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Will Israel Use Its Nuclear Option? The Samson Option Explained
| Seymour Hersh

We've all heard of Samson, the biblical figure with superhuman strength tied to his uncut hair.
But what happens when a nation's strength, its very existence feels threatened?

Enter the Samson option: a chilling Last Resort, a nuclear endgame, not a mythical tale. But a
doctrine whispered about in the halls of power.

Today we delve into the unsettling reality of this option exploring its history implications and the
disturbing story of investigative journalist Seymour Hersh's claims against Israel.

Let's transport ourselves to the Negev Desert. Sun-scorched sands, a seemingly barren landscape,
but beneath the surface a different kind of power simmers. A power born from the ashes of
unimaginable horror. A power shrouded in secrecy. This is the birthplace of the Samson option.

Israel's nuclear deterrent, its ultimate safeguard. A chilling echo from the past whispers its
essence. We can still remember the smell of Auschwitz and Treblinka. ,, Next time we'll take all of
you with us”“.

Investigative journalist Seymour Hersh in his controversial work pulls back the curtain on this
clandestine program. He argues that Israel, a nation forged in the crucible of conflict, secretly
embarked on a path to nuclear armament, aided and embedded by a surprising accomplice: the
United States.

In the early 1950s Israel was a fledgling state surrounded by hostile neighbors. Survival wasn't a
given. It was a daily struggle. Key figures emerged driven by a fierce determination to secure their
nation's future. David Ben Gurion, Israel's first prime minister, possessed an unwavering resolve.
Shimon Perez, a young ambitious leader, saw the strategic potential of nuclear weapons and
Ernst David Bergman, a brilliant scientist, provided the intellectual firepower, laying the
groundwork for what would become a highly sophisticated nuclear program. Their shared belief,
conventional military superiority alone was insufficient. As one account vividly captures Ben
Gurion’s resolve the desert would glow before it bloomed. .This wasn't just about defense. It was
about ensuring that if Israel fell, it wouldn't fall alone. This, my friends, is the Genesis of the
Samson option, a doctrine borne not from strength, but from a profound sense of vulnerability. A
last resort, a nuclear endgame.

Seymour Hersh isn't a stranger to controversy. He's a journalistic heavyweight, a Pulitzer Prize
winner, known for his relentless pursuit of truth often in the darkest corners of power. He's the
journalist who exposed the Mylai massacre during the Vietnam war. The one who delved into the
Abu Graib prison scandal. A man who doesn't shy away from challenging official narratives. Hersh's
claims regarding the Samson option are equally provocative. He alleges that Israel not only
possesses this nuclear endgame strategy, but has also come erilously close to enacting it. Not once,
but multiple times. He paints a picture of high stakes brinkmanship of moments where the world
teetered on the precipice of nuclear annihilation unbeknownst to most of us. Now Hersh's work is
often met with a mixture of admiration and skepticism. His reliance on anonymous sources while



sometimes necessary in the shadowy world of intelligence and covert operations also opens him
up to criticism. So what evidence does he present? He points to declassified documents, insider
testimonies and his own extensive network of contacts within the intelligence community. He
argues that the Samson option isn't just a theoretical construct, but a tangible policy that has
shaped Israeli decision-making in critical moments. He described scenarios where Israeli leaders
facing seemingly insurmountable odds considered unleashing their nuclear arsenal as a final act of
defiance.

Think about that for a moment. A nation facing extinction. willing to take the entire world down
with it. It's a chilling thought, a terrifying prospect. But is it true? That's the question we must
grapple with. We need to examine the evidence, scrutinize the claims and engage in critical
thinking. Because the implications are too significant to ignore. The Samson option isn't just a
military doctrine. It's a geopolitical earthquake. It throws traditional deterrence theory out the
window. Think about it. Mutually assured destruction or MAD, as it was aptly called during the
Cold War, relied on the threat of retaliation to prevent a first strike. It's a grim logic, but it worked.
the Samson option however isn't about preventing attack. It's about guaranteeing retaliatory
devastation even if the state itself is already destroyed.

Now imagine the impact this has on international relations. It introduces a level of unpredictability,
of desperation that is incredibly destabilizing. Arms Control Treaties designed to limit the spread
and use of nuclear weapons become almost Irrelevant in the face of such a doctrine.

A nation armed with the Samson option isn't playing by the same rules. It's operating outside the
established framework of nuclear deterrence. Furthermore the Samson option raises a chilling
paradox. Could a doctrine designed as a deterrent actually increase the risk of nuclear war?

By removing the incentive for restraint in a moment of existential crisis, it could create a hair
trigger scenario. A perceived slight, a miscalculation, a moment of panic could have catastrophic
consequences. The very existence of the Samson option could embolden adversaries, forcing them
to consider preemptive strikes before such an option could be enacted. It's a dangerous game of
chicken played with the highest possible stakes. The geopolitical landscape shifts the tectonic
plates of power grind against each other and the tremors are felt across the globe.

The Samson option throws a long dark shadow over international security. A shadow we cannot
afford to ignore. Let's delve into the psychological underpinnings of such a drastic doctrine

What drives a nation, a people, to contemplate such a final devastating act?

The Samson option isn't just a military strategy. It's a window into the psychology of survival. It's
about the primal instinct to fight back, even when faced with obliteration.

Imagine living under the constant shadow of existential threat, knowing that your very existence is
perpetually questioned, challenged, threatened. This creates a siege mentality, a sense of being
surrounded, of being constantly on the defensive. Fear and insecurity become deeply ingrained in
the national psyche, shaping policies, influencing decisions and driving a relentless pursuit of
security, no matter the cost. This psychological landscape is fertile ground for the Samson option to
take root. It becomes a psychological shield, a last resort, a way to maintain a sense of control in
the face of overwhelming powerlessness. It's a way of saying: “you may destroy us, but we will
not go quietly. We will not be victims again.”

This resonates deeply with a nation that has experienced the horrors of the Holocaust. A nation
born from the ashes of genocide. The allure of ultimate weapons, the power to inflict
unimaginable destruction can become a powerful psychological crutch. It provides a sense of
security, a feeling of ultimate power, a way to project strength and deter aggression. But this sense



of security can be deceptive, even dangerous. It can lead to a false sense of invulnerability, a
willingness to take risks that might otherwise be avoided. The psychology of existential threat is
complex. A tangled web of fear, insecurity and the desperate desire for survival. And the Samson
option is its most extreme manifestation.



