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To the Judges: 
Bret Stephens, the Wall Street Journal’s Global View columnist, is a conservative 

thinker with a contrarian bent. Though his main focus is foreign policy, he wanders far 
and wide with an eclectic mind that is impossible to stereotype and forces readers to 
think. 

Millions of column inches were published on the 2012 election, yet readers could 
have saved themselves much time and effort if they had read only Bret’s bookend 
pieces in January and November. “The GOP Deserves to Lose” on Jan. 24 lamented 
the state of the Republican presidential field, including front-runner Mitt Romney: 
“Thus the core difference between Mr. Romney and Mr. Obama: For the governor, 
the convictions are the veneer. For the president, the pragmatism is. Voters always 
see through this. They usually prefer the man who stands for something.” After the 
election he could claim vindication, and he did, in a lacerating column that upset many 
Journal readers but has contributed to some Republican rethinking on immigration 
and gay marriage. 

In 2012, Bret also dared to challenge the conventional applause for Condoleezza 
Rice as a potential vice presidential candidate, and he defended his liberal competitor, 
Fareed Zakaria, against conservatives who wanted to run him out of journalism for a 
plagiarism slip. In an age when many ideological combatants relish and celebrate the 
mistakes of their competitors, Bret’s generosity was notable and a contribution to civil 
discourse. 

His column on “Muslims, Mormons and Liberals” (Sept. 18) highlighted the 
hypocrisy of people who have no problem mocking one religious group in a Broadway 
musical but become indignant about other crude religious satires. “It need be said that 
the whole purpose of free speech is to protect unpopular, heretical, vulgar and stupid 
views,” Stephens wrote about the administration’s condemnation of the YouTube video 
on Mohammed. “So far, the Obama administration’s approach to free speech is that it’s 
fine so long as it’s cheap and exacts no political price. This is free speech as pizza.” 

Bret has a particular talent for bringing humanity into his writing about geopolitics. 
That talent came through movingly in his columns about Sergei Magnitsky in “Russia’s 
Steve Biko” (March 27) and Chinese dissident Liu Xiaobo in “Who Will Tell the Truth 
About China?” (Feb. 14). 

Bret’s columns are among the most popular at the Journal, and my own reporting 
suggests they are also among the most influential. That influence showed in his two 
December columns on Susan Rice, which helped to focus opposition to her possible 
choice as the next Secretary of State. The pieces were not welcome at the White House 
but they helped to convince Ms. Rice and President Obama that she would face a 
withering confirmation fight, and she withdrew from consideration.  

As for his prose, my own view is that Mr. Stephens writes as well as any columnist in 
America. I can’t think of a columnist who had a better year. 

Sincerely,


