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Barack Obamai is the 2009 Nobel Prize for Peace laureate. Yet, admittedly, enormous 

critiques have followed this decision, however most of the sceptical claims addressed towards 

the Norwegian Committee, lacked the politicized meaning that the decision intends to reach, 

as argued by this paper. Following that, this paper goes on to argue that the Nobel Peace 

Prize is now, with the exception of moral merits, delivering prescriptive political momentums 

for the grantee, in particular if the grantee is a politician. The same, I argue, applies in the 

Obama’s case, thus concluding that Nobel Prize is willing to achieve political objectives, rather 

than acknowledging merits, in the modern era of world politics. From that perspective, this 

paper builds an argumentation, which considers the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize politics of being 

highly rational, while, by contrast to the common merit-acknowledgement prizes, this time 

the Nobel Prize for Obama is arguably aimed at politicizing the Obama’s foreign policy 

behaviour by means of peaceful attributes. 

 

any, if not all, would agree that 

there is a lot to be pulled out 

from a Nobel Prize, rather than a 

simple gain for the grantee. A politician, in 

the first instance, would take the Nobel 

Prize as a merit. By contrast, a political 

scientist would dig deeper into it. If the 

views of the politician and the political 

scientist would try to find a consensus, it 

would necessarily involve a view not so 

close with the ‘happiness’ of being granted a 

Nobel Prize, in particular if the Nobel 

laureate is chairing an office in that moment.  

 Barack Obama, the current United 

States President, is the 2009 winner of the 

Nobel Prize for Peace. It is really rare for a 

current president to be granted with a Nobel 

Prize, but it is even rarer for a President 

with only nine months in office, to be a 

grantee of Nobel Prize for Peace. As many 

would in fact criticize, I will here argue that, 

the Nobel Prize for Peace is being 

transformed in a political moment for the 

world politics, and of course, the merit of 

being politicized by the Nobel Prize for 

Peace in 2009 most beneficially belongs to 

Barack Obama. Let’s first look at the initial 

media reports, in the day to follow the 

announcement of the grantee for this prize, 

and then depart on the argumentation side.  

On Friday, October the 9th, many 

news agencies brought dissimilar accounts 

for the Nobel Prize for Peace 2009. London 

Times reports that ‘Rarely has an award had 

such an obvious political and partisan intent. It was 

clearly seen by the Norwegian Nobel committee as a 

way of expressing European gratitude for an end to 

the Bush Administration, approval for the election 

of America's first black president and hope that 

Washington will honour its promise to re-engage 

with the world’; the Guardian asserts that 

‘Indeed, the reasoning behind the awarding of the 

prize to previous American presidents has been 

easier to discern. Teddy Roosevelt opened the court of 

arbitration in the Hague and helped mediate a peace 

treaty between Russia and Japan; Woodrow Wilson 

was the founder of the League of Nations. Jimmy 

Carter won his prize for his "untiring efforts to find 

peaceful solutions to international conflicts". Which 

is what makes the awarding of this year's prize to a 

M 
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president who has been in office for a mere nine 

months an odd departure. It is as if the prize 

committee had been persuaded to give the award on 

the future delivery of promises.’; Der Spiegel 

reports that ‘The Nobel Peace Prize has come too 

early for Barack Obama. The US president cannot 

point to any real diplomatic successes to date and 

there are few prospects of any to come.’; 

meanwhile, Krakow Post says that ‘The 

former president, himself a Peace Prize winner in 

1983, told the press in Warsaw "Who, Obama? 

So fast? Too fast - he hasn't had the time to do 

anything yet." This sentiment was reflected by 

current Prime Minister Donald Tusk: "Shock - 

absolutely. It's interesting, but shocking.”; China 

Daily writes that ‘US President Barack Obama 

won the Nobel Peace Prize on Friday for giving the 

world "hope for a better future" and striving for 

nuclear disarmament, in a surprise award that drew 

criticism as well as praise.’.  

 As seen, most of the news agencies 

saw the granting of Nobel Peace Prize to 

Barack Obama with a degree of scepticism. 

In the first instance, the scepticism was said 

to be reasoned due to the very short period 

of time that Obama had as a President of 

United States. On the other hand, the 

scepticism was based in the idea that, 

Obama has done nothing tangible, except 

addressing speeches, which would make him 

a proficient candidate for the Nobel Peace 

Prize. Not only based in what I cited above, 

but the general view of the media analyses 

both inside and outside America, has lifted 

up a high criticism for the Norwegian 

Committee, and almost no analysis was an 

exception.  

  

‘The Norwegian Nobel Committee has 

decided that the Nobel Peace Prize for 2009 

is to be awarded to President Barack 

Obama for his extraordinary efforts to 

strengthen international diplomacy and 

cooperation between peoples. The 

Committee has attached special importance 

to Obama's vision of and work for a world 

without nuclear weapons. 

Obama has as President created a new 

climate in international politics. Multilateral 

diplomacy has regained a central position, 

with emphasis on the role that the United 

Nations and other international institutions 

can play. Dialogue and negotiations are 

preferred as instruments for resolving even 

the most difficult international conflicts. 

The vision of a world free from nuclear 

arms has powerfully stimulated 

disarmament and arms control negotiations. 

Thanks to Obama's initiative, the USA is 

now playing a more constructive role in 

meeting the great climatic challenges the 

world is confronting. Democracy and 

human rights are to be strengthened. Only 

very rarely has a person to the same extent 

as Obama captured the world's attention 

and given its people hope for a better 

future. His diplomacy is founded in the 

concept that those who are to lead the 

world must do so on the basis of values and 

attitudes that are shared by the majority of 

the world's population.’  

__________________________ 

The official announcement for the 

Nobel Prize for Peace 2009  

 

http://nobelprize.org/redirect/links_out/prizeawarder.php?from=/nobel_prizes/peace/laureates/2009/press.html&object=nobelpeaceprize.org&to=http://nobelpeaceprize.org
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Prior to bring my 

argumentation about the 

politics of Nobel Prize 

for Peace in the Obama 

case, I will dig into some 

analyses that intend to 

explain this year’s Nobel 

Peace Prize, from a 

political point of view. 

In fact, most of the 

analyses stand doubtfully towards the 

granting of this year’s Nobel Peace Prize.  

 Josef Joffe1, the editor of Die Zeit, 

argues that the granting of this year’s Nobel 

Peace Prize to Barack Obama, is a reaction 

for the anti-Bush perspectives that United 

States had gained, once Obama assumed the 

office. Moreover, as Joffe argues, this is 

more an anti-Bush than pro-Obama prize, 

given the softness of the latter politics. By 

contrast, Thomas Carothers2 from Carnegie 

Endowment for International Peace, argues that, 

the granting of this price to Obama, is in 

fact a right to vote for Europeans, a right 

which they didn’t have 12 months earlier. 

On the other hand, from an antagonistic 

position, Ross Douthat3, asserts that this 

prize gives nothing to Obama, neither in 

terms of his national constituency, nor in 

                                                           
1
 Cited from New York Times ‘What Does a Nobel Do 

for U.S. Leaders?’, accessed at www.nytimes.com 

(09/10/2009)  

2
 Cited from New York Times ‘The Aspirational 

Nobel’, accessed at www.nytimes.com (09/10/2009) 

 
3 Cited from New York Times ‘Heckuva Job, Barack’, 

accessed at www.nytimes.com (11/10/2009)  

 

terms of his world leadership support. 

Meanwhile, Judith Miller4, a Manhattan 

Institute scholar, considers that the prize is 

dedicated to Obama given that he is not a 

Bush; however it amounts for his 

aspirations rather than his successes, and for 

his promises rather than his performance. 

From that perspective, Miller ironically 

argues that Ronald Regan did not gain a 

prize given that he helped the ending of 

Cold War, George H. W. Bush did not get a 

prize for making Sadam Hussein to 

withdraw from Iraq, and Bill Clinton did not 

get a prize for fighting and winning a war 

with Milosevic in the Balkans. In addition, 

Ellen Ratner5 from Talk Radio News 

Service, considers that the prize is more an 

encouragement for the Obama’s upcoming 

policies, rather than an acknowledgement 

for his successes.  

 Apart from the news analysis, a lot 

of important factors, engaged in conflicting 

territories, have given thoughts about this 

year’s laureate of Nobel Peace Prize. In the 

                                                           
4
 Cited from Fox News ‘Nobel Committee Rewards 

Obama For Not Being Bush’, accessed at 
www.foxnews.com (09/10/2009) 
 
5
 Cited from Fox News óNobel Shocker!ô, accessed at 

www.foxnews.com (09/10/2009) 

‘The section of Alfred Nobel's will detailing the creation of the Peace 

Prize states that it should be awarded "to the person who shall have 

done the most or the best work for fraternity between nations, for the 

abolition or reduction of standing armies and for the holding and 

promotion of peace congresses."’  

From nobelprize.org official press release  

 

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/rossdouthat/index.html?inline=nyt-per
http://www.nytimes.com/
http://www.nytimes.com/
http://www.nytimes.com/
http://www.foxnews.com/
http://www.foxnews.com/
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first instance, Hamid Karzai, the Afghan 

President, has considered this year’s laureate 

a person who brought hope for the future 

of Afghanistan, thus fully supporting the 

acknowledgement done from the 

Norwegian Committee. By contrast, Sami 

Abu Zuhri, a Hamas official, has considered 

that Obama has a lot to do for deserving 

that prize. However, Ali Abkar Javanfekr, a 

media adviser to Iranian President 

Mahmoud Ahmadinejad has said that Iran 

looks forward to see Obama removing 

injustice from the world, but he has 

concluded that there is no disappointment 

that Obama is the laureate.  NATO 

Secretary has joined the international 

community in congratulating Obama for his 

efforts, and acknowledging his efforts for 

addressing world peaceful politics. In the 

same vein, Nicolas Sarkozy, has argued that 

this year’s prize just confirms the America’s 

return to the spirit of the nations of the 

world. Similarly, Mikhail Gorbachev, a 

former Nobel Peace Prize laureate for 

ruining USSR, did agree that the prize itself 

has touched the right hands.6  

 What makes sense is that, most of 

the news analysts had a very sceptical 

approach towards the 2009 Nobel Peace 

Prize, given that they had wanted to see 

some successes already pursued by Obama, 

in order for the latter to really merit the 

prize. This is not, in fact, what I call the 

Politics of Nobel Prize, given that from my 

point of view, the granting of Nobel Peace 

                                                           
6 Cited from TIME ‘World Reaction to Obama 

Winning the Nobel’, accessed at www.time.com 

(09/10/2009) 

Prize to Obama, prior to see practical 

changes in the world from his 

administration, has a much grounded 

rationality. As a first argument, I point out 

that, the Politics of Nobel Prize, which 

started with the Obama case, is an objective-

based rather than a merit-based 

acknowledgement. Admittedly, the 

Norwegian Committee did not find any very 

practical change that Obama has brought to 

the world, except the highly appreciated 

speeches and promises. However, why then 

they assigned the prize to Barack Obama? 

In answering this question, I do in fact build 

an argumentation that says that the Nobel 

Peace Prize is being politicized however it is 

better reaching the peace objectives of this 

world. Let’s then explain it.  

 In the first instance, it is worth-

noting that, there are two ways the Nobel 

Prize could be awarded. First, and in the 

most common way, is to assign it to a 

person who has given contributions for the 

peace in the world. In its very basic context, 

the first mode of awarding the Nobel Peace 

Prize just shows an acknowledgement for a 

past success, meanwhile it shows that there 

is nothing else to be reached politically from 

the laureate, given that he/she has reached a 

mission. By contrast to the first mode, in the 

second mode, as the basis of my 

argumentation, the Nobel Peace Prize is 

delivered to persons for prescribing or 

predetermining his or her political choices, 

by stipulating moral duties. The second 

model of Nobel Peace Prize, is in fact more 

beneficial than the first one, given that it can 

now predetermine or prescribe actions that 

must be morally taken from the laureate, 

http://www.time.com/
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given that, if the Nobel would not be 

granted, there would be less probability for 

the assumed actions to be taken. This is 

what I call the Politics of Nobel Prize, 

which in fact did happen in the case of 

Barack Obama.  

 There were a lot of critiques towards 

the Norwegian Committee in the first case; 

however, on the other hand, many 

conservatives have appreciated if Obama 

would dismiss the prize. Why? Because, 

conservatives see the granting of Nobel 

Peace Prize to the United States President, 

as a constraint for his further work in world 

politics. As such, they consider that Nobel 

Peace Prize assigned to Obama, and 

accepted by him, will predetermine his 

strategic foreign policy choices, even that 

the latter might have not been the most 

beneficial ones for America. They are pretty 

right in this conclusion, given that, as the 

Norwegian Committee Chair declared, after 

asked by a journalist, that they wanted to 

encourage Obama to continue with his 

route of soft politics. It is arguable 

therefore, that indirectly, the Norwegian 

Committee accepted that, there is a lot of 

politics, in the granting of Nobel Peace 

Prize for this year, given that, they want to 

prescribe Obama’s foreign policy, by means 

of peacefulness and softness. As such, 

admittedly, the granting of this year’s Nobel 

Prize for Peace to Barack Obama, is aimed 

at making the latter even stronger, or if not 

so, encourage him, to continue to follow the 

route he initially believed is the best. In 

making so, the Nobel Peace Prize has 

chosen a route through which, it does not 

deliver acknowledgment for a done job, 

rather it prescribes or predetermines the 

further steps Barack Obama should do in 

world politics in order to further the peace, 

even that those steps might have not been 

the choice Obama would make. In that 

context, the Politics of Nobel Prize is being 

highly successful, and wider in influence, 

than a simple prize for a done job would be.  

 However, there is a big Why that 

says, which then is the predetermination or 

precedence that Nobel Peace Prize 2009 is 

bringing politically in the world politics? Of 

course, the answer does largely depend on 

practical circumstances to follow, however, 

the most optimal model of prescription 

suggests these circumstances to follow the 

Obama’s Nobel Peace Prize.  

  In the first stance, for United States 

itself, as many analysts have argued, the 

2009 Nobel Peace Prize showed that the 

Obama model of United States governance is 

highly appreciated from the Europe and the 

world. It means that, in terms of American 

domestic politics, the Nobel Peace Prize is 

likely to establish a model which the 

American constituencies can comprehend, 

the Europe and world likes more. Of course 

that, this does not show how enormous is 

the defence of the American interest from 

Obama while following this model of 

politics, however it shows how the 

acceptability of Europe towards United 

States leadership is formed, making the 

Americans comprehend what the Europe is 

more likely to support. As such, it shows 

that, the Americans have now a model of 

leadership, which does fulfil the European 
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expectations, and of course that, the Nobel 

Peace Prize is delivering that significance. 

 In the second stance, the Nobel 

Peace Prize, as have most of the European 

leaders confirmed, shows a confirmation of 

Europe for the United States’ presidential 

politics. If not in an ideal form, the Nobel 

Peace Prize, makes a confirmation about the 

new era of diplomatic relations that Obama 

has set towards Europe.  

 Thirdly, but most importantly, the 

Nobel Peace Prize has assigned another 

political attribute to Barack Obama. It is the 

attribute of ‘being acceptable’ or at least 

close to that, for the potential negotiator 

parties. It is, as seen for instance from Iran 

and Hamas leadership in Palestina, that they 

see the Nobel Peace Prize 2009 as a new 

chance for negotiating with Obama. In fact, 

at this context, Nobel Peace Prize will 

increase the credibility of Obama to serve as 

a mediator but also negotiator party in any 

context, given that a new attribution, and 

neutral one, has been recognized to him 

from a non-American and unbiased 

prestigious Committee. From that 

perspective, Nobel Peace Prize will be 

delivering political credibility at Obama’s 

side, thus arguing that Nobel is being 

transformed into a good-standing tool for 

achieving political objectives, at least in the 

last instance.  

  Fourthly, as a basic argument of 

mine, the Politics of Nobel Peace Prize in 

the Obama case, has taken prescriptive and 

predetermining position towards the future 

of Obama’s foreign policy. At this point, the 

Nobel Peace Prize, respectively the 

Norwegian Committee, has chosen the most 

capable person whom policy to 

predetermine, given that Obama is the 

leader of a leading world political factor. 

From that perspective, there is no question 

whether the Nobel Peace Prize has met the 

right person, given that, this time, there has 

been a political aim that this respective prize 

is intended to reach. Thus, at this context, 

the prize itself has not been given to 

acknowledge merits (even that it might look 

so), but to predetermine the peaceful 

position of Obama foreign policy, in an 

elegant way. To further support this 

argument, Obama in his first public speech 

after the announcement of the grantee of 

this prize, asserted: ‘But I also know that 

this prize reflects the kind of world that 

those men and women, and all Americans, 

want to build -- a world that gives life to the 

 

*** 

‘I am both surprised and deeply humbled by 
the decision of the Nobel Committee.  Let 
me be clear:  I do not view it as a recognition 
of my own accomplishments, but rather as 
an affirmation of American leadership on 
behalf of aspirations held by people in all 
nations. … These challenges can't be met by 
any one leader or any one nation.  And that's 
why my administration has worked to 
establish a new era of engagement in which 
all nations must take responsibility for the 
world we seek.’  

*** 

Barack Obamaõs remarks following the 
official announcement of the Nobel 
Peace Prize winner 
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promise of our founding documents.  And I 

know that throughout history, the Nobel 

Peace Prize has not just been used to honor 

specific achievement; it's also been used as a 

means to give momentum to a set of 

causes.  And that is why I will accept this 

award as a call to action -- a call for all 

nations to confront the common challenges 

of the 21st century.’7. It is therefore 

acknowledged from Obama himself, that 

this prize is accepted by him, as a ‘call to 

action’. Admittedly that the prescriptive 

momentum that Nobel Peace Prize has 

aimed with Obama, has a higher importance 

than a simple Nobel Peace Prize would 

have. At this juncture, it is of high 

importance to assert that, the Politics of 

Nobel Prize towards Obama, is aimed at 

rooting his further steps in search for peace. 

That is where, most of the analysts, should 

have put the context.   

 Ultimately, if seen from the Carl 

Friedrich’s ‘rule of anticipated reactions’8, meant 

as a rule which prescribes one’s actions, it is 

exactly the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize the one 

that intends such a momentum to be reacted 

from Obama, once the prize has been 

granted.  

 It can therefore be concluded that, 

the Nobel Peace Prize for 2009 has 

generated political objectives to be reached 

through the moral duty of the grantee to use 

his office for following a policy conform 

                                                           
7
 Remarks By The President On Winning The Nobel 

Peace Prize, White House, Office of the Press 

Secretary: October 9, 2009 

8
 Friedrich, Carl J. (1937) ‘Constitutional Government 

and Democracy’. New York: Harper & Brothers: p. 16 

peace. In the meantime, it is understandable 

that, Nobel Peace Prize 2009 has generated 

prescriptive or predetermining effects in the 

foreign policy to be followed by Obama. 

Consequently, it is suggested that from the 

current perspective, Nobel Peace Prize 2009 

has admittedly politicized Obama’s choices 

while making policies, given that the latter 

should now morally correspond with the 

expectations of the prize itself. However, as 

argued, the politicization of the Nobel Peace 

Prize is just a mode for enormously 

increasing its efficiency in delivering more 

peaceful results in world politics, as opposed 

to a Nobel Peace Prize granted to a former 

contributor to peace, which would be 

unable to deliver bias in favour of peace in 

the real politics of today. At last, it is 

comprehended therefore, that most of the 

analysis in the form of scepticism for the 

2009 laureate of Nobel Peace Prize, have 

failed at understanding the real momentum 

that this respective prize has aimed at. At 

that context, the Norwegian Committee has, 

surprisingly, chosen an exceedingly rational 

route, whose benefits will be consigned to 

world peace mostly. 

                                                           
i
 First Page Cover Photo: White House Photo from 
Pete Souza. This photo is not copyright protected as 
of the White House copyright policy. 


