
TEACHING AMERICAN HISTORY PROJECT 
 

Lesson Title – Would You Drop the Bomb? 
Grade – US History 11: Level 2 (third of four academic levels – instructional, not remedial) 
 
Length of class period – 48 Minutes 
 
Inquiry – Was President Truman justified in his decision to drop the atomic bomb? 
 
Objectives – Students will use primary source documents to analyze a source, address a question 
and form an opinion in relation to a set of documents and an assigned prompt. 
 
 
Materials – All materials are included in the attached lesson. 
 
 
Activities –  

Day 1: Student read-through and guided interpretation of source materials. 
 Day 2: Student completion of a graphic organizer to help set up ideas to be included in a 
primary source analysis essay. 
 Day 3: Student completion of the essay which includes direct citation and analysis of 
sources. 
 
 
How will you assess what student learned during this lesson? 
 Student completed essay was evaluated by the school-wide writing rubric and the activity 
was used to fulfill a social studies department requirement of a primary source analysis.  Rubric 
is attached as well. 
 
 
Connecticut Framework Performance Standards –  

1) demonstrate knowledge of the structure of United States and world history to understand 
life and events in the past and how they relate to one’s own life experience 

2) analyze the historical roots and the current complexity of relations among nations in an 
increasingly interdependent world 

3) demonstrate an understanding of the concept of culture and how different perspectives 
emerge from different cultures 

4) apply concepts from the study of history, culture, economics and government to the 
understanding of the relationships among science, technology and society 

 
 
 



U.S. History – Mr. Clifton 

Primary Source Analysis 

Portfolio Submission 

On August 6th 1945, at approximately 2:00 a.m., the B-29 Enola Gay prepared to 
execute its orders to deliver the first atomic bomb on the Japanese city of Hiroshima.  
The weeks and months leading up to the decision made by President Truman to 
authorize the use of the atomic weapon authored in a scholarly debate for the ages.  The 
President had numerous military and scientific advisors providing him with intelligence 
about the devastating impact and the strategic importance of the atomic bomb.   

The sources below are primary documents that helped President Truman make the 
decision to send the Enola Gay towards its target.  It is up to you to construct an 
argument to support or criticize the decision.  You need to incorporate the following 
sources into your argument.  Use the documents as their document numbers in your 
citations of information [e.g. (Document 5)].  You must include internal citations in 
your analysis of primary sources in order to complete this assignment.  You may focus 
your argument on the information above or use the following question to base your 
product upon.   

• Did the ends justify the means of the deployment of the atomic bomb?  Was 
President Truman justified in his authorization of the new weapon?   

Today you will begin the task and consider the documents listed.  You need to read 
over the documents and begin to highlight information that you feel that you can use in 
your essay.   

Thursday you will fill out a graphic organizer to help you set up your thoughts for 
this essay and work to include specific pieces of information to prove your point. 

Friday you will come to class and write the essay during the period.  This essay must 
be at least five full paragraphs in length and is required to include internal citations of 
information.  You will be evaluated according to the school-wide writing rubric.



Document #1: Memorandum from Vannevar Bush and James B. Conant, Office 
of Scientific Research and Development, to Secretary of War, September 30, 
1944, Top Secret  
Source: Record Group 77, Records of the Army Corps of Engineers (hereinafter RG 77), 
Manhattan Engineering District (MED), Harrison-Bundy Files (H-B Files), folder 69 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Document #2: Memorandum from J. R. Oppenheimer to Brigadier General Farrell, 
May 11, 1945  
Source: RG 77, MED Records, Top Secret Documents, File no. 5g (copy from microfilm) 

 
 



Document #3: Memorandum from Major J. A. Derry and Dr. N.F. Ramsey to General 
L.R. Groves, "Summary of Target Committee Meetings on 10 and 11 May 1945," 
May 12, 1945, Top Secret  
Source: RG 77, MED Records, Top Secret Documents, File no. 5d (copy from microfilm) 

 
 
 



Document #4: Assistant Secretary of War John J. McCloy, "Memorandum of 
Conversation with General Marshall May 29, 1945 – 11:45 p.m.," Top Secret  
Source: Record Group 107, Office of the Secretary of War, Formerly Top Secret 
Correspondence of Secretary of War Stimson (“Safe File”), July 1940-September 1945, box 
12, S-1 
Opprobrium (def.): the disgrace or the reproach incurred by conduct considered outrageously 
shameful; infamy 

 

 
 



Document #5: Memorandum from Arthur B. Compton to the Secretary of War, 
enclosing "Memorandum on 'Political and Social Problems,' from Members of the 
'Metallurgical Laboratory' of the University of Chicago," June 12, 1945, Secret 
Source: RG 77, MED Records, H-B files, folder no. 76 (copy from microfilm) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Document #6: Memorandum by J. R. Oppenheimer, "Recommendations on the 
Immediate Use of Nuclear Weapons," June 16, 1945, Top Secret 
Source: RG 77, MED Records, H-B files, folder no. 76 (copy from microfilm) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
Document #7: Memorandum from George L. Harrison to Secretary of War, June 26, 
1945, Top Secret 
Source: RG 77, MED, H-B files, folder no. 77 (copy from microfilm) 

 



 
 
 
 
Document #8: Memorandum of Telephone Conversation Between General Groves 
and Lt. Col. Rea, Oak Ridge Hospital, 9:00 a.m., August 28, 1945, Top Secret   
Source: RG 77, MED Records, Top Secret Documents, File no. 5b 
 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Element Criteria Rating Comments 
 

Content and Insight 
 insightfulness in  

interpretation of text or 
material 

 depth of understanding 
 

 
3    ideas are insightful and demonstrate thorough 
      and in-depth consideration of    
      material/concept/text in question 
2    some ideas are insightful and demonstrate 
      adequate/predictable interpretation of material/ 
      text/concept in question 
1    few ideas are insightful and demonstrate a  
      superficial or literal understanding/interpretation 
      of the text/material in question 
0    no ideas are evident which shows a lack 
      of understanding of material/text in question 

  

 
Purpose and Audience 

 establishment of focus 
 awareness of audience 

through voice, tone, and 
diction 

 
3    focus of argument is clear; awareness of  
      audience is consistently maintained through 
      elements such as voice, tone and diction 
2    focus is established but not strongly maintained 
      throughout writing; awareness of audience is 
      evident, although not fully maintained through 
      elements such as voice, tone and diction 
1    focus is established but is not maintained  
      throughout writing; awareness of audience is  
      evident at times but is not maintained through 
      elements such as voice, tone and diction 
0    no focus is established; writing may not fulfill 
      established purpose; awareness of audience is  
      not evident through elements such as voice, 
      tone and diction 

  

 
Structure and Organization 

 presentation and 
development of ideas 
are 
logical, understandable 
and coherent 

 

 
3    ideas in writing are presented in a logical,  
      coherent and understandable manner and are  
      developed from the introduction through the  
      body and into the conclusion 
2   ideas in writing are generally presented in a  
     logical, coherent and understandable manner and 
     are developed from the introduction through the 
     body and into the conclusion 
1   some ideas in writing are not presented in a 
     logical, coherent, and/or understandable manner.   
     Some lapses in structure/organization make it 
     difficult to follow argument 
0   ideas in the writing are not presented in a logical, 
     coherent, and understandable manner. Lapses in 
     structure/organization make it difficult to  

comprehend points made in the writing 

  

 
Support and Development 

 specific and direct 
reference to 
material/text 
used to demonstrate 

validity of thesis 

 
3   conclusions are based on specific textual 
     evidence; support is logical and clearly/directly 
     demonstrates the validity of thesis 
2   conclusions are based on evidence from text;  
     support is logical and generally demonstrates the 
     validity of thesis 
1   some conclusions are based on evidence from  
     text; support lacks specificity 
0   conclusions are not supported with evidence  
     from the text 

  

 
Grammar, Usage and Mechanics 

 rules of standard 
English 

are applied as appropriate to topic 

 
3   writing has minor, if any, errors relative to length 
     and complexity of the work 
2   writing has errors but is fundamentally sound 
     relative to the length and complexity.  Errors do 
     not hinder effective communication of ideas 
1   writing has a pattern of errors which may  
     hinder effective communication of ideas 
0   writing has excessive errors which seriously 

     hinder communication of ideas 

  

 
Presentation 

 writing conforms to 
guidelines as established 
by instructor  

 

 
3  all guidelines for assignment have been followed 
2   most guidelines for assignment have been  
     followed 
1   some guidelines for assignment have been 
     followed 
0   guidelines for assignment have not been 
     followed 

  

 


