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The history of the development of the Weapon of Mass Destruction started way back before the world wars. The WMD is characterized by two features which include that they target to cause large-scale destruction, both people and properties and indiscriminate nature of their effects (Gay, 2003).  In the Second World War technology in the development of the WMD took place where less chemical weapons were used. Additionally, at the close of the WWII, the WMD transformed to a nuclear weapons era (Carus, 2012). The main use of the WMD in the WWII was to cause the destruction of people and properties. Countries used the weapons to destroy their rivals and create terror among the people of the country. The other intention to use the WMD was to weaken the rivals’ political power to pursue their motive. 

The implications of the WWII, which aimed at the civilians who were not armed or were not in the war, showed that there was a well-organized army. When there was a large number of casualties resulting from the use of the WMD, it suggested that those who carried the attack had a better political base. There was also a chance of the countries involved in the war to show their strengths by fighting with their counterparts which implied that they were stronger. The fight between the US and British against the German was of fear where they were afraid of the Hitler's political forces and feared to fall behind the Germans. Therefore, it clear that when there was the use of the Weapon of Mass Destruction from the Germans it showed a better political organization and power (Rapoport, 2013). So, the use of WMD in the WW II and in the current shows acts of Terrorism where governments raise against the government and cause causalities to the civilians to achieve a political motive. The attack on Hiroshima and Nagasaki caused the death of hundred thousands of people and property that would create terror and unwillingness for people to continue with the war.

The repercussions of the WWII is clear on the attacks on Japan with the atomic bombs by the US. There were a lot of lives lost and others left to nurse injuries. There were deaths that left the survivors traumatized for the better part of their lives. Also, after the bombing and the end of the wars, there was starvation (Greenberg, 2007). People were much engaged in the war that they had not put efforts in crop production that resulted in starvation after the war. It was hard for people to even to get treatment from the effects of the radiation effects caused by the bombs. Due to the loss of people and destruction caused, the people were angry with the leaders and blamed them on all the loss. This lead to their political downfalls since they thought they had the ability to stop the fight with the US to save their citizens. In this case, the better counteraction that would have prevented this from happening is for Japan to surrender and stop the fight with the US.  Additionally they could have signed peace treaties between the fighting nations to save the lives of people and stop such destructions.

In conclusion, use of WMD was to cause the destruction of people and property in large scale to pursue political goals of different countries. The whole experience was so traumatizing to the people from the wide range of the weapons used during the second war. The atomic bombs used by the US showed destruction beyond their imagination that their effects can be felt up to date.
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