

SECTION IT

In this section more than any other, students are J4kely to
leap to premature judgments on the question posed in the title.
Again, 1t cannot be overemphasized that the material herg is
intended not merely to supply a documentary hasis for judgments
but more importantly to promote an awareness of the intricacy
of the problem.

s

To some students it may come as something off a disillusionment

_that our country's supreme military and naval -commanders cowld ~

be in such total disagreement on questions of gtrategy. Discus-
‘sion will be most useful if it postpones as long as possible the
"choosing of sides™ and focuses instead on the more fruitful ques-
tion of why such disagreements arise. For many students the ‘
comprehension that the different.military-services tend to vigw
strategic problems in diametrically opposed terms may serve &

a useful discovery. This problem would seem well sulted to a
short written assignment, \

The Stimson statement can be rewarding not only for its con-
tent but also for what it reveals of the man. Stimson will appear
again and again in this unit, for it is no exaggeration to say’
that he shaped the decigion to use the bomb more than any othér’
individual. In its painstaking marshaling of the facts and elow
quent defense of the decisién, his; statement towers over any
other justification written at thé& time or since. The sensitlive
reader will discern the agonies Stimson suffered, and it will
be worthwhile for students to discover that the man who bears
so much of the responsibility for Hiroshima was a man of con=-

sclence.
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| Several of the statements by the military leaders are drawn
from the crucial meeting of June 18, 1945. This session provides
a fascinating example of the way great declislons sometimes take
shape, more by accidental combinations of circumstances than by  _
design. President Truman had been in office only two months and ~
was still struggling to find his way amid the myriad responsibili=-

ties that had so suddenly become his. He asked his tTop military.. . .

advisers to explain their plans for final victory over Japan, o
The evidence siaows that he did not get a frank and full discusglon.
Leahy, King and Arnold had previously stated their objections to
the planned invasion of Japan, but at this meeting they allowed
Truman to gain the impressicn they now all favored it. And when,
he gave final approval to the dropping of the bomb, it was pre-
cisely because he was SO concerned about the heavy casualties the
invasion would cause. At first glance, the commanders? lack of
candor with the President would seenm censurable., Before students
take this tempting plunge, however, they should study the state=-_
ments closely; all that the commanders thought they were doing
was to order that plans be started for an invasion that was stlll
almost five months away and which might not prove necessary. _The
instructive point.of all this 1is that there is less profit in .
attempting to place blame than in making an objective analysis

of historical processes. L

. The Churchill .excerpt emphasizes two pointes. 1) it clearly . _
.buttresses that side of. the military argument favoring use of ‘the,

bomb; 2) it also raises doubts as to ‘whether theJAméricand“abtualiy’-.

gave as careful consideration as they nave sometimes:claimed to
pogsible alternatives to use of the bofib, Students may be led:
:to compare Churchill!s'descniption‘ofjthe discussions at Potsdam
with Stimson's ¢laims that the bomb was to be dropped only after
all other possible avenues to victory had been explpred. This
is an aspect of the problem that will arise again in the next

section.

o Several good springboards fo; disbussion,may be}founa among

Japanese documents of Part C. First, which of the Allied leaders'

estimates do they support? A éuberficial reading’ may convey the |
impression that they “prove” thé Japanese were deéfenseless and -
on the brink of collapse. Certainly they do favor that hypothesis;
but the question is, do théy prove it? . Several areas.of .inquiry
shhuld be tapped before students form any final opinions. = |

- There is at least‘one interesting comparison to be made). which
strengthens the brink-of-collapse theory. Have your students . .
compare the factuial statement made here about Japan’s dwindling
supply of ‘aviation fuel, with ‘the bpastful statements of the. . .
Japanese Air Force generals in Section L., After all, ‘even kgmi-

kaze pilote have to have gasoliné in their fuel tanks. .

Bub on the other hand how mich of. the information contained
in these documents can.the Allied leaders have +been expected” to
¥now? Does this evidence Justify sneering at American, generals
who .thought they had to use atomic bombs againdt a nat;on‘thaﬁ
was apparently preparing to defend itself with bamboo spears?
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This, will be an appropriate moment to discuss the responsibility

students bear to consider problems in their historical context
not with the unscholarly advantage of hindsight. What the Amerl-
cans actually knew about Japanese military capabilitles, based ~
on-the intelligence data available to them, has already been ine
digated in the Stimson statement and in other documents. Whetner
or not. the information in the possession of the Americans was -
accurate or not, the decision nad to.be made on the baslis of what
they knew then, not what we know now. -

.Students should also consider whether the documents supply
conclusive proef that the Japanese were incapabls of inflicting
heavy casualties on an American invading force. It can be
drgued:.that the evidence is in fact limited to ‘showlng that the
Japanese were in dire economic- difficulty and had no chance of
victery, an entirely different point. o
., Similar questions may be raised about the Strategic Bombirg
Survey's report. Bases as it is on information gathered inside
Japan after the war, to what extent can this document be taken
ak 4 reflection on wartime judgments made from the outside?

In sum, it 1s clear that thé Allied leaders did overestimate
Japan's military strength. But the enlightening discovery that

students may gain from this section is the extent to which great

deaisions are based not so much on facts themselves as on men'’s
assumptions about these facts. ‘ :

If you wish to have students write a short paper on the prob-
lems raised in this section, probably the obvious topic would
ke the section’s title. Earlier we cautioned against encouraging
premature judgments on this issue, but after your students have
studied and discussed the question in all its broader aspects
there would seem to exist no reason for forbidding any who may
be interested in military problems from attempting to formulate
a balanced, comprehensive opinion. Another topic might be "The
Role of Assumptions in Great Decisions.”

SECTION IIX

S— Ry

WAS THERE A BETTER WAY TO WIN THE WAR?

[ B e B

This section deals with two great "ifs" of World War II:
"If we had expliciﬁly warned the Japanese about the atomic

[

bomb and even demonstrated its power to them in some spectacular
but harmless manner o  «

and.

"If we had given the Japanese the assurance that’ we would

]




allow thelr Emperor, a revered religious symbol as well as their
head of -state, to remain on his throne . . ." Lo L
_theh, so the theories run, 'the Japanese.would have capitulated,
and we would never have had to use the bomb on a great living city.
~ The fascination of these speculations. is apparent in the 7~
seemingly endless stream of books, essays, monographs, dilsserta-
tions, analyses and re-analyses by participants, by diplomatic¢
‘experts, political scientists, atomic scientists, journalists,
orientalists, historians, in short by scholars and commentators
of every description. And the subject is worth the attention it
... .receives.” It embodies invaluable legsons on the nature of the .
decision-making process, and furnishes useful insights that can
be applied to decisions of the present and the future. ’

Before students speculate on the plausibility of the two
_"ifs,* however, they should be encouraged to explore a number of
other relevant questions.

Part A in particular presents problems of special urgency for
the world of today. In our age of ceaselessly expanding scicnw
tific revolution, in which science is affecting the lives of
individuals and nations as never before, there may be no subjoct
more vital for future citizens to master than the relatlons no=
tween sclence and society. This problem should by no means ine
terest only science-oriented students, for every student will
one day participate as a citizen in public decisions that will
affect, and be affected by, the advance of sclence.

Related to these general considerations is a speciflc prodblcm
arising directly out of the documents in Part A. The Franck Ro-
port and the other scientists' proposals described here venture
far beyond strictly scientific matters. They offer Jjudgments
and predictions about military, political and diplomatic effects.
But in these areas, scientists are no more competent than other
informed citizens. It is true that at the time the Franck Report
and the other petitions urging the warning demonstration were
written, these men did have special knowledge in that they wvoro
part of & project which was a closely guarded secret from the rest
of the world. Still, the question remains: How much reliance
can be placed on the judgments in these documents? One way to
get students thinking in this direction might be to have some of
them prepare a report on the extent to which the dire predigtions
in the Franck Beport have come true.

> Here is a set of broad, wide~ranging questions suggested by
the material in Part A, which you may wish to use either in
classroom discussion or for essay topics:

1. Do secientists have special rights and respensibilities
as to, the uses society makes.of their discoveries? What are
the limits of these rights and responsibilities? . .To what extent
ihogl% political and militery leaders heed the views of sclen-
lsts .




2. What conclusions can be drawn from the material presented in
Part A, and from your own knowledge, as to the relstionshlps between:

‘a) sclence and politics;
b) science and internationalism;
c) seience and war.

3. Considering the problems that arose out of the development of
the atomic bomb and adding what you know of the accelerated advance of
sclence since World War II, what new obligations have become incumbent
upon the informed citizen in a 20th-century democratic society?

Certain other aspects of the subject might best be assigned to
sclence-minded students. For example, a report on the half-century of
revolutionary progress in nuclear physics which culminated in the atomic
bomb, if presented in clear, understandable lsyma=n's terms, would =dd
to the understanding your class has of that era and doubtless fill =
leamentable void in most students' knowledge. Similerly, a good cleer
description of how an stomic bomb actually works could be of strong
interest. Incidentally, you might consider having one of your school's
physics teachers, or possibly some sulteble qualified person from your
community or from some neighboring college, do e guest presentation on
these specisiized subjects.

At this point you may find it helpful to have before you some in-
dication of scholerly opinion as to the potential effectiveness of the
prior werning or demonstration of the effectiveness of the bomb. Here,
for exsmple, is Herbert Feis's conclusior. in his study, Japan Subdued:'

/Feis concluded that a prior werning might hsve caused
the Japanese to surrender 2lmost as soon as it did, but this
seemed to be "remote and unreal" at the time. He sitill regrets
that a clearer revelation of the weapon was not mede in the
Potsdam Declaration,/

Part B affords snother opportunity for discussion of the sometimes
estonishing ways in which historiczl decisions are made. Here wes a
propossl strongly edvoczted by those American exports who knew Japan
and the Japanese best, epproved by the militery, by Stimson, Forrestal
end even Trumen., Yet it was never tried. First it kept getting post-
poned and then, at the very last moment, Byrnes was persuaded to put it
off 2gain, until after the Potsdam Declszration wes issued. Byrnes'
position carried the day and a much vaguer statement ebout the future
Jepanese government was inserted into the Declaration.

THerbert Feis, Japen Subdued (Princeton University Press,
Princeton, 1961), 186.
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Here egain, the question erises: would en explicit reassurance
on the retention of the Emperor have had any effect on Japanese
cepitulation? And again, it is unanswersble except in probesbilities.
The documents included in Part B provide food for this discussion. For
your edditional information here is Professor Feis's sumiation on this

point.

/Feis srgues that a declaration that promised to keep
the Emperor intect after the war would not by itself have
caused an earlier surrender, but that such an offer plus a
Soviet statement indiceting its intention of entering the
wer ageinst Japan might have brought on sn early surrender.
He doubts, however, that_the Soviet government would have

made such & .eclaration./

Part C cen provide a testing-ground of students!' ebility to
epply the knowledge gained from Parts A and B. They might first be
required to determine the extent to which the two proposals were incor-
poreted into the Potsdam Declaration, both heving been incorporated,
but in vague terms. Students might then exemine Togo's recollections
for indications as to whether the Jepsnese would have responded differently
if the Declarstion had included either or both of the two proposzls.
There would seem to be strong aevidence within the Togo document that
the resssurance about the Emperor would at the very least have
strengthened the hend of those who were advocating peace and might even
have led to en affirmative result. But there is no evidence whatsoever
in this document which either supports or refutes the cleims mede for
effective prior warning and demonstration of the bomb. The possible
results of this can only be surmised.

2pid., 175-176.
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SECTION IV

GRS  SECETINOCTACTE) RIS ECIIIEATD e

Two questions seem fundamental heres

: 1. Does the evidence support the charge? Does it prove that
A Hiroshima actually was not so much the last blow in World War I1
. as the first blow in the Cold War? : .

2. Supposing that the charge were true--even if it were only
partly true--should we have used the bomb on Hiroshima 1f it helped
make the Russians "more manageable,® in Byrnes®s words?

In discussing the first question, it will quickly become ob="
vious that many American leaders were increasingly wary and sus-
picious of the Bussians as the war drew to a close. There 1is

3 really no question about this point, and it need hardly occupy
- mych class time. But it is a big leap and & risky one to the

1 conclusion that use of the bomb derived primarily from this wide
; - spread American attitude. '

-

o e

. This provides a useful lesson on the question of circumstantial
vs. direct or conclusive evidence. The .evidence supporting the
anti-Soviet charge is undenigbly strong, and some of it is almost
direct evidence: i.e., when Stimson writes that he hoped our
possession and use of the bomb might help force changes in the
Soviet state, or the numerous statements opposing Soviet particl.
pation in the war. These could be used to back the assertion
that we used the atomic bomb to force a Japanese surrender before
the Russians were ready for war in the Far East. But do they
prove the assertion? Or might the most tenable conclusion be -
the ancient Scottish verdict: neither guilty nor not guilty, but ]
"not proven," ;

-y
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] '~ The comsensus of recent scholarship seems to be that the

- emerging anti-Soviet feelings of 1945 did play.a role in the de=
b cision to use the bomb, that the decision was partly motivated
1 thereby. It would be just as unwarranted to claim that hostility
. to Russia had nothing to do with it as to say the opposite.

The seacnd question suggested for discussion is entirely dif-
ferent: a call for opinions as to what American foreign pollcy
should or should not have been in 1945, not a call for judgments
as to what it actually was. Hence there may be "a tendency for
students to throw unfounded.personal opinlons about:somewhat
recklessly. They probably should be allowed some leewdy 1in a
discussion of this kind, but reasonably sound logic end solid evi-
dence for their opinions can’'still be required. * : £
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SECTION V
WAS IT A MORALLY DEFENSIBLE ACT?

If the experience of the teacher who compiled this unit is |
any gulde, high-school students, properly approached, can be
extremeiy serious about moral problems. FPenetrate the superficial
attitudes of flippancy and cynicism, and one finds that the teen-
age years are very often years of earnest philosophical grioping,

A well-conducted session on an ethical probiem can evoke a more
ardent response than almost any other type of discussion.

Hiroshima is spectacularly well suited for thls purpose.
This overwhelming human drama offers a fine opportunity to help
students toward a profounder realization of thelr own beliefs,
toward a’ mfore penetrating insight into the human condition, and

hence toward maturity.

Section V confronts students with the problem of moral rela-
tivism, using Hiroshima as a specific case. Part A constitutes
the basic presentation of the problem. Parts B, C and D provide
materials for application to the problem, either in classroom
discussion or in the preparation of written assignments,

. Simply stated, the problem is whether changes in historical.
clrcumstances justify changes in ethical standards. Does the

Wact that Hiroshima was preceded by almost a decade of relentlessiy
intensifying aerial attacks upon citlies and indiscriminate
slaughter of non-combatants somehow excuse the dropping of the
atomic bomb? Further, does the fact that the end in view was

. seemingly moral (shortening the war and saving lives) Justify

the means used? And finally, are tenable grounds for the defense
bf the decision taken by the statesmen provided by the fact that
the American public harbored extremely harsh feelings towards
the Japanese, as shown by the Fortune poll and by the song, and ~
that therefore American statesmen were under pressure from a vine

dictive public opinion?

Batchelder, whose book is the only extended study published
this far of the ethical aspects of the Hiroshima problem, seems
to answer these questions with a reluctant affirmative. The
Roman Catholic attitude toward Hiroshima is more stringent, as
Pope Paul's statement indicates.

The public~opinion poll, President Truman'’s statement and
some of the other documents in this section raise another pertl-
nent moral .question, that of revenge and punishment. After all
it was the Japanese who started the war with a sneak attack, who
committed open aggression against neighhoring countries, and
who perpetrated numerous atrocities against Amerlicans and others
during the war. The official American attitude is that we were
punishing criminal behavior. The moral question to be resolved
here is whether the punishment fit the crime. A related polltical

\
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question is the role ih the formulation'of,forgign"policynélayqu
] by emotional attitudes, such as the desire for revenge. _There

1 igs little doubt that the Japanese would have used the atomic bomb
3 against us if they had had the opportunity; does that Jjustify
«; our using it against them? o

One effective method of resolving all of these problems and

impelling your students to formulate and de

fend their own final

4 conclusions might be to
; in the Fortune Survey.
oclass, with students required
might be given as a written as
ments required,

additional material elsewhere.
A cofiparison of

provide a stimulating conclusi

poll their opinlons,
The poll might either be conducted in

using the questions

to defend their votes orally, or it
signment, with more formal state=

In presenting theilr arguments students could
use the documents in this section or might be expected to seek

your students® responses to the poll with
those of the generation that had experienced World War II can

on to the entire unit. Certalnly

1 it is worthy to note that
;; polled in 1945 approved us

fully three quarters of the Americans
e of the bomb, and that over a third

g : of those who approved wanted Japan punished even more severely.
; Fewer than one person in five manifested any moral compunctions

than one in twenty opposed use of the

about Hiroshima, and fewer
bomb under any circumstances.
have enjoyed a tremendous
1945, for they will have

the poll was originally taken.

Your students will, of course,

advantage over the American public of
had before them for discussion and re-,
flection, sources of information which were not available when

The difference in viewpoint should

be fasclnating.

Rbin, X 3
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INTRODUCTION
Americans tend to react to the awesbme fact of Hiroshima in elther
of two ways. Some asre SO revolted that they esutomatically condemn all
who had anything to do with perpetrating such horror. Others, equally
unthinking, accept it as an act of war like any other, brutal perheps,
but necessary.
The problem of Hiroshima is too complex for such simple enswers.

Tt is a military problem, e politicel problem, a scientific problem,

_en ethicsl problem, and above all a tragic humen problem, not only for

those who were its victims but more importently for all the rest of us

who were not. Whatever Judgment we mey finally reach as to the Justice

or injustice of the atomlc holacaust at Hiroshima, we owe it to our-

gelves to do more than judge. We must try to understand.

This unit tekes you back to that climactic time in World War II
when the decision to drop the atomic bomb was sti1l in the making. It
involves you in the dire urgency, the fantastic ocomplexity of th;
problems that pressed down upon the men who bore the grim.responsibility
of decision. It may seem easy and tempting to suggest answers to their
problems from the comfortable vantagepoint of the present. The question
will have more meaning if you meke the effort to place yourself within
the complicated and chaotic context of those war years, when these

problems loomed agonizingly real,




SECTION I
THE APPARENT CHOICE:

JAPANESE LIVES VS. AMERICAN LIVES

Tt ig difficult for some Americans to consider the Hiroshima
problem dispassionately, because of the overwhelming humen factors
involved. You mey therefore find it helpful to dispose of these
emotion-charged aspects by deciding at the very outset how much im-
portance they deserve in the formetion of your finsl conclusion.

This section conslsts of two contrasting parts. Pert A tells
what heppened to the people of Hiroshime. Part B focuses on the
other side of the story, indicating what might have awaited Anerica's

fighting men had we not used the atomic bomb,

A, Thg Price Hiroshima Paid
1. In 1951 Dr., Arete Osada, e distinguished Japenese educator, asked
the young people of Hiroshima to write out th?ir personal memories of
that day six years esrller, when the atomic bomb destroyed their clty.
A brief ssmpling of portions of thelr vivid recollections follows:1
[?oung boys end girls who were in Hiroshima at the time
the A-bomb was dropped on the city deseribe in shocking detail

the horrible personal experiences that resulted from the
atomic explosion,/

2., Here, in clinicslly accurate detail, are the facts about the

physical effects of the atomlc bomb on the people of Hiroshime, as

10hildren of the A=Bomb: Testament of the Boys and Girls of
Hiroshima, compiled by Dr. Arata Osada (English edition, translated by
Jean Den and Ruth Sieben-Morgan, Uchida Rokakuho Publishing House,
Tokyo, 1959), 7-9, 237, '271-278 pasgim, 288-291 passgim, 352-357 passim.
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determined by American snd Jepanese scientists during fifteen years of

research:2

The three main types of physical effects associated with a nuclear
explosion, nsmely, blast and shock, thermal radistion, and nuclear
radistion, each have the potentislity for causing death and injury to

exposed PeErsonse. o o o

The frequency of burn injuries due to a nuclear explosion is
exceptionally high. Most of these are flesh burns caused by direct
exposure to the thermel rediation, although individuals trapped by
spreading fires msy be subjected to flsme burns. In addition, persons
in buildings or tunnels close to ground zero3mey be burned by hot gases
and dust entering the structure even though they are shielded adequately
from direct or scattered thermel radistion. Finally, mention must be
mede of the harmful effects of the nucleer radietions on the body.

These represent a source of casualties entirely new to warfare. « o o

Some 95 percent of the population within a half mile from ground
zero were casuslties. . . . Beyond about 1.5 miles, however, the
chences of survival were very greatly improved. Between 0.5 and 1.5
miles from ground zero & larger proportion of the population would
probably have survived if immediate medical attention had been available.

It was estimated that 20 to 30 percent of the fatal casualties in
Hiroshime and Nagasaki were caused by flesh burns. In the former city
alone, some 40,000 fairly serious burn cases were reported. Apart from
other injuries, thermsl radistion burns would have been fatal to nearly
all persons in the open, without apprecisble protection, et distances
up to 6,000 feet (1.1 miles) or more from ground zero. Even as far out
as 12,000 to 14,000 feet (2.2 to 2.6 miles), there were instances of
such burns which were bad enough to require treatment. . ‘. .

There are a number of consequences of nuclear rediatlon which may
not eppear for some years after exposure. Among them, apart from genetic
effects, are the formation of cetaracts, non-specific life shortening,
leukemia, other forms of malignant disease, and retarded development of
children in utero4 at the time of exposure. s+ «

2Semuel Glasstone (ed.), The Effects of Nuclear Explosions (U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, D. C., 1962), 547, 551, 565, 598,
599’ 600’ 6010

31Ground zero" is the point on the ground directly below the ex-
plosion. At Hiroshima the bomb was dropped from an eltitude of about
31,000 feet and timed to explode at about 2,000 feet, so that maximum i
effect was achleved and as little as possible of the bomb's energy was ,
dissipated into the ground. /Editor's note/

4In the embryonic state. /Editor's note/
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The first definite evidence of an increase in the incidence of
leukemia cases among the inhebitants of Hiroshima and Negesakl was
obtained in 1947. The peek apperently occurred between 1950 and 1952,

and the incidence has subsequently decreased. « «

A special research initiated in 1957 in Hiroshima, to compare the
frequency of malignent neoplasms,5 other than leukemia, in people
exposed within about a mile of ground zero in 1945 with the incidence
in unexposed populations, has yielded some interesting information.
Although the study covers only a two-year period, the results suggest
a two- to four-fold increase over the expected frequency for neoplastic
disease in some orgens (lung, stomech, breast, and ovary) in exposed

PErsOnSe o o

Among the mothers who were pregnant at the time of the nuclear
explosions in Japan, and who received sufficiently large doses to show
the usual rediation symptoms, there was marked increase over normel in
the number of still-births snd in the deaths of newly born and infant
children. A study of the surviving children made L or 5 years lster
showed a slightly lncreased frequency of mental retardation. . « »
Mpldevelopment of the teeth, attributed tqQ injury at the roots, was

also noted in meny of the children.

: A comparison made about 1952 of exposed children, whose ages
renged from less than 1 to about 14 years at the time of the explosions,

with unexposed children of the seme age, showed that the former had

somewhat lower average body welght and were less advenced in stature

and sexual matupity. « « o

3, Physicel damage was not the only kind sﬁffered by the people of

Hiroshima. This report was written twenty years after the bombing:6

/e article describes the psychological and physical
problems of the people, celled the hibekushs, who survived the
atomic bombing of Hiroshime. They suffer fyom prejudiced
treatment in trying to get jobs or matrimonlal attachments
because of possible physicel end mental impairments and many
meke attempts to keep théir identification as hibakusha
secret despite the fact that they can receive free medical

care if they register as hibekusha./

5Cancers and tumors. /Editor's note,/

6A, M. Rogsenthal, "The Taste of Life in Hiroshime Now," The New
York Times Megazine (Aug. 1, 1965), 30, 32-35.
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B, The Price Americans Pald -
And Might Heve Peid

1, General Marshall deséribes Jepanese fanaticism in the last battles

of the wars?

In the Philippines campaign U. S. forces first met the full fury
of the kemikeze or suicide attacks, but at Okinewa the Jepanese pro-
cedure was better organized and snvolved larger numbers of plenes; also
the Bake plene appeared, something quite new and deadly. This small,
short range, rocket-accelerated aircreft, cerried more than a ton of
explogives in 1ts werhead. It was designed to be carried to the attack,
slung benesth a medium bomber, then directed in a rocket-assisted dive

to the target by its suicide pilot. « « &

The pattern of fanatical resistance continued in the southern-most
tip of the island. Each succeasive strong point wes cleered only by
neroic efforts of our soldiers snd marines, By the end of June we had
suffered 39,000 cesueltiea in the Okinawa crmpaign, which included
losses of over 10,000 egmong naval personnel of the supporting fleet.

By the ssme date, 109,629 Jepanese hed been killeds « «

2. The battle of Okinawa (April-June, 1945) was planned as the last

step before the invasion of Jepan, It turned out to be the last battle

of the wer. This excerpt is taken from the official U. S, Army history:8

In Kerms Retto?. . . the Jepanese tradition of gelf-destruction
emerged horribly in the 1ast sats of soldiers snd civilians trapped in
the hills. Cemping for the night of 28 Merch a mile from the north tip
of TokeshikilO {roops of the 306th!1 heard explosilons end’ screams of
pein in the distance. In the morning they found a small valley littered
with more than 150 dead and dying Japanese, most of them civillians.

7George C. Mershall, Biennial Report of the Chief of Staff of the

United States Army to the Secretary of War, July 1, 1943 to June 30, 1945
(U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 1945), 83.

8Roy E. Applemen, Jemes M. Burns, Russell A. Gugeler, John Stevens,
Okinawaj The Last Battle, United Stetes Army in World Wer II (U, S,

——————

Government Printing Office, Washington, D. G, 1948), 58, 60, 384~386.

;79A group of smaller islends 15 miles west of Ckinawa. [ﬁditor's
note

10Mme 1sland closest to Okiggma. [Editor's note/
11306th Infentry Regiment, Us S. 77th Division. /Editor's note/
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Fathers had systemeticelly throttled each member of their families and
then disemcseled themselves with knives or hand grenedes. Under one
blanket lay a father, two smell’ children, 2 grandfather, and & grand-
mother, all strangled with cloth ropes. Soldiers and medics did what
they could. The natives, who had been told that the invading
"varbarians" would kill end rape, watched with amazement as the
Americens provided food and medical csre; an old men who had killed
his daughter wept in bitter remorse. . . .

More than 350 suicide boats were captured and destroyed by the
77th in the Kerame Islands. . . . According to captured instructions,
three boats would attack s ship simultaneously, each seeking a vital
spot to relesse its charge. + . « /the/ pilots were promoted two grades
upon assignment and received preferentisl treatment. After completion
of their missions they were to receive promotion to second lieutenant;
obviously, most such promotions would be posthumous. . . .

Nothing illustrates so well the great difference between the
fighting in the Pscific and that in Burope as the small number of
military prisoners taken on Okinawa. At the end.of May the III
Amphibious Corps had captured only 128 Jepanese soldiers. At the same °
time, efter two months of fighting in southern Okinawe, the four
divisions of the XXIV Corps had taken only 90 military prisoners. The
77th Division, which had been in the center of the line . . . had
taken only 9 during all that time. Most of the enemy taken prisoner
either were badly wounded or were unconscious; they could not prevent
capture or commit suicide before falling into American hands.

In the light of these prisoner figures there is no question as to
the state of Jspanese moralé. The Japanese soldier fought until he
was killed. There was only one kind of Japanese casualty--the deads. « o

Casualties on the Americen side were the hesviest of the Pacific
WATe o o o '

Nonbattle casualties were numerous, a lerge percentage of them
being neuropsychistric or "combat fatigue" cases. . . . The most
importent cause of this was unquestionably the great amount of enemy
artillery and mortar fire, the heaviest concentratlons experienced in
the Pacific Wer. Another cause of men's nerves giving wey wass the
unending close-in battle with a fensticel foe. The rate of psychiastric
cases was probably higher on Okinawe. than in any previous operation in
the Pacific.

3. From the semi-official U. S. Navy history of the Okinawa campaign=12

128amuel Eliot Morison, Victory in the Pacific 1945, Vol. XIV of
History of United States Navel Operations in World Wer II (Little,
Brown and Company, Boston, 1961), 233, 239, 280, 282.
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/The suicidel Japanese Kemikeze missions' destructive
impact on the U. S. Nevy's forces in the Okinawa csmpaign
is described. The Kamikeze attacks caused heavier losses
than were incurred in eny other navel cempaign in the war,
end the anticipation of more "was disquieting.!/ -

L. Two high officers of the Japanese air force explained their
planned relience on the kamikaze egainst the planned American invasion
of Japan:13

Lieutenant Genersl Tazoe 4. «

NThe air force plan wes 1o attack the Allied fleet by Kamikaze
plenes, and for that purpose the full air force led by the commanding
general was made ready to destroy the Allied ships near the shore. e
expected annihiletion of our entire air ‘force, but we felt thet it was
our duty. The army and navy each had 4,000-5,000 planes for this '

. purpose. Of that force, waves of 300-400 plenes at the rate of one

wave per hour for cach of the army and navy would have been used to
oppose & landing on Kyushu. '

"Ye thought we could win the war by using Kemikaze plenes on the
ships offshore; the ground forces would handle those which got through.
The srmy could not put out of fective resistence without the air arm,
but we intended doing the best we could even if we perished. The entire
nevy and army air forces volunteered as Kemikaze and there was sufficient
fuel for these attacks.

"Bpsed on the Leyte and Okinawa experiences, i1t wes contempleted
that one out of four planes (of the .8,000-9,000 available for special
otteck) would sink or damege an Allied shipe o o

"The eir general srmy hed been following a policy of conserving
sirereft for the purpose of countering the expected invasion. « « « We
hed 5,000 pilots with enough experience for special attack against
invasion end 3,000 more in training... o o : ,

13Assistant Chief of Air Staff - Intelligence, Headquarters, Army
Air Forces, Mission Accomplished: Interrogations of Jepanese
Industrial Military and Civil Lesders of World ¥ar 1L (U. S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 1946), 34-35.

1414. Gen. Noburu Tazoe was Chief_of Staff, Alr General Army
(equivelent to our Army Air Force). /Editor's note/

15The southernmost island of Japan. If Japan had_not surrendered,
Kyushu was scheduled for invesion in November, 1945, [Editor's note/

Tra

3 3




16

General Kewabe ~¢ «

"T know that you in the United States found it more difficult to
menufacture crews than plenes end did everything possible to rescue
the crews, but our strategy was aimed solely at the destruction of
your fleet, and transport fleet when it lended in Jepan. It was not
very difficult to menufacture second-rate plenes, theat is, mekeshift
plenes, end it wes not difficult to train pilots for just such a duty;
and since pilots were willing, we had no shortage of volunteers. « « o

"But, I wish to explein something, which is very difficult thing
and which you mey not be able to understend. The Japanese to the very
end, believed that by spiritusl means they could fight on equal terms
with you, yet by any other comparison it would not appear equal. We
believed our spiritusl confidences in victory would balance any
scientific adventages and we had no intention of giving up the fight.

"You call our Kemikaze attacks "suicide" attacks. This is a mis-
nomer and we feel very badly about your calling them "suicide" attacks.

" They were in no sense Wsuicide." The pilot did not start out on his

mission with the intention of committing sulcide. He looked upon him-
self as a human bomb which would destroy a certain pert of the enemy
fleet for his country. They considered it e glorious thing, while
suicide mey not be so glorious.” .

5, A kemikeze pilot writes his last letter home 17

' Zﬁhe letter indicates a desire to show bravery,
patriotic fervor, and affection toward fomily,/

16Lt. Gen. Masekazu Kewsbe was Commending Generai, Air General Army -
and Director of Kamikaze Operations, Philippines and Okinawa Campaigns.
/Editor's notg/

17Desmond Flower and Edmund Reeves (eds.), The War 1939-1945
(Cassell & Company Ltd., London, 1960), 743. :
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* SECTION II

] o WAS USE OF THE A-BOMB A MILITARY NECESSITI?

z A. Judgments by Americens

In the spring and summer of 1945, as the war approached its final
stages, a momentous controversy bolled up emong Americe's military
leaders. The Army on one side, and the Navy and Air Force on the
other, put forth opposing views as to the best wsy to defeat Japan.
The question as to whether or not'we would use-fhe atomic bomb depended

on the outcome of this dispute.

1. The Army's view 1s presented by Secretary of Wer Henry L. Stimson.

He hed rendered distinguished service to & number of Presidents, both
i Republicaen and Democratic, before the war. As Secretary of War under . %

Roosevelt and Truman, he wes one of the few political figures who parti-

~§ cipated in every phase of the plenning and direction of the stomic bomb

project. 'There is little doubt thet Stimson's opinion, strongly

supported by the Army's Chief of Staff, General George C. Marshall,

carried more weight in Washington than that of any other official except

perhaps the ?resident.

T P L R AP

The following detalled analysis by Stimson eppesred in 194.7:1

/Stimson expleins the use of the atomic bomb as the best
means, considering the circumstences he describes, of achieving
 his chief purpose of gaining victory for the United States
with the leest possible cost in lives./

THenry L. Stimson end McGeorge Bundy, On Active Service in Pence
Wor (Harper end Brothers, New York, 1947), 617, 618-619, 624, 625- ;
627, 631-632, 633. , L ;
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2e At a meeting with the President on June 18, 1945, the Army's Chief

of Staff expounds the necessity of invading Japan:2

General Marshall said that it wes his personal view ‘that the opera-
tion against Kyushu was the only course to pursue. He felt that air
4 power alone was not sufficient to put the Japsnese out of the war. It
. _ wes unable to put the Germans out « » » . Ageinst the Jepanese, scattered
f through mounteinous country, the problem would be much more difficult
1 than it had been egainst Germeny, He felt that this plan offered the
E only wey the Japanese could be forced inta a.feeling of utter helpless-
ness.

3. General Dougles MacArthur was the Army's top field commander in
the Pacific throughout World Wer II. His recommendstions to his

immediate superior, General Masrshall, plsyed an important role in the

over-all plenning of operstions sgainst Japan:3

/MacArthur indicates that the Japenese were on the verge )
3 of "collapse and surrender" st the end of the Phillipine ol
3 . cempeign and he recommended a direct attack on the Japanese ‘ o
mainlend. He slso claims a lack of knowledge of the atomic o
bomb until "just prior to the attack on Hiroshime."/ :

N T "
AR S Mot e SRR s R R B s

bee Senior officers of the U. S. Nevy dissented from Stimson's,

Marshall's end MecArthur's recommendations. Admirel Williem D. Leahy

hed been Chief of Neval Operations before the war, and served‘from 1942 i
g : to 1945 as personal military adviser to Presidents Roosevelt and Truman. - |
§ In his memoirs Leehy states:4
7 [Ekahy argues that Japan would have eventually surrendered,
at the cost of the fewest lives, with the naval blockade and

2, _ that neither an invesion nor the dropping of the atomic bomb
were necessary to gain victory./

2U. S. Department of State, Foreign Relations & the United States,
Diplomstic Papers: The Conference of Berlin (Potsdam) 1945 (U. S. '
Government Printing Office, Weshington, D. C., 1960) I, 906. (This
3 : gource is referred to hereafter ss Potsdem Pepers.)

4
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3Douglas MacArthur, Reminiscences (McGraw-Hill Book Company, New ;
York, 1964), 260-261, 262. - . i

ifilliem D. Leahy, I Wag There (Whittlesey House, New York, 1950), ;
259, 384-385, 441, ' !
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; 5, If, as Leahy claims, the victory over Japan was primarily a navel

; victory, then no man bore & greater responsibility for it than Admiral

é " Ernest J. King, Cormender-in-Chief of the U. S. Fleet and Chief of

] Naval Operetions from 1941 to 1945. Here King sheds a revealing light
upon the decision-meking processs?

i Zﬁing also indicetes an opposition to en invasion and

1 feels the President and Army underestimated the_potential

: of a nsval blockade for bringing about victory./

; 6. Generel H. H. Arnold commended the Army Air Force in World War II.

5 Not surprisingly, his reasons for disegreeing with the Army's views

6

ere different from those of the naval commanders:

ernold contends that conventional bombing might very
well have ceused the Jepznese to surrender and that, in eny
case, it was a major factor in the eventual surrender.

7. The ultimate choice rested in the4hands of President Harry S. Truman,

Although he relied heavily on the advice of Stimson and Mershall, Trumen

il - A RARL S

has elways accepted full responsibility for the final decision to use

the atomic bomb, Here, in hils typicaelly emphetic menner, he states the

e 5 S R
L el T e i, -

overriding considerstions thet determined his gecisions?

SErnedt J. King and Walter M. Whitehill, Flect Admirsel King: A .
Neval Record (W.(W. Norton & Co., New York, 1952), 598, 621. p

6y, H, Arnold, Global Mission (Harper end Brothers, New York, 1949),
. 595, 596, 598.

TLetter, Trumen to Prof. J. L. Cate, Jenvary<12, 1953, cited in -
Weslay F. Craven and James L. Cate, eds., The Army Air Forces in World 3
War II, Yol. V, The Pecific: Matterhorn g Negaseki, June 1944 Lo 4
Augugt 1945 (University of Chicego Press, Chlcego, 1953), 712-713. . 1
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/Trumen recounts his celling of a meeting of his
advisors to decide "what should be done with this awful
] weapon." After being advised that an invasion would cost
between 250,000 and 1,000,000 American lives, he decided to
drop the bomb on Hiroshime end Nagasaki if the Japenese
re jected an ultimatum. He asserts that his decision "ended

the war, seved lives.!/

3 B. Judgment from Britsin

; ' Among those consulted on the decision to use the atomic bomb,

3 none was more universelly respected then Prime Minister Winston Churchill,

n the following excerpt took place during
8

The discussions he describes i

the Potsdsm Conference, near Berlin:

| [Gmrehill cleims that the decision to use the bomb was

never questioned by the British end that 1% wes the right )
i decision since it brought a speedy end to the wer and saved

i ' the American_and British lives that would have been lost in

; en invasion

C. Judpments from Japan | §
1 How sccurate were Allled estimates of Japan's gbility to coptinue |

;% the wer? The materlal presented here reflects the actusl situation in ;

Since 1t comes from sources inside

Japen during the wer's f}nal months,

3 Japan, it wes of course not available to Americens until after the wer.

1. In April, 1945, the aged Admirel -Beron Kantaro Suzuki wes eppointed

Prime Minister of Japan, with explicit instructions from the Emperor

F . to find some honorable way to end the wer. One of Suzuki's first

der his chlef cabinet secretary to carry out a detalled
Here ere the highlights of his

sctiona wes to or

survey of the Japanese wer economy.

8Winston S. Churchill, Triumph and Tragedy (Houghton Mifflin Co.,
Boston, 1953), 637-639. |
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] _secretery's report, depicting the situation in early June, 1945.9

A. Genersl

. The ominous turn of the wer, coupled with the increasing tempo

4 of eir raids is bringing sbout grest disruption of lend end ses communi-
} cations end essentisl wer production. The food situation was worsened.
It hes become increasingly difficult to meet the requirements of total
wer. Moreover, it hes become necessery to pey cereful attention to the

trends in public sentiment.

B. Netionesl Trends in General

Morale is high, but there is dissetisfaction with the present
) regime. Criticisms of the government and the militery are increesing.
b The people ere losing confidence in their leesders, snd the gloomy omen
of deterioretion of public morsle is present. The spirit of public
sscrifice is legging and emong leeding intellectusls there are some
who advocete pesce negotiations as a way oute « o o

C. Menpower |

1., As compered with materiesl resources, there is a relative sur-
plus of menpower, but there is no efficient exploitation of ite + o &

o T e Ey e g i o e

2. The physicel standard end birth rate of the people sre on the
down grade. « i o

D. Trensportation and Communicetion

Transportation is faced with insurmountable difficuliies because of
fuel shortages, mounting fury of enemy ettacks on our lines of communi-
cations, end insufficient manpower in cargo handlinge « «

Transport cepacity of the railways will drop to helf thet of the
previous year due to the enemy aly ettack end our inability to mein-
tain construction snd repsirs on an efficient level. It is feared that
railway transportation will become confined to local areaS. « o v

4 E. Msterisl Resources « « . |

! -

! There is a strong possibility that a considerable portion of the
: verious indugstrial areas will have to suspend operation for lack of
coals ¢ o o

Tt is becoming increasingly difficult to meintain production of
alrcrafte o o« o

YHisntsune Sokomiza, "Survey of Natural Resources as of 1-10 June :
; ' 1945," included as Appendix A-2 in The United States Strategic Bombing -
{ Survey, Jepan's Struggle to End the ier (U, S. Government Printing

| Offich, Washington, D. C., 1946), 16-18.
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F, Netlonal Living Conditions

1. Foodstuffs., The food situation has grown worse and a crisis
will be reached at the end of this year. The people will have to get

- along on.an absolute minimum of rice and salt required for subsistance

considering the severity of air raids, difficulties in transportation,
and the appearance of starvation conditions in the isoleted sections
of the nation. , « &

2. Living conditions. From now on prices will rise sharply
bringing on inflation which will seriously undermine the wartime

econoye o o« «

2. The author of the next selection is a native-born, white American

woman from Tennessee'who, in 1931, met, fell in love with and married

a young Japanese diplomat, $She lived through the war years in_Japan

with her husband and young daughter. After the war she described her
experiences in a revealing book, from which the three brief passages

presented below portray incidents which took place in 1944 and early

1945310

/This selection indicates the quiet desperation of the
Japanese people toward the end of the war. Despite broadcasts
of victories, the people were becoming more ‘and more resigned
to ultimate defeat and child employment, the increase in
beggars and the arming of the people with bamboo spears
were all telling signs

D, Judgment Af'ter the Fect

The United States Strategic Bombing Survey was ;stablished by
Presidential order toward the end of tﬁe war to investigate the effects
of our aerisl attacks on Germany end Japan. The Survey's inquiries in
Japan included interrogations of ﬁore than 700 leading figures of the

Japanese government, armed forces and industry. It also recovered and

10Gwen Terasaki, Bridge to ﬁhé Sun (University of North Carolina
Press, Chapel Hill, 1957), 134,135, 148-150,
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translated many documents, such as the Sakomizu report presented above,
The report from which the following selection has been drawn presented

the Survey's final conclusions as to the various factors ‘which contri-

buted to Japan's surrender:11

1, Blockade of Japan's sea communications exploited the basic
yulnerability of en island enemy which, with inherently second-power
resources, was struggling to enlarge its cepabilities by milking the
raw materisls of a rich conquered area. . o o The blockade prevented
exploitation of conquered resources, kept Japan's economy off balance,

.created shortages of materials which in turn 1imited wsr production,

end deprived her of oil in amounts sufficient to immobilize fleet and
air units and to impair training. . . . The direct military and
economic limitations imposed by shortages created virtually insoluble
political as well as economic problems. . « » The speciel feeling of
vulnerability to blockade, to which a dependent 1slend people are ever
subject, increased and dramatized, especially to the leaders, the hope-
lessness of their position and favored the growing conviction that the

defeat was inevitable.

2, While the blockade was delinitive in strangling Japan's war
mobilizetion and production, it cannot be considered separately from

‘the pressure of our concurrent military operations, with which it

formed & sheers that scissored Jepan's military potentiel into an
ineffectual remnant. In the early engagements that stemmed the Japanese
advence and in the subsequent battle for bases, the application of our
air power . « . enabled us lergely to destroy ker navy and reduce her
pir forces to impotence before the home ipglends could be brought under
direct air atteck. . o  Jepan's principal lend armies were in fact
never defeated, a consideration which also supported the military's
continued last-ditch resistance to the surrender decisior. It never-
theless appears that after the loss of the Marianas in July-August

1944, the military commends, though uncanvinced of final victory,

viewed defense against our subsequent operatlons as affording an
opportunity for only a limited success, a tacticel victory which might,
so they hoped, hasve created a purchase from which to try for a negotiated
peace under terms more favorable than unconditional surrender.

3, + . o The timing of the strategic bombing attack affected its
role in the surrender decision. After the Marienas were lost but before
the first attacks were flown in November 1944, Tojo hed been unseated
and pescemakers introduced into the Government as promlnent elements.

. + « These attacks became definitive in the surrender decision because

11United States Strateglic Bombing Survey, Jepan's Struggle fo End
the Wap (U, S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 1946), 10~ z
1 .
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they broadened the realization of defeat by Bringing it home to the
people and drametized to the whole natlon what the small peace party
already knew. They proved day in and dey out, and night after night,
that the United States did control the air end could exploit it... . &

L. When Japan was defemnted without invasion, e recurrent question
arose as to what effect the threat of a home-~island invasion had had
upon the surrender decision. It was contended thet the threat of in-
vasion, if not the actual operation, was a requirement to induce
acceptance of the surrender terms. On this tangled issue the evidence
and hindsight are clear. The fact is, of course, that Japan did
surrender without invesion, end with 1ts principal ermles intact. . . &
The responsible leaders in power read correctly the true situstion and
embraced surrender well before invaglion was expected.

5. So long as Germeny remained in the war that fact contributed
to the core of Japanese resistance. . . . The significent fact, however,
1s thet Japan was pursuing peace before the Nazls collepsed, and the
impoverishment and fragmentation of the German people had already
afforded a portent of similar consequences for an intransigent Japan.

6. The Hiroshims snd Nagasakl atomic bombs did not defeat Japan,
nor by the testimony of the enemy leaders who ended the war did they
persuade Japan to accept unconditional surrender. The Emperor, the
Lord Privy Seal, the Prime Minister, the Forelgn Minister, and the Navy
Minister had decided as eerly as May of 1945 that the war should be
ended even 1f it meant acceptance of defeat on allied terms. The Wer
Minister and the two chlefs of staff opposed unconditional surrender.
The impact of the Hiroshima attack was to bring further urgency and
Jubrication to the machinery of echieving peace, primarily by contrib-
uting to a situation which permitted the Prime Minister to bring the
Emperor overtly and directly into a position where his decision for
immediate acceptance of the Potsdam Decleration could be used to
override the remaining objectors. Thus, although the atomic bombs
changed no votes of the Supreme War Direction Council concerning the

Potsdem terms, they did foreshorten the war and expedite the peaces « «

Based on a detailed investigation of all the facts and supported
by the testimony of the surviving Japanese leaders involved, 1t 1s the
Survey!s opinion that certainly prior to 31 December 1945, and in ell |
probability prior to 1 November 1945, Japan would have surrendered even
1f the atomic bombs had not been dropped, even if Russia had not entered
the war, end even i1f no invesion had been planned or contemplated.
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SECTION III

WAS THERE A BETTER WAY 10 WIN THE VAR?

As the time drew near for the final showdown with Jgpan, Americens
were considering two proposals for inducing the Jepanese to surrenders.
The hope was that the invasion of Japan and.use of the atomic bomb on
a Japanese clty might both be rendefed unnecessary. One of the pro-
posels discussed in this gection was asdvocated by some, but not ell, of
the atomic scientists. It won the support of some importent politicel
figures ﬁs well, The other prﬁposal wes suggested by a respected
diplomat with long experience in Jepan, His idea came to be espoused

by seversl top leaders including the President.

This section presents these two fateful discussions as they took
place, along with some afterthoughts from both the American slde and
the Japanese. Whothof'either proposal or both might have worked will

forever remein one of the history's most tantalizing questions.

" A The Azony of the Atomie Selentists

No more fearsome specter haunted the Alliea etatesmgn of World Wer
II than the possibility that Germany might be first to produce an atomic
weapon, Germany had led the world in nuelear physics since the tuwn of
the century, After the advent of Hitler in 1933, there were Indications
that the Nazi regime was sponsgoring a secret atomic research project.

Actually a number of Germeny's top scieptists went into exlle
during the 1930's, Some were dilsmissed from German universitles and
1aboratories because they were Jewlsh and hence anathema to0 the anti=-

Semitic Nazis. Others regigned and left Germany voluntarily rather
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than serve the Nazi regime. The pattern was repeated elsewhere in

western Europe as the Nazl drive for world conqnést gained ground in the

" 1ate 1930's and early 40's. Still, enough first-class sclentists did

" pemain in Germany to keep the danger of a Nazi A-bomb ceaselessly

alive in the minds of Allled war planners.

It was the refugee scientists in the West who played the leading
role in the development of the bomb. The brilliant roster included
among others: Nlels Bohr of Denmark; Albert Einsteln, James Franck,
Eugene Wigner, and Hans Bethe of Germany; Leo Szilerd and Edward Teller
of Hungary; and Enrico Fermi of Italy. The historic first step was &
letter drafted by Leo Szilard, signed by Albngﬂg;nstein, and addressed
to President Franklin D. Roosevelt on August 2, 1939. It informed the
President that recent discoverles indicated that a new form of energy
might now be derived from atomic fission; that this atomic energy might
be usable in an incredibly powerful new weapon; that the Germans might
already be developing such & weapon; and that the U. S. government
should therefore take steps to encourage atomie research. Out of this _
letter eventpally came the top-secret, two-billion-dollar "Manhatian
Projecﬁ" which, nearly slx years later, produced the bomb.

But in early 1945, when the bomb was atill several months from
completion, startling news reached the sclentists. Speclal teams of"
investigators, racing into Germeny with advance units of Allled troops,
had discovered that the Germans were not even close to developlng &n
stomic bomb., For some of the very scientists who had contributed most
to creating the bomb, there began a grave crisls of conscilence. With

Germany out of the war and Jepan visibly weakening, might not some
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alternative be found to prevent their monstrous brainchild from being
unleashed upon the world? ,

1. The atomic scientists discussed fhis problem at all:of the bomb's
far-flung installations, but the chief center of agitation was the
Mstallurgical Laboratory at the University of Chicago. Here, on June
11, 1945, the seven scientists of the Committee of Social and Political
Implications, headed by Nobel Prize winner James Franck, produced what
has become the most celebrated protest statement.of the period. Note-
worthy among its signers was Leo Szilard, the man who with Einstein had
fathered the whole project. Franck went to Washington and tried to
present the petition personally to Secretaery of War Stimson, but the
latter was out of town and the petition had to be left with one of his

assistants,’
[Ehe scientists argue against a surprise atomic bomb

attack on Japan and recommend a demonstration of the bomb

"before the eyes of representatives of all the United Nations,

on the desert or a barren islend.'
2., Perhaps the most brilliant galaxy of sclentific talent ever
assembled was that which worked at the super-secret atomic bomb labora-
tory high atop a mesa at remote Los Alemos, New Mexico. Here too the
scientists debated how and whether the bomb should be used, but no
concerted action was ever taken. Edward Teller, & key physicist at

Los Alamos and later famous as "father of the H-bomb," here indicates

at least part of the reeson,?

1 Committee of Soclal end Political Implications, "Before Hiroshima:
A Report to the Secretary of War, June 1945," Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists, Vol. I, No. 1, May 1, 1946, 2, 3-4, 16.

2Edwerd Teller, with Allen Brown, The Legacy of Hiroshime (Doubleday
& Co., Inc., Garden City, New York, 1962), 13-1i.
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[EBller expresses regret that he did not go agalnst
Oppenheimer!s advice and circulate to all the Los Alamos
sclentists Szilerd's petition against a surprise attack on
Japan, He suggests that a very high-altitude nuclear
5 explosion would have prompted Japanese surrender after
J threatened with a low-altitude explosion next, and that
this could have been achieved with a loss of no livea;7
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; 3. In May 1945 President Trumen appointed a high-level "Interim

% Committee," with Stimson as chairman, to advise him on all implications
of atoric energy. A distinguished Scientific Penel of atomic speclal-
ists was.set up as consultant to the Committee: Arthur H. Compton,

J. Robert Oppenheimer, Enrico Fermi; Ernest O. Lawrence. The Interim
Committee and Scientific Panel held their first joint meeting on May 31,

1945.
In the following excerpt from his memoirs, Compton, a member of

the Scientific Panel; recalls the discussions on that occasion. He

the tight 11ttle commmity of atomic sclentists,” 4

: [After an intensive investigation it was decided by the

3 _ Interim Committee that there seemed to be no acceptable alter-
i - native to "direct military use" of the bomb. Counter-petitions
4 A from scientists both for and against military use of the bomb,
;f ' ©  or against an attack without prior demonstration, were clir-

| , culated. One opinion poll of the scientists was taken that

| " 4ndicated that 87% were in favor of military use of the bomb,

{ ' at least after other means of getting a surrender were tried.

) Compton agreed with this position when the question was put

g to him by Washington,/

? 3Arthur H. Compton, Atomic Quest (Oxford University Press, New
| York, 1956), 238-244, 246-247.

4Henry L. Stimson, "The Decision To Use The Atomic Bomb,"~§g;pgzlg
Magazine 194 (February 1947), 101.

O

then goes on ta deacribe the ensﬁing controversies that split wide open




4. The sclentista' agitation for a warning before use 6f the bomb
was soon reflected elsewhere in the government. ILewls L.vStrauss,
then a Navy Department official, later Chairmen of the Atomic Energy
e Commission, was an active advocate of the idea, Within the Interim
2 : Committee, whose June 1 recommendation was unanimous in favor of
dropping the bomb without warning, sentiments like those of the Franck S
Report began to be heard. On June 27 Undersecretary of the Navy Ralph
: A. Bard delivered the following memerandum to the Interim Committee
] | thereby becoming the only member of that Committee to dissent formally

from its recommendation:5 : g

Zﬁard proposes a meeting with representatives of the
Jepanese government "somewhere on the Chine coast" in which 3
i the Japanese could be informed about Russia's position, the gt
1 proposed use of the atomic bomb and assurances with regard f
. to treatment of the Emperor and Japanese nation following
i unconditional surrender,/

!
| |
3 5., In this case as in ell others, the final declsion devolved upon | §

. |
|

President Truman:6

[Truman relates the conclusions of the advlisory
H committee of scientists and the Interim committee that the
4 | bomb should be used on a military target without prior
1 warning and asserts that he regarded the bomb as a military
; weapon and "never had any doubt that it should be used."/

X B, The "Unconditional Surrender" Proble
By the spring of 1945 the more realistic among Japan's leaders had

recognized that their military fortunes were worsening rapidly. They

3 5nyas A-Bomb on Japan a Mistake?", August 15, 1960,

6Harry S. Truman, Yesr of Deciglong (Doubledey & Company, Inc., é
Garden City, New York, 1955), 419. :
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begen to cast about for some means to end the war but still hoped to
avoid total humiliation by obtaining negotiated peace. This plan faced
one great obstacle: America's spokesmen had insisted ever slnce

Pearl Harbor that "unconditional surrender! was the only peace offer
they would consider.

1., Early in July, after some desultory Japanese peace feelers through
Sweden and Switzerland had évoked no response, Japan decided to request
the Soviet Union to megiate;with the Allies. At that time the Ruselans
were still neutral in the war ageinst Japan. None of Japan's leaders
¥new that the Russiens, at American insistence, had already promised

to enter this war. _

The following are excerpts from the supposedly secret dispatches
by Japanese Foreign Minister Togo to hls ambassador in Moscow, dated
July 11 and 12, 19457 Meny similer messages were sent in the ensuing
weeks. A crucial point to keep in mind is that the Amerlcans hed
broken Japan's secret cédes early in thevwar, and hence were able to
intercept and decode all such meséages. Throughout the weeks leading
up to‘Hiroshima, President Truman and the other American statesmen |
were aware of Japan's increasingly desperate but unévailing efforts to
negotiate, No direct response was ever made to these overtures.

The foreign and domestic situation for the Empire is very serlous,
and even the termination of the war is now being considered privately.
Therefore . . « we are also sounding out the extent to which we might
employ the U.S.S.R. in connection with the termination of the war . . .

meet with Molotov immediately . . . please explain our attitude as
follows « « o :

TPotsdem Papers, I, 874-876.
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"Wo consider the meintenance of peace in Asia as one aspect of
meintaining world peace. We have no intention of annexing or taking
possession of the areas which we have been occupying es a result of
the war. « « &

"His Majesty the Emperor is greatly concerned over the deily
4 increasing calamities and sacrifices faced by the citizens of the
% verious belligerent countries in this present war, and it 1s His
4 Majesty's heart's desire to see the swift termination of the war. In
1 the Greater East Asia War, however, as long as America and England
g insist on unconditional surrender, our country has no alternatlve but
3 to see it through in an all-out effort for the sake of survival and the
B honor of the homeland. . « "

2. No American tﬁought more deeply aﬁout the demand for unconditional
surrender and its probable effect on the Japanese than Joseph C. Grew.
He had been United States ambassador to Japan during the ten years

% leading up to Pearl Harbor. Throughout the war he served as a key
diplomatic adviser to Presldents Roosevelt and Trumen. His proposal
and the fate it suffered raise interesting questions ebout complex

f' procésses of high-level decision—making:S: 9

f [Erew discusses his attempts to get the American govern-
3 ment to state to the Japanese that their surrender did not

- mean the end of the present dynasty i1f the people desired

| its retention. Such a statement, he felt, would have

: ' hastened surrender, but the timing never seemed appropriate,
as under certein circumstances such a statement might have
appeared to be "a confession of weakness.!/

; ' 0
] . 3, Secretary of War Stimson reflects on the Grew proposal:1

8Jbseph C. Grew, Turbulent Era, Walter Johnson, ed. (Houghton
Mifflin Co., Boston, 1952), II, 1421-1426.

% quotation in the selection was taken from a letter to Mr., Henry
L. Stimson, February 12, 1947.

. 6"‘OHenry L. Stimson and McGeorge Bundy, On Active Service, 622,
28"‘ 290
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§ thimson notes his agreement with the Grew proposal but
. e also relates how such a statement would have rubbed some
high officlals the wrong way and be interpreted as appease=
; ment. Although there were some indications of a weakening
3 in the Jepanese resolve, it was felt that this was the time
+o0 push toward victory with all possible means. Stimson
admits that the decision "on the question of the Emperor, "
might be_looked upon by history as a factor in prolonging
the war

{ 4e Harry Trumen had only been President three months when he
attended the Potsdam Conference (July 17-August 2, 1945) as one of the
"Big Three" in the formidable company of Winston Churchill and Joseph
Stalin, On some important questions Trumen tended to rely on the
3 advice tended by Churchill, who was vastly more experienced in this
arena. The British Prime Minister related the advice he gave on the
problem of unconditional surrender and stated his confident expecta-
tions as to the intentions of American statesmen on this problem,
expectations subsequently unfulfilled:11
[Churchill indicates his belief, after dlscussions
with Truman, that the United States_would not insist on a
Japanese "unconditional surronder.!/ :

5. The man who may havé played the most crucial behind-the-scenes
role in these dlscussions was Cordell Hull. He had been Secretary of

e S O p T o2 20

State for eleven of the twelve years of Franklin D, Roosevelt's"

presideacy, retiring in November 1944 for reasons of 111 health. In ns

Memoirs, Hull related:1?

1 yinston S. Churchill, Triumph and Iragedy, 641642,

12Cordell Hull, Memoixs (The Macmillan Company, New York, 1948), II,
*1593-15%. - i
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/Hull relates his experience in advising Secretery of

State Byrnes to not allow for the continuance of the
- Emperor in the Potsdam declaration as it would seem too
much like appeasement and o delay its release until after

the "elimax of Allied bombing and Russia's entry into the
war." He notes that he received a statement from Byrnes

which was in basic agreement with him on these points

6. One of President Truman's closesh advisers, James F. Byrnes, was

nemed Secretary of State early in July, 1945 on the eve of the Potsdam

Conference. Fifteen years later he defended his attitude on this

question in an interview published in U, 5. News and World Repgr§z13

Zﬁyrnes claims that no guarantee had been made to keep
the Emperor as an institution and that any such guarantee

would probably not have helped to open negotiations sooner

C. The Potsdam Declaration and the
Japanese Reaction

1. The final product of these many-sided deliberations was the

Potgdam Declaration, issued on July 26, 1945. The words used in ite-

ged=-~have become one of the

14

and even more significantly the words not u

most controversial issues 4n modern history.

PROCLAMATION CALLING FOR THE SURRENDER OF JAPAN,
APPROVED BY THE HEADS OF GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED
STATES, CHINA, AND THE UNITED KINGDOM o« o o

(1) We, the President of the United States, the President of the
Nationel Government of the Republic of Chine and the Prime Minister of
Great Britain, representing the hundreds of millions of our countrymen,
have conferred and agree that Japan shall be given an opportunity to

end thls ware.

13y, S. News and World Report, August 15, 1960, 66-67.
14potgdam Papers, II, 1474-1476.
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(2) The prodigious land, sea and air forces of the United States,
the British Empire and of China, many times reinforced by their ermles
and eir fleets from the west are poised to strike the final blows upon
Japan., This military power 1s sustained and inspired by the determina-
tion of =1l the Allied nations to prosecute the war against Japan until
she ceases to resist.

(3) The result of the futile and senseless German resistance to
the might of the aroused free peoples of the world stands forth in
swful clarity as an exampie to the people of Japan. The might that now
converges on Japan 1s immeasurably greater than that which, when
applied to the resisting Nazls, necessarily laid waste to the lends, the
industry and the method of 1ife of the whole German people. The full
application of our military power, backed by our resolve, will mean the
inevitable and complete destruction of the Japanese armed forces and
just as inevitably the utter devastation of the Japanese homeland.

(4) The time has come for Japan to decide whether she will con-
tinue to be controlled by those self-willed milita/r_/istic advisers
whose unintelligent calculations have brought the Empire of Japan to
the threshold of annihilation, or whether she will follow the path of
reason. .

(5) Following are our terms. We will not deviate from them.
There are no alternatives. We shall brook no delay.

(6) There must be eliminated for all time the authority and
influence of those who have deceived and misled the people of Japan
into embarking on world conquest, for we insist that a new order of
peace, securlty and Justice will be impossible until irresponsible
militarism is driven from -the world.

(7) Until such a new order is established and until there 1s con-
vineing proof that Japan's war-making power is destroyed, points in
Japanese territory to be designated by the Allles shall be occupied to
gecure the achievement of the basic objectlves we are here setting
forth,

(8) The terms of the Cairo Decleratlon shall be carried out and
Japanese sovereignty shall be 1imited to the islands of Honshu,
Hokkeido, Kyushu, Shikoku and such minor islands as we determine.

(9) The Japenese military forces, after being completely disarmed,
shall be permitted to return to thelr homes with the opportunity to
lead peaceful and productive lives.

(10) We do not intend that the Jepanese shall be enslaved 2s &
race or destroyed as /e_/ nation, but stern justice shall be meted out
to all war criminals, including those who have visited cruelties upon

s mmy wiz W N . s P T =
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j our prisoners. The Japanese government shall remove all obstacles to

1 the revival and strength[ég/ing of democratic tendencies among the

4 Japanese people. Freedom of speech, of religion, and of thought, as
well as respect for the fundamental human rights shall be established.

3 (11) Japan shall be permitted to meintain such industries as will

3 : sustain her economy and permit the exaction of Jjust reparations in
kind, but not those industries which would enable her to re-arm for
wer. To this end, access to, as distinguished from control of raw
materials shall be permitted. Eventual Jepanese participatlon in
world trade relations shall be permitted.

i (12) The occupying forces of the Allies shall be withdrawn from

% Japan as soon as these objectives have been accomplished and there has
: been established in accordance with the freely expressed will of the
Japanese people a peacefully inclined and responsible government.

(13) We call upon the Government of Japan to proclaim now the
unconditional surrender of all the Japanese armed forces, and to pro-
vide proper and adequate assurances of their good falth in such action,
The elternative for Japan 1s prompt and utter destruction.

2, Foreign Minister Togo's account of the frantic intriguea and de-
3 bates that erupted within the Japsness government when the Potadam

t Declaration was issued may be helpful in evaluating the potential
‘effectiveness of the two proposals which, as we have seon,'were not
explicitly included in the Declaration:5

Zﬁbgo relates the internal workings in the Japanese
government between the time of the recelpt of the Potsdem
Deaclaration and the Japanese surrender., Although he hed
favored a "walt and see" policy upon recelving the
Declaration, the more militant elements persuaded the
Premier to publicly reject it. This led to the bombing
of Hiroshims and Nagasakl and, after debates between the
militant and moderate elements of the government which
are detailed, eventual surrender of the Japanese govern-
ment,/

1
] 155higenori Togo, The Cauge of Japsn (Simon and Schuster, New York,
1956), 311-321,
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SECTION IV
A number of writers have agserted that America's true motlves for
using the atomic bomb were more anti-Soviet than antli-Japanese, This
charge of "atomlic blackmail' is repeated from time to time by the

. Russians and their sllies throughout the world.

Section IV opens with a well-known early statement of the accusa~
ti6n, supplemented by & more recent, slightly different version. These
are followed by a representative sampling of the evidence upon which
the charge is based. The section contclides with a brief opposing

gstatement.,

A, The Accugation
1. In 1948, the same year in which he wrote the book from which this

gdlection is taken, Patrick M, S, Blackett, one of Britein's foremost

atomic sciéentists, won the Nobel Prize in physics. He has since written

and lectured widely on nuclear weapons control,]

/Blackett contends that if saving American lives
was a major goal then there was no reason why the
American government could not wait before dropping the
A-bomb on Japan and see if the Japanese peace proposals
mede through Russia were not acceptable and until the
Rugssian offensive against Japan had run its course. He
cleims that the bomb was dropped when it was in order to
meke sure that the Japanese government surrendered to the
United States alone. Blackett concludes, therefore, that
the dropping of the atomic bombs on Japan was aectually
"the first major operation of_the cold diplomatic war

with Russia now in progress.!/

TPatrick M. S. Blackett, Fenr, Mar and the Bomb (McGraw-Hill Book
Co., New York, 1949), 130-132, 134-135, 139. Originally printed in
England in slightly different form under the title Military and
Political Consequences of Atomic Energy (The Turnstile Press, London,

1948).

T |
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5, 'The author of this 1965 version of the anti-Soviet charge has

worked in Washington, D, C. for a number of years, part of the time

as aagsistant to a Unlted States Senator.2

[The euthor, Gar Alperovitz, takes the position
that though the atomic bomb was not used to keep the
Russien army out of Manchurla, or even to win the war
since 1t could be won by other meens, it was used in
order to impress Russia and, thus, make them '"more

menageeble in Europe.!

B, The Evidence
1, This first group of documents presents the views of Amerlican
military and navel commanders en the question of Soviet entry into the
war against Japan, The United States had actively sought thls slnce
1943 at least, for reasons which General Pouglas MacArthur outlined to
Secretary of the Navy Jemes A, Forrestal in the first document cited

belows3

ZﬁacArthur was of the view that the Russians should be
encouraged to prosecute the war agalnst Jepan in Manchurie
ip order to keep the Japanese army occupied on the Aslen
mpinland so that American forces could more easily attack
the Japanege home islands with "the assurance that the
Japanese would be heavily engaged by the Rugslana in
Manchuria.ﬂ7

By late spring and summer 1945 the situation was drastlcally
altersd, Germany had surrendered, and Jepan was beleaguered in her
home islands. In his memoirs published in 1964, MacArthur expressed
an attitude on the Russian question sharply revised from that reported

26ar Alperovitz, Atomic Diplomscy: Hiroghims and Potsdam (Simon
and Schuster, New York, 1965), 239-242. ,

3The Forpestal Diaries, edited by Walter Millis with the ‘collabora-
tion of E. S. Duffield (The Viking Press, New York, 1951), 31.
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by Forrestal. His expressions of dismay over the concesslons made to
the Russians at the Yalta Conference should be considered in 1light of
the fact that Yalte was held in February, the same month he was ex-
pressing the views noted in the preceding document. %
/MacArthur contends that there was no need of Russian
intervention in the Pacific in 1945 and is quoted as being
shocked that we would make so many concessions to them (at

Yalta) in order to get their participation in the Paclfic
theater ; '

There were those who did declare their opposition to Russien parti-
cipation as early as the Yalta Conference. Among them was Admiral
Leahy. Here he expresses his views as of February 1945, and then goes
on to meke soms points abcut the negotiations at Yalta, incldentally
111uminating the interdependence of problems in widely gseparated parts
of the world:d

[3eahy mekes it clear that, although he did not feel

it was necessary to have Russian aid in order to defeat the

Japanese, he does not think that we made any "dangerous

concessions" to the Russians in order to get their particl-

pation,/ ‘ '

At a crucial meeting of President Truman and his chief military
and naval advisers, held at the White House on June 18, 1945 General
Marshall stated the Army's attitude:6

With reference to clean-up of the Asiatic meinland, our objective

" ghould be to get the Russians to deal with the Japs in Manchuria (and
Korea if necessary)e o o o

4Douglas-M’acArthur, Reminigcences, 261-262,
5Williem D. Leahy, I Wag There, 293, 317-318.
6Potgdam Papers, I, 930-931.
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An important point about Russien participation in the war is that
the impact of Russian entry on the already hopeless Japanese may well
be the declisive action levering them into capitulation at that time or
shortly thereafter if we land in Japan,

Also attending this meeting was Admirel King, the Navy's commander-
in-chief., He agreed with Marshall in principle, but

said he wished to emphasize the point that, regardless of the
desirability of the Russiens entering the wsr, they were not indis-
pensable and he 'did not think we should go so far as to beg them to
come in, While the cost of defeating Japan would be greater there was
no question in his mind but that we could handle it alone. He thought
that the realization of this fact should greatly strengthen the
President's hand in the forthcoming conference.

In mié~July General Dwight D, Eisenhower, at that time Supreme
Commander of the Allied for~es in Europe, conferred informally‘with
‘the President at Potsdam:’ |

/Eisenhower advised Truman that we should not be put in
a position of asking the Soviet government for eid since it
appeared Japan's collapse was imminent and he "7 :irasaw certain
difficulties arising out of such participation.ﬂ7

2. The next group of documents illustrates the attitudes toward Russia
" of some influential American political leaders.

On this lssue as on so many othérs, Secretary Stimson was among

the first to consider post-war as well as irmedliate implications.8

thimson dlscusses the question of whether the atomic
bomb should be shared with other nations and, after detailed
considerations, concludes that we should not share the infor-
mation on the bomb with the U.S.S.R. unless the Russlians
give positive indications of implementing a democratic
government &s described in the Soviet Constitution of 1936;7

7Dwight D. Eisenhower, Crusade in Europe (Doubleday and Company,
Garden City, New York, 1943), 441-442.

8Henry L. Stimson and McGeorge Bundy, On Active Service, 634-641.
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Shortly before Jemes Byrnes was appointed Secretary of State, he

i had a meeting with three atomic scientists. The group was headed by

5 | o Leo Szilard, the physicist who had helped launch the Manhattan Project
but also was now leader in the scientists' movement to deter the |
government from using the bomb. According to Szilard's account, from
which the following is excerpted, the interview provided significant
testimony relating to the problem we are considering.9

/Szilard recounts a discussion with Byrnes in which
Byrnes mentioned that using the bomb on Japan was not
necessary to win the war but that a demonstration of the
bomb could meke Russia more manageable in Europe. Although
Szilard agrees with the first view he expresses strong
2 ' disagreement with the second. He notes how dismayed he was
o ' when Byrnes became Secretary of State;7

e e eS| Ay Sanie g e ek ke < St <
.

Byrnes never made any secret of his feelings about the Russiens,

Byt o R i

as his memoirs amply demonstrate. The two incidents he describes in

these excerpts took place during the Fotsdam Conference. 02 17

S S v

» Zﬁyrnes discusses the implications of the development
- \ of the atomic bomb for the entry of the Russisns into the war
against Jepan, He notes that such a development made it
unnecessary to get the U.S.S.R. into the war but since they
would probably enter anyway they had better be told of ths 3
A-t-mb development. He relates how Truman told Stalin and how ' :
mild Stalin's reaction seemed to be. Byrnes concludes that :
Stalin did not grasp "the full import" of Truman's statement,
3 ' though others felt that he already knew about the new weapon _
§ through the Soviet intelligence service in the United States,/

9Leo Szilard, "A Personal History of the Bomb," The University of
Chicago Roundtable, Septgmber 25’ 1949’ 14—'150

TR TP R ST o I

10James F. Byrnes, All in One Lifetime (Harper end Brothers, New
York, 1958), 297, 300-301.

11The Forrestal Disrles state at page 78: "Talked with Byrnes,
now at Potsdem « o o Byrnes said he was most anxlous to get the ;
Japanese affair over with before the Rusgisns got in, with particular
reference to Dairen and Port Arthur. Once in there, he felt it would

not be easy to get them out." . - i
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Eerlier we noted Winston Churchill's delight when the news of the
successful Alamasgordo test of the atomic bomb was received at Potsdam.
Greatly relleved as he was at this elimination of the neceseity for the

invasion of Japan, he had other grounds for satisfaction, as this

excerpt from his memoirs reveals:12

Zahurchill expresses delight that the development of
the atomic bomb obvisted the entry of the U.S.S.R. into the
war against Japan, thus preventing the necesslty of invasion '
of Jepan with a "protracted slaughter" and allowlng
European problems to be faced "on their merits gnd according
to the broad principles of the United Nations.!/

Preaident Truman sums up his feelings ab the end of the Potsdam
Conference where he experienced his first face to face encounter with
the Russians. There is considerable food for discussion to be gleaned
from a careful comparison of this statement with some of those pre-
cedings13

[Eruman notes that & primary purpose of his trip to

Potsdam wag to get Russie to commit itself to entry into the

war egainst Japan, which was obtained easily. He also

raflects on the feeling he had that the Russians were not

really interested in post~war peace but were trying to

pragss for every advantage they could get. This caused him

tq conclude that Russia should not get "any part in the
contrel of Jepan.!/

C. An Attempted Verdict
An American historian who hsd written a series of* detailed studies
of Far Fastern Diplomatic relations in World War II here attempts to |

strike a balance between the charge and the evidence:14

120inston Churchill, Triumph and Iragedy, 639.
13farry S. Trumen, Yeer of Decisiom, 411-412.

T4Herbert Fels, Jhpég Subdued: The Atomic Bomb and the End of the

War in the Pacific (Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jerse
1961), 181-182. S ’ 7

!/\' ‘/"-\!

- [
R R T T S

AT b 7 D

tad Ny
5 s Y

T e o e i

O et S <2



5 55 v "

il A NIRRT Vv
pti e oo 23ttt et s - - i e o = ¥
© & ~ ~ v oo wites B o e T T T : Ta e et

1 "ol
.

i :
3 34

s ' [Fels states that it is possible, but it 1s only con-
jecture, that the decision to use the bomb was based as
much on thas attempt to monitor "emergent Russien aggression"
as on the goal of defeating Japen. Even in recognizing
this tendency, however, Fels contends that the major goal
of the United States was to achieve a peaceful and stable

post-war world
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SECTION V

=

S IT A MORALLY DEFENSIBLE ACT?

|

1 | The -American consclence has never ceaged questing for answers to
the ethical dilemma posed by Hiroshima. As we have seen, many of those
1 who participated in the meking of the bomb end in the declsion to use
i1t have felt obligated to justify thelr actlons. In the ensuing years
X others have sought to anelyze the problem in the light of generally

¥ : accepted moral principles. '

;? The first group include documents which speak to the question as

to whether the public conscience changed durlng a decade of war. A

25 ~ statement by President Trumen comprises Part B. Part C prasents the {
afterthoughts of four atomic sclentistis. Finally in Part D five military

?L men of World War II expresa their feellngs,

A. Public Conscience in & Decads of War
1. On August 30, 1936, in the early stages of the Spenish Civil War,

k? & single plane bombad Madrid. There.wera casualiles, but no one was

] k{lled. The world wea nonatheless horrified at the thought of a great
%j metropolitan center being attacked from the air,

‘ Nine years later, it was also a single plene that bombed Hiroshima, E
Between these two events lies the bloodiest era in humen history.

The conscience of mankind was ceaselessly assailed by evermounting g

horrors in every quarter of the globe. Hiroshima cannot be properly

understood outside this historical setting,
Following are & selection of headliney from the New York Iimeg, % ?
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interspersed with excerpts from oditorisls,  which reflect the attitude

] evolving in America toward the bombing of citles, Note that the dates

of the headlines are one day later than the events described.

] /The serles of Times headlines and editoriels relate
# the mounting destruction in property and lives caused by
bombings between 1936 and 1945, but, at the same time, the

E declining horror and shock with them. They end with an

editorial in the Iimes that speaks of the_holocaust of

i roshime with militant, petriotlc pride,/

2. Shortly after the end of the war, a survey was taken of the

American public's attltudes toward the use of the atomic bomb ageinst

Japan; Americans were asked to select one of the indicated choices.2
/[The survey indicates that a majority (53-55%) of

; Americens agreed with the dropping of the two atomic bombs
; on Hiroshime and Nagasaki. It is also notable that 22.7%

i said that we should have used more bombs than we did before
Japan's surrender, while only 4e5%_sald that we should not

; hae used eny etomilc bombs at 8ll./

3, Amerlican public féeling about the Japanese was manifested in the

One of the best-known had the following:
3 .

popular songs of the era.

simple but significant lyrics, sung to e rousing martlel tune:

-

] [The song, entitled Let's Remembor Peorl Harbor,
3 eppeals to Amerlcans to vemember that Amerlcans dled for

] 1iberty at Pearl Harbor and that they should keep this in
3 ' mind "and go on to victory.”

i are taken from Page 1 of The New _
4 York Timeg on the following dates: Aug. 30, 19363 Oct. 31, 19363 Nov. 1,
1936; Dec. 3, 19365 Sep. 9, 1937; Sep. 20, 1937; Seps 23, 19275 Sepe 2y
1937; Sep. 25, 1937; Sepe 26, 1937; Sep. 1, 1939; Sep. 2, 1939; Sep. 3y ]
1939; Seps 5, 1939; Aug. 16, 1940; Aug. 25, 1940; hug. 28, 1940; Aug. 29, :
19403 Sep. 8, 1940; Sep. 29, 1940; Dec. 8, 1941; Dec. 26, 1941; Dec. 28,
19/13 June 1, 1942; June 2, 1942; Ju. 28, 1942; May 18, 1943; Ju, 31,

1043s Aug. 2, 1943; Aug. 25, 1943; Apr. 30, 19443 Jue 7, 1944; Mar. 10,

10453 Mar. 12, 1945; Mar. 14, 1945; Mar. 15, 1945; Mar. 17, 1945; My 2k,
19453 May 25, 1945; May 26, 1945; May 29, 1945; Mey 30, 1945; Augs 1,

1945; Aug. 2, 19453 Aug. 3, 1945; Aug. 5, 1945; Aug. 7, 1945,
2uTne Fortune Survey," Fortune, 32:305 (
3Melrose Music Corp., 31 West 45th Street,
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: 4e The author of the book from which the following selection was
3 " drawn 1s a Protestant clergyman in America and an authority in the
field of Christian social ethics.%

/Batchelder states that the decision to drop the atomic
bomb was based on military rather than political considera-
tions. He notes, however, that there was an alternative:
to demonstrate the bomb in order to prod the Japanese into

: surrendering. He relates how Stimson was swept into the

| decision because it appeared to be the "least abhorrent

1 choice." Although a formal moralist would have judged the

: decision to use the bomb as being immoral, Batchelder con-

4 tends that the utilitarian moralist would consider such a
view as "too simple." The most significant question is
whether it 1s "right to perform an inherently immoral act in
order to achieve a good end and avold a massive evil," in
this case continued fire raids and an invasion of Japan which
would have lengthened the war and caused even more deaths,/

5. On the twentleth anniversery of Hiroshime, Pope Paul VI made the
statement deseribed in the following New York Times story:?
i . /Pope Paul VI is quoted as hoping that the use of the

atomic bomb would have no lasting negative effectg on the -
world and prays that 1t will never be used again,/

B. The Conscience of the President

What may be termed the officiel American Justification for
Hiroshima was summarized in the press releagse issued by President Truman
immediately after the bombing.o\

Sixteen hours ago an American airplane dropped one bomb on Hiroshima,

3 en important Japanese Army base. That bomb had more power than 20,000
; tons O,f T.N.To v ¢ @

4Robert G, Batchelder, The Irreversible Declsion 1939-1950
(Houghton Mifflin Co., Boston, 1961), 211=219,

5The New York Times, Aug. 9, 1965, 1=2,
bpotadam Papers, II, 1376-1378.
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: The Japeanese began the war from the air at Pearl Harbor., They have
been repald many fold. And the end is not yet. With this bomb we have
now added a new and revolutionary increase in destruction to supplement
the growing power of our armed forces. . « .

3 It 1s an atomic bomb. It is a harnessing of the basic power of
the universe. The force from which the sun draws its power has been
loosed against those who brought war to the Far Bagte ¢ ¢ o

By 1942 + « » we knew that the Germans were working feverishly to
find 2 way to add atomic energy to the other engines of war wlth which
they hoped to enslave the world. But they failed. We may be grateful

to Providence, 4 « o«

Wa have now won the battle of the 1lahoratories as we have won the
other battles. vy o o

What has been done is the greatest achlevement of organized sclence
in history. It was done under high pressure and without fellure,

v 22 st oo o2 B AT angin it i
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It was to spare the Japenese people from utter destruction that
the ultimatum of July 26 was issued at Potsdam, Their leaders promptly

rejected that ultimatum. « « »

- I shall give further conslderation and meke further recommendations
to the Congress pas to how atomic power can become a powerful and force~ 4
ful influence towards the maintenance of world peace, _ g

; C. The Conscience of Sgleneg
There is an irony warth considering in the fact that two of the

pilaliichs Tocks e Fal 2 s

;
t
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earliest and aeveregt c;itics of the deecision to use the bomb were the
two sclentista whose 1939 1etter'to President Roosevelt started atomic
bomb reasearch in this country.

1, Albert Einstein may be said to bear a double responsibility for the
atomio.bomb. First, it was his epoch-making announcement of the
"gpecial theory of relativity" in 1905 that launched the atomlc age.

He startled the world by proving that matter and energy are equivalent
and interchangeable. The atomic bomb mey be described as a demonsira=-

tion of his theory, for its explosion results from a conversion of i

matter into energy. And second the 1939 letter bore his signature,
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1 After the war Einstein played a leading role in the scientists'

g novement for nuclear weapons control. In 1946 he gave the interview

from which this statement is excerpted:7

ZEinstein discusses the possibllity that the decision
to drop the atomic bomb wes & Neatal error, for men accustom

themselves to thinking a weapon which was used once can be
used again." He makes the case for having demonstrated the

borb and renounced its use as 400 terrible," and contends
that this decision would have helped us in negotiations
and demonstrated our sincere intentions of developing

"these newly unleashed powers for good.”

R gl £ % 45 ot

% 2, We have already encountered Leo Szilard et several points in thls

unit, You will remember that he drafted the 1939 letter for Einstein's

signature. A brilliant nuclear p

credit with Enrico Fermi for schieving at the University of Chicego in

December 1942 the world's first controlled self-sustaining nuclear

hysicist in his own right, he shares

i 2 e A

chain reaction, The {nterview excerpted below took place in 1960:8

1 Zgzilard recounts his pest opposition to the use of the
] atomic bomb on Japan and his unsuccessful attempts to stop
its use. He notes that the decision to drop the bomb
1 shattered his pre-war illusion that the United States acted
: to some extent on moral ¢onsiderations as well as considera-
tions of expediency. IHe now feels that all nations, barring _
none, act on considerations of expedlency in times of crisis./

of the atomic bomb laboratory i

§ ' 3, J. Robert Oppenhelmer was director

at Los Alemos and a member of the Seientific Panel which unanimously

7Albert Einstéin, in an interview with Micheel Amrine, "The Real
Problem s In The Hearts Of Men," Ihe New York Times Magazine (June

23’ 19/4-6)’ 7, 430
81as A-Bomb on Japan & Mistake?" U. S. News and World Report
(August 15, 1960), 68-70. ‘
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recormended use of the bomb without a warning demonstration., He was

intervieved in 1965,

/Opperineimer states that he does mot regret having
worked on the development of the atomic bomb and that,
though he believes Truman was in error in not letting the
talks between Russia and Japan continue and in not giving
a clearer warning, he regrets it was not developed two
years earlier in order to save 1ives. He feels that the
bomb's exlstence reduces the chances of World War 111,/

4. Luis W. Alvarez played a major roie in the Los Alamos laboratory,

helped assemble the two atomic bombs for the flights to Japan, and

flew aboard the B-29 Enolas Gay on 1ts bomb-run over Hiroshima.1°

: [Flverez asserts that the decision to drop the bomb was

3 the correct one as it saved about a million lives and helped
diminish the risk of World War III. He, therefore, takes
pride in his part in the progran,/

D. The Congclence of Soldiers
1. General Elgenhower described his feellngs about the atomic bomb

shortly before Hiroshima:11 ' ,

/Eisephower vecounts how he told Stimson that he hoped
the atomic bomb would never have to.be used against an
Americen enemy because he did not want the United States to |
ntake the lead in introducing into war something as horrible ‘4
and destructive" as the bomb was dese¢ribed to be,/ %

Jitior Sunhi PR 2

a, ILieutenant General Leslie R. Groves directed the entire 2-billion-

doller Manhatten Project which produced the atomlc bomb. These

?' ' excerpts are from a 1965 interview: %

9wi114iem L. Laurence, "Would You Make the Bomb Again?", New York
Timeg Magazing (August 1, 1965), 8.

10Ibid., 53
11Dwight D. Eisenhower, Crugade in Europe, 443.

1244114em L. Leurence, "Would You Make the Bomb Again?", New York
Times Msgazine (August 1, 1965), 9.
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[aroves raises the point that it would have been immoral
not to have uged the bomb as it was needed "to save American
1ives.!/

3. In an earlier section of this unit, Admiral Leehy, Chlef of Siaff
to Presidents Roosevelt and Truman, expressed his opposition to use of
the bomb on military grounds. Here he reglsters a vigorous protest to
its use on moral grounds:13

[Teshy argues that by introducing the bomb first we had
reverted to ethicel standards_that were '"common to the
barbarisns of the Dark Ages.!/

4e  Abe Spltzer was & B~29 radio operator who flew both the Hiroshima
and Negasaki missions. In a book published the following year, Spitzer
recorded his own and his buddles! reactionss14

/The reactions of Spitzer's buddies are full of doubts
and vague regrets. Spitzer concludes that he is not proud
of himself for his part and hopes such incidents as_the
atomlc bombing of Hiroshime will never be repeated,7

5, Less than a month before Hiroshima, the Japanese announced ‘the
formation of a People’s Volunteer Corps, making all men from 15 {o 60
and womep from 17 te 40 lieble for defensé duties. One American
reaction to this news, probably typifying the feelings of many men in
the armoed services and even of the general public, was the following

statement. It appeared in an official Army Aly Force publication about

ad e

13Wi114am D. Leahy, I Was Thove, 441-442,

14Morle Miller and Abe Spitzer, We Dropped the A«Bomb (Thomas Y.
Crowell Company, New York, 1946), 151~152,




two weeks befo;e the atomic bomb was dropped.15

[The author of the selection contends that "there are no
civiliens in Japan" end that the wltimate aim 1s to seek out
and destroy the enemy, which in this case is the entire
population of Japan," in_the greatest possible number, in the
shortest possible time.!/

15Col. Harry F. Cunningham, A-2 of the Fifth Air Force (Fifth Air
Force.Weekly Intelligence Review, No. 86, 15=21 July 1945), cited in ;

The Army Air Forces in World ¥ar II, V, 696-697n.
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SUGGESTIONS FOR READING
The most popular account of how Hiroshima's people were affected
by the bomb is John Hersey's Hiroshima® (New York, 1946).. A

Japanese doctoris experiences are related by M. Hachiya in Hiroshime
Diarvy (Chapel Hill, 1955). In Nuclesr Disaster, Tom Stonier describes

the probable effects of a thermonuclear bomb on an Americen clty, (New

York, 1963). The feel of battle is vividly conveyed in D. Congden (ed.)
Combat: Pacific gneat;:e*_ (New York, 1958).

Opposing views on the military controversy can be found in H. W.
Baldwin, Great Mistakes of the War (New York, 1950) and Louis Morton

(ed.) Command Decisions (New York, 1959).
The story of the scientists who made the bomb 1s excitingly told

| in Robert Jungk, Brighte;.z_h@ & Thousend Suns” (New York, 1958) end in
the more recent but also more expensive Day of Trinity (New York, 1965)
by Lansing Lemont. The same story is viewed from a more personal angle
in Atoms in the Femily* (Chicego, 1954), by Laura Fermi, wife of Enrico

Fermi. A superior novel about atomic scientists is C. P. Snow, The New |
Men (New York, 1955). gg

The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientistg 1s the most conslstently pro- J
vocative periodical in this fleld; its best pleces from 1945 to 1962

have been collected by Grodzins and Rabinowitch in The Atomic Age (New
York, 1963). The thesis that the scientists' protegts were prevented

from reaching President Truman is argued by Fletcher Knebel and Charles
Bailey in Look Magazine, Aug. 13, 1963. The entire Aug. 1, 1965 issue

*Available in paperback edition.
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of The New York Timeg Magazine is devoted to the 20th anniversary of
Hiroshima,

Longer excerpts from .some of the wofks cited in this unit, and
aome sources not cited here, are in Edwin Fogelmen, Hiroghime: Ihe

Decision to Use the A-Bomb* (New York, 1964).
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*Avallable in paperback edition. ,
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