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Letters

Once again the commonwealth mourns the 
death of a public safety officer, Auburn police 
officer Ronald Tarentino who was gunned 
down during a routine traffic stop.

His death points out the risks our law-
enforcement personnel face daily.

It is certainly fitting that we CHEER people like 
Sgt. Jonathan Credit of the Essex County Sher-
iff’s Department, who received the state Public 
Safety department’s Medal of Honor recently. 

Credit’s “quick action and professionalism 
in the face of danger” earned him the highest 
award given to an officer. Credit was working 
a State Police detail in Gloucester in Febru-
ary when he spotted a shooting suspect driv-
ing a car past his site. He pursued the suspect, 
while requesting backup from Gloucester 
police. Credit stopped the suspect’s vehicle and 
ordered him to surrender. 

We are glad to see Credit honored. But we 
can do more by making sure hardened crimi-
nals like the man who shot Tarentino are 
kept behind bars, and keeping guns out of the 
hands of those who have no business possess-
ing them.

CHEERS  to  Gov.  Charl ie  Baker,  whose 
announcement last week of a 5-year, $1.1 bil-
lion affordable housing initiative is further 
evidence of his compassion, fiscal resolve and 
outside-the-box thinking.

“Advancing a strong, vibrant and inclusive 
commonwealth requires addressing the housing 
challenges facing working families and at-risk 
residents (as well as) engaging the private market 
to increase community development and housing 
production for all incomes,” Baker declared.

The money will go toward encouraging the 
construction of new housing and the preserva-
tion and improvement of the existing stock.

Baker is right. One of the reasons housing 
is so unaffordable in Massachusetts and else-
where is that government has thrown up so 
many roadblocks to building new homes.

Baker’s initiative is a step in the right 
direction.

JEERS  to the silly name-calling contest 
between Republican presidential candidate 
Donald Trump and Democratic Massachusetts 
Sen. Elizabeth Warren, a war that began on 
Twitter but has spilled over to the campaign 
trail with little end in sight.

Earlier this week, Warren faulted Trump for 
criticizing the 2010 Dodd-Frank Act, which par-
tially overhauled the U.S. financial sector after 
years of recession.

“Donald Trump is worried about helping 
poor little Wall Street? Let me find the world’s 
smallest violin to play a sad, sad song,” Warren 
said Tuesday in remarks before the Center for 
Popular Democracy in Washington, D.C. She 
went on, according to the Associated Press, to 
accuse Trump of “kissing the fannies of poor, 
misunderstood Wall Street bankers.”

Trump, of course, is not to be outdone.
“Pocahontas is at it again,” he told the Asso-

ciated Press. “She scammed the people of Mas-
sachusetts and got into institutions because she 
said she is Native American. She’s one of the 
least successful senators in the U.S. Senate.”

Warren: Trump is a “moneygrubber.” Trump: 
Warren is “goofy.”

Here’s a word for both of them: “Juvenile.” It 
was funny at first, but now it’s time to stop. 

CHEERS to Rockport’s Seniors Helping Seniors 
program, which pairs graduating high school-
ers with town seniors who need a little help 
around the house.

Liz and Ray Pszenny were especially thankful 
for the help they received earlier this spring.

“We had a load of mulch pull up and they 
went through it in half an hour, what would 
have taken us three weeks to do -- along with 
the aches and pains,” Liz Pszenny said.

“I can’t say enough about the boys that came 
to our house,” she said of graduating seniors 
Nick Davis, Travis Sweet, Ricky Randazza, 
Cory Ramsden Joseph Scatterday and Dillon 
Vecchione. “They are hard-working and fun 
to have in our home. I enjoyed talking to them 
about their future plans, and we wish them the 
best of luck as they move on.”

Cheers, jeers for 
recent newsmakers

To the editor:
It’s pretty sad how low 

Donald Trump has taken 
presidential politics. I under-
stand politics oftentimes 
gets ugly but I don’t ever 
remember “liar,” “crooked” 
and words to that effect used 
by people who aspire to the 
highest office in the land.

Donald Trump is so 
undignified, so classless. 
He’s telling the world he 
is smarter than anyone, 
that he’s very rich and as 
such will make America 
great again. In reality he 
isn’t very smart. Sure, he’s 
made some deals. So what 
— he’s also filed for bank-
ruptcy four times, created 
a phony Trump University 
and bilked people out of 
hard-earned savings with 
the idea that the school 
would teach them how to 
get rich from “dealing” in 
real estate just like him!

He wears a lapel flag to 
denote how patriotic he 
is but he has used every 
means to avoid paying 
taxes because he says the 
money is wasted. He also 
was subject to military con-
scription and received his 
draft notice but got defer-
ments to go to college and 
upon graduation four years 
later, he got a doctor to find 
bone spurs in his feet. He 
made a better deal with the 
draft board and was reclas-
sified as medically unfit to 
serve. In reality Donald 
Trump by his own action 
is a coward and unfit to be 
commander in chief and to 
this veteran, he is the epit-
ome of cowardice, a bully 
and a phony.

SAUL P. HELLER
Salem

Trump has 
taken us to 
new lows

To the editor: 
As a Massachusetts voter, 

I am very disappointed in 
Gov. Charlie Baker’s deci-
sion not to back Donald 
Trump for president.

This year more than 
any other, we have come 
to understand that our 
personal votes do not 
matter   to  the  “party 
elites.” We have heard 
way too often that it is the 
delegates that make the 
choice. I used to believe 
that the delegates voted 
as the popular vote dic-
tated, I have certainly had 
my eyes open. This is why 
so many people have given 
up on politics.

Donald Trump won the 
primary significantly with 
49 percent of the vote 
against 12 other candi-
dates. We voted for Baker 
as governor expecting that 
he had some regard for 
our voices. I don’t expect 
anyone to agree 100 per-
cent with the presump-
tive nominee, but I would 
expect, seeing the excite-
ment for someone whom 
we feel has heard us, that 
our elected officials would 
“get it.”

I am hopeful that the 
governor will rethink his 
decision.

KAREN POWELL
Springfield 

Baker should 
support 
Trump 

candidacy

COPYRIGHT © 2016

Karen Andreas
Publisher

David C. Olson
Editor

READER ACCESS

  Editor David Olson at 978-338-2531 for correc-
tions or comments on overall editorial con-
tent and quality. 
Email dolson@gloucestertimes.com.

  Features Editor Muriel Hoffacker at 
978-338-2687. Email mhoffacker@
gloucestertimes.com.

  Sports Editor Nick Curcuru at 978-675-2712. 
Email ncurcuru@gloucestertimes.com.

  Community Editors Joann Mackenzie or 
Christina Parisi at 978-675-2707. 
Email jomackenzie@gloucestertimes.com 
or cparisi@gloucestertimes.com.

ALL DEPARTMENTS
978-283-7000

CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING
800-927-9200

EMAIL: 
gdt@gloucestertimes.com

EDITORIAL SERVICES
To reach the newsroom with a news tip or request, 

please call the appropriate editor:

GLOUCESTER 
DAILY TIMES

Whittemore Street    
Gloucester, MA 01930 

ADVERTISING
MARYBETH CALLAHAN

ADVERTISING MANAGER
978-675-2720

 To place a display 
advertisement: Call the 
Advertising Department at 
978-283-7000.

 To place a classified 
advertisement: Call Classified 
Connection at 800-927-9200.

CIRCULATION
CHRISTINE MADRUGA
HOME DELIVERY MANAGER

(800) 836-7800
 To subscribe to the newspaper or to 

report delivery problems: Call the Circula-
tion Department direct at (800) 836-7800.

 To receive a newspaper that was not de-
livered: Call the Circulation Department at 
(800) 836-7800 during business hours: Monday 
through Friday, 5 a.m. to 4 p.m., and Saturday, 
Sunday and most holidays 6:30 a.m. to 11 a.m. 

After the Group of Seven 
economic summit meeting, to 
be held this week in the Ise-
Shima region of Japan, Presi-
dent Obama will be visiting 
the city of Hiroshima, and will 
be accompanied by Japanese 
Prime Minister Shinzo Abe. 
He will be the first sitting U.S. 
president to make such a stop. 
He said recently in an inter-
view with the Japanese press 
that he will not apologize for 
the United States dropping 
the atomic bomb on that city. 
However, it’s not that he didn’t 
want to apologize. The Japa-
nese government insisted that 
he not do so.

We know this because 
in September 2009, during 
his series of apology tours, 
Obama was preparing for a 
visit to Japan and secretly 
raised the idea of making an 
apology to the Japanese for 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The 
Japanese response was con-
tained in a secret cable sent to 
Secretary of State Hillary Clin-
ton, dated Sept. 9, 2009 that 
was released by WikiLeaks in 
2011. The cable reported that 
Japan’s vice foreign minister, 
Mitoji Yabunaka, told John 
Roos, the U.S. ambassador to 
Japan, “the idea of President 
Obama visiting Hiroshima 
to apologize for the atomic 
bombing during World War 
II is a ‘nonstarter.’” The Japa-
nese were concerned about 
the internal political ramifica-
tions of such an apology. So, 
Obama didn’t visit Hiroshima 
on that November 2009 trip, 
but he did make world head-
lines when he became the first 
U.S. president to make a full 
bow to the emperor of Japan.

But does the United States 
have anything to apologize 
for? Not when you take the 
development and use of the 
first atomic bombs into his-
torical context of the events 
that led the United States to 
undertake the Manhattan 
Project, and then the decision 
that President Truman made 
to use the weapons.

In the fall of 1938, it was 
clear that the Third Reich 
was on a course of expansion-
ism that could ultimately lead 
to a World War. Earlier that 
year, the Nazis had occupied 
the Sudetenland, a region of 
Czechoslovakia, with the pre-
text of aiding German nation-
als living there. Then in March 
of 1938, under the threat 
of invasion, the Anschluss 
(Annexation) of Austria to 
Nazi Germany was enacted.

During that same period, 
scientists in several coun-
tries were working on physics 
experiments, using neutrons 
to bombard uranium. They 
were trying to understand 
the interaction of the neutrons 
with the uranium atoms. Two 
German chemists, Otto Hahn 
and Fritz Strassmann, used 
a new technique to analyze 

the results and found an 
astonishing and unexpected 
result. They found that the 
interaction resulted in the 
presence of barium atoms 
along with the release of 
high-energy neutrons. Now, 
barium is another element 
whose atomic number is 56 
compared to 92 for uranium. 
Hahn and Strassmann were 
not theoretical physicists, so 
they needed help in explain-
ing what was happening. 
They turned to Lise Meitner 
and her nephew, Otto Hirsch, 
two former German scientists 
who had escaped to Denmark 
under threat from the Nazis. 
The two nuclear physicists 
were intrigued and set to work 
to understand the results. 
They came up with a nuclear 
model that fit the experiment. 
They concluded that the ura-
nium atoms were being split 
into two pieces, creating the 
barium, along with the release 
of a huge amount of energy. 
When they published the 
results in a physics journal, 
the scientific world suddenly 
realized that this phenomenon 
had the potential to make a 
weapon with unimaginable 
destructive power.

In the United States, physi-
cists saw that potential and 
worried the Nazis would 
develop a bomb first. These 
scientists included Albert 
Einstein, who was living in 
the United States and was a 
professor at Princeton Univer-
sity. It was Einstein’s Theory 
of Relativity that helped to 
explain the great amount 
of energy that was released 
from the fission of the ura-
nium atom. He signed a secret 
letter to President Roosevelt 
urging him to undertake the 
development of the bomb. The 
result was the super-secret 
Manhattan Project.

The Nazis did indeed also 
launch their own secret pro-
gram, Uranprojekt, to develop 
a nuclear weapon. Fortunately, 
their effort did not go as well. 
Many of the most competent 
scientists, engineers and 
mathematicians had left Ger-
many starting in 1933, con-
cerned with the Nazi interest 
in purging Jewish scientists 
from Academe. In addition, 
the Allies had been success-
ful in launching a black ops 
action that further slowed 
their efforts. By the end of the 
war in 1945, the Nazi nuclear 
weapons program was still 
ongoing, but they were far 
from achieving success.

What would have hap-
pened, however, if the Nazis 
were successful before the 
United States? The outcome 
of the war would have, most 
likely, been very different. It 
is easy to imagine scenarios 
where the Nazis would dem-
onstrate the potential for such 
a weapon on a Western city, 
say in England. This could 
have convinced the Allies that 
they had no choice but to sur-
render to the Third Reich or 

risk massive destruction. So, 
the United States’ preemp-
tive development of a nuclear 
weapon literally saved the 
civilized world.

Meanwhile, the Allies were 
also waging a war with the 
Japanese. In 1943, the enemy 
was being forced back across 
the Pacific. The Marines 
fought bloody battles from 
atoll to island across the 
whole region. It was a difficult 
and deadly war with highly 
trained Japanese soldiers dug 
in across the islands and will-
ing to fight to the death.

By the summer of 1945, 
the Japanese were finally 
cornered in and around their 
homeland. But they showed 
no sign of capitulating. So, 
the Allies planned to invade 
their islands with large-scale 
forces that they called Opera-
tion Downfall. Seven hun-
dred thousand Allied troops 
were being readied to land on 
Kyushu, the southernmost of 
the big four Japanese islands. 
This would have been an oper-
ation even larger than D-Day. 
And the U.S. military expected 
a bloody slaughter with high 
casualties on both sides.

It was in this context that 
President Harry Truman had 
to make a decision. Either drop 
atomic bombs on Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki or authorize 
Operation Downfall. Today, 
many people say that it was a 
mistake to drop the bombs on 
those two cities, killing about 
200,000 Japanese civilians. But 
to Truman and his advisors at 
the time, it was a “no-brainer” 
-- 36 million people, military 
and civilian, had already died 
in the war in the Pacific. The 
U.S. had lost 111,000 troops 
and 253,000 wounded. The 
Japanese had demonstrated 
their willingness to die rather 
than surrender, and Truman 
didn’t want to take the risk 
of another 500,000 casualties 
(both Allies and Japanese) 
as was estimated at the time. 
So, he issued the order for the 
Enola Gay to embark on her 
deadly mission.

Polls of the American people 
taken at the time showed over-
whelming support for Tru-
man’s decision. And all of those 
hundreds of thousands of fami-
lies who might have lost their 
sons in the invasion thanked 
Truman for his courage. As the 
years went by, and the memo-
ries faded of the horrific battles 
fought in the Pacific, more 
people showed disapproval in 
later polls, but the majority still 
approves the decision as the 
necessary action for the time 
and circumstances.

Anthony J Marolda is a 
resident of Annisquam, and a 
physicist who worked during 
the Cold War on the nuclear 
weapons program. He is the 
author of “Operation Blinding 
Light,” which is a historical 
novel that dealt with reasons 
for the Manhattan Project 
and Truman’s use of nuclear 
weapons.  

Should we apologize for Hiroshima?
Anthony J. Marolda
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