


 

 

The unraveling of the Nobel Prize myth  
 
he institution does it. The science that the 
Prize is supposed to celebrate was 
compromised beyond repair—it celebrates 

the past but has no clue regarding the challenges of 
the future. Therefore, in order to save the prize’s 
credibility, the Nobel Committee hitched AI—in our 
days of almost hypnotic power—to its wagon.  
Physics and chemistry, as subjects worthy of 
recognition, at least in the legacy of Nobel himself, 
were alchemized into what brute force computation 
became in the form of neural networks-based data 
processing. Take note: for the last five years the 
Prize for Medicine and Physiology—knowledge 
domains that have failed society for the last 30 
years—went to chemists disguised—behind the 
mask of genetics—as biologists. However, as it is 
becoming increasingly clear, “It’s time to admit that 
genes are not the blueprint for life” (as Raymond 
and Dennis Noble, authors of distinction, put it 
bluntly). 

But the Nobel prize does not want to hear that. 
There are explanations for what motivated 
researchers to take the path of what is called 
synthetic biology or artificial intelligence. Mostly, it 
is the convenience of reductionist biology: If 
genetic processes or intelligence can be seen as 
machine processing, the task is to tame the 
machine. Fixing it is way easier than healing a 
human being. Through awards such as the much 
envied Nobel Prize, reducing the role of humans in 
order to maintain the stability of societies in favor 
of controlling it through technology is celebrated 
instead of being questioned.  

The Prize, named after the inventor of dynamite, 
is funded by the fortune he made with it. Its record 
is a testimony of celebrating everyone flying the flag 
of the deterministic vision of its eponymous 
foundation. There is almost no one to name from 
among the distinguished laureates who challenged 
the reductionist-deterministic foundation. The 
more dynamite that is made and used, the more 
money comes in for a self-celebratory theology as 
dangerous to humankind as dynamite itself. No 
surprise that lobotomy was once upon a time 
celebrated. Being captive to the science that 
explains the past but has no interest in challenging 
the science that forced us to consider 
sustainability, is a self-lobotomy of the kind. 

 
he flawed thinking of the past is engraved on 
buildings and prizes—for “legacy” purposes. 
Legacy itself, especially as legitimized by the 

Nobel Prize, became an obstacle as the foundation 
of a skewed understanding of causality was 
compromised. Questioning authority, which was the 
engine of science, is eliminated. At a very high price. 
The consequences of a faulty understanding of 
Covid—to reference a recent event still with us—
explains why people lost confidence in science. The 
misguided Nobel Prize for the chemistry of injecting 
a vaccine that was not a vaccine became state 
policy. It is painful to live with myocarditis, or a slew 

 
of cognitive conditions associated with the Corona 
virus, while the faulty science associated with the 
pandemics is celebrated for successes it failed to 
produce. The future of humanity can no longer be 
considered guaranteed. The number of patients 
saved by machine theology-based medicine is 
smaller than those that medicine has killed (of 
course, unintentionally). 

To land on the moon or to dream of autonomous 
cars, never mind promising an answer to everything 
worrisome—from cancer to getting older—is easier 

than to assume responsibility for one’s own destiny. 
SpaceX deserves respect as an engineering 
accomplishment, but not in terms of an investment 
in the future. Resuscitating compromised nuclear 
power plants in order to power up data centers 
outputting the irrelevant is not creating a better 
future but rather undermining it. A huge cost with 
relatively small returns. Like the Ivanpah Solar 
Electric Generating System in California's Mojave 
Desert—it cost billions of dollars and never 
returned more than a fraction of the benefits that 
justified the investment. While experts continue to 
question the viability of the extremely costly AI 
endeavor—boiling the oceans for generating an 
image supposed to be art—the Nobel Foundation 
settles the score by claiming that “There is no other 
science around worthy of recognition.” 

  
he world community of scientists should 
shake off the addiction to a prize conferred 
by an entity living in a false understanding of 

science. Humankind has reached its current level 
of prosperity on account of using more and more 
energy. This path towards progress is agnostic of 
consequences. The degeneration of the human 
being, affected by an increased number of 
civilization diseases, continues in an accelerated 
rhythm. Fast multiplying dependencies of all kinds 
brought us to the moment when the future of 
humanity cannot be taken for granted.  

Mihai NADIN 
Nobody would or should  
question the Laureates— 
their work is in the public  
domain, their dedication  
is exemplary. They are 
decent scientists, to a  
great extent surprised  
by those who hoist upon them the identity of  
physicists, chemists, even biologists when what 
they do is not even related to them. Although 
sometimes what they claim as a result of research 
is more like what they would have wanted to 
achieve. The problem of protein folding, for 
example, is not solved. The folding process is not 
deterministic. But fundamental research has been 
abandoned in favor of applications with immediate 
effects. Science has adopted the dynamics of 
fashion. Emil Palade, considered the father of 
biology, discovered not only the ribosome but also 
the path of proteins in the cell. It is hard to imagine 
that he would have been amused by the 
trivialization of his science or the compromising of 
the award that was granted to him. 

 
hat is worrisome is the depressing state 
of science itself. Tens of thousands of 
peer-reviewed articles, in highly regarded 

scientific journals, continue to be retracted. A great 
number of scientists, especially younger scientists, 
are deserting the ivory tower. Disrupt Science—the 
Future Matters (https://link.springer.com/book/ 
10.1007/978-3-031-43957-5) is the unavoidable 
conclusion of evaluating the state of science as it is 
practiced today: We cannot continue to live at the 
expense of future generations. The negative yield of 
the massive science endeavors in progress should 
not be charged to the account of somebody else’s 
tomorrow. This realization should inform the goals 
of science. It also entails the need to close the 
Nobel Prize chapter, an authority acquired on 
account of money and not competence. Nobody is 
asking: How come Swedish scientists became, on 
behalf of Nobel, the arbiters of scientific progress? 

More than ever, the emphasis should be placed 
on studying life, not on reducing it to the dynamics 
of inanimate matter. This observation pertains not 
only to dynamite (guns, rifles, cannons) but also to 
all innovations (rockets, drones, robots equipped 
with 'intelligence') that have normalized the wars of 
our time. In the living, in all its forms of existence, 
the bridge to the future is the purpose, for which 
there is no place in mechanistic viewpoints. The 
rhythm of existence is not the same as the time that 
characterizes the motion of planets or the 
functioning of machines. In this understanding of 
time, attributed to Bergson (contradicting Einstein), 
where ethics is born as the assumed obligation of 
the human being to distinguish between good and 
evil. It would indeed do us well to make progress in 
realizing that a world devoid of ethics has no future. 
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