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To the Judges: 

Since the conflict in Syria began in March 2011, Jackson Diehl has written about it in editorials that have 
been prescient, passionate, practical – and 100 percent correct.

Diehl warned early in 2012 that the Obama administration’s diplomatic initiatives were certain to fail. He 
explained why. He was proved right.

At the same time, he warned what the consequences of failure would be: increasing sectarianism, 
increasing influence for jihadists, increasing carnage. Sadly, he was proved right again. In releasing a 
report on Syrian deaths at the start of this year, U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights Navi Pillay 
faulted the international community for having “fiddled around the edges while Syria burns” – echoing the 
conclusion of a Diehl editorial, “As Syria burns,” published seven months earlier.

Throughout a grinding war that is almost impossible to cover from the scene, Diehl has provided a voice 
for the voiceless, prodded the conscience of a nation and exposed the hypocrisy of an administration that 
wanted neither to take action nor to acknowledge its passivity.

Diehl’s editorials offered concrete arguments for U.S. engagement based on hardheaded analysis of 
America’s national interests. And they offered pragmatic, achievable proposals for U.S. action that were far 
more modest and less risky than the full military intervention that Diehl believed would be unwise – and 
that the administration tried to present as the only alternative to its inertia.

It is true that the administration has yet to accept Diehl’s advice, even as it has had to admit, one by one, 
that its counterarguments and alternative proposals were as flawed as he had predicted. During an election 
year in which President Obama promised that “the tide of war is receding,” it was always a long shot that 
U.S. policy would change. With the election over, we may see movement, in which case Diehl’s editorials 
will have provided a rationale and a road map.

Even if that does not happen – in one sense, especially if it does not happen – the editorials are worthy of 
recognition. Faced by long odds, one choice for an editorial writer is to choose another topic. Another is 
to damn the odds. Women and children are being slaughtered; some 60,000 people have died so far. The 
United States has the means to lessen the slaughter but it is standing by, as it vowed after the Rwandan 
genocide never to do again. Someone ought at least to say so. Jackson Diehl did.

Sincerely,


