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Apologies in advance, my friends:
I usually try to write
about something or someone important but today I’m making an
exception. I’m writing about Brian Stelter, CNN’s so-called
chief media correspondent.
It’s not just that Stelter is a hopelessly biased newsman.
It’s also that he doesn’t know it, that he lacks
introspection. He’s a media critic who doesn’t recognize his
own media shortcomings. #Sad.
Week in and week out he goes after his two favorite targets –
President Trump and Fox News. Good. No problem. When they
screw up, which they often do, go after them.
Hold them
accountable.
But when he had the opportunity not long ago to grill his
fellow Trump-detesting liberal, Dean Baquet, the executive
editor of the New York Times, he chose instead to do what he
does best: toss softballs and then sit there like a potted
plant.
Here’s one of Stelter’s tough questions: What is the
cumulative effect of President Trump’s attacks on the media?
Here’s another: Are the attacks out of control?
One more: How much has Donald Trump’s election contributed to
a jump in online subscriptions at the New York Times?
I wrote a column about Stelter’s less than stellar performance
and suggested a few questions he might have asked the editor
of the Times, if Stelter didn’t have a man crush on Baquet.
Do you think diversity is important in America’s newsrooms?
Why?

What about diversity of opinion? Do you think you have enough
of that kind of diversity at the Times?
Do you think that a newsroom populated overwhelmingly by
liberal journalists poses no problems with bias, subconscious
or otherwise?
Would you be okay with a newsroom overwhelmingly populated
by conservativejournalists?
Do you believe, as many of your critics do, that there’s a
liberal bias at the Times and in the media in general?
You’ve been a frequent critic of Fox News.
is any more biased than CNN or MSNBC?

Do you think Fox

There were more questions like that, but you get the idea.
I would have been more than happy to move on, to never write
or think about Brian Stelter again. But along comes Jussie
Smollett who inadvertently gives Stelter another opportunity
to show us how dense he is.
Why in the world, Stelter wondered, would Smollett make up a
story about being mugged by two white guys, who put a noose
over his head, poured bleach on him and proclaimed “This is
MAGA country.”
“It’s hard to imagine why anyone would think of orchestrating
something like this,” Stelter said on CNN. “It just boggles
the mind.” Several liberal colleagues sitting there with him
were equally baffled.
“It boggles the mind! One struggles in vain to think of
another profession in which someone could evince or affect as
much incompetence as Stelter and Co. and expect to remain
employed.” is how Kyle Smith so elegantly put it in National
Review.
Never mind that Stelter, as Smith points out, “has lived

nearly his entire life in the era of hate-crime hoaxes” and
so, you might think, wouldn’t find Smollett’s made up story so
mind-boggling.
Did Stelter forget about the Duke-lacrosse gang-rape hoax of
2006? How about the University of Virginia gang-rape hoax of
2014? What about the incident just after Trump’s election when
a woman on the New York City subway claimed drunken white men
had ripped off her hijab – did CNN’s chief media reporter
forget about that too? Did he forget about the Catholic high
school kid in the MAGA hat in Washington and how the media got
that story all wrong? Does the name Tawana Brawley ring a
bell?
“Smollett purchased with his story things of immeasurable
value: Attention, sympathy, love,” Smith says. “The world’s
eyes were upon him when, the weekend after the attack, he gave
a tearful, impassioned performance on stage in L.A. ‘I had to
be here tonight, y’all. I couldn’t let those motherf***ers
win. I will always stand for love. I will only stand for
love.’”
Whatever you say, Jussie!
What about Brian Stelter? What does he stand for?

Well, we

can start with gullibility and move on to cluelessness. Like
so many liberals, both in an out of the media, he was eager to
believe the worst about Trump supporters, which led to his
bafflement on why such a nice gay, black man would ever make
up such a story.
But there’s a piece of evidence that should have set off
alarms for Brian Stelter and his baffled compatriots in the
media, in Hollywood and in the world of pandering
politicians: Al Sharpton didn’t jump on a jet and head to
Chicago to hold a well-publicized rally at the “scene of the
crime.”
When white guys attack a black man in the dead of night and

shout a pro-Trump warning at their helpless victim, and
Reverend Al doesn’t head for the cameras and microphones …
there probably is no scene of the crime.

A Few Questions for the Top
Editor at the New York Times
Dean Baquet, the executive editor of the New York Times, was
on CNN recently, interviewed by Brian Stelter, the host of the
network’s media show, “Reliable Sources.” If they gave out
Pulitzer Prizes for softball interviews, Stelter would have
won a whole bunch of them by now.
Stelter’s weekly routine involves interviewing fellow liberal
journalists almost all of whom share his views on whatever the
topic of the week is – and the topic of the week is almost
always Donald Trump and Fox News.
Stelter and his guests
don’t like either.
Brian Stelter may be a nice guy who loves his family, but no
one will confuse him with an unbiased journalist who pushes
hard against people with views he endorses.
So when he interviewed Baquet he tossed his usual softballs
and the editor of the Times hit them over the fence.
What is the cumulative effect of President Trump’s attacks on
the media, Stelter wanted to know.
“It’s bad, it hurts the media,” Baquet said. “I think the
president missed the part of high school civics, where the
First Amendment was explained and where the role of a free and
independent press was explained.”

Then Stelter asked, is it out of control?
“It’s out of control and his advisors should tell him to
stop,” Baquet replied.
Stelter noted that the Times earned more than $1 billion
dollars last year and has over 2.5 million “digital only”
subscribers. How much is that the Trump effect?
“Some of it is, Baquet said. “People understand right now that
there’s a need for an aggressive, independent press to cover a
government that right now is in more turmoil than it’s been in
a generation.”
I’m not taking issue with Dean Baquet’s answers. I agree with
a lot of what he said. Despite the fact that a lot of
journalists flat out detest Donald Trump, the president gives
his media critics all the ammunition they need to take shots
at him. The fact is, the president puts out far more false
and misleading information — fake news — on a daily basis than
any reporter does.
Despite that, Brian Stelter could have used the occasion to
ask some questions the editor of the Times doesn’t usually get
from his liberal compatriots.

Here are a few I came up with:

Do you think diversity is important in America’s newsrooms?
Why?
What about diversity of opinion? Do you think you have enough
of that kind of diversity at the Times?
Do you think that a newsroom populated overwhelmingly by
liberal journalists poses no problems with bias, subconscious
or otherwise?
Would you be okay with a newsroom overwhelmingly populated
by conservativejournalists?
Do you believe, as many of your critics do, that there’s a

liberal bias at the Times and in the media in general?
You’ve called President Trump a liar on Page One of your
paper. When Barack Obama told the American people they could
keep their doctor and their health care plans if they so
desired, you didn’t call him a liar despite the fact that his
statements were untrue. Why not? If you don’t think he lied,
do you think he was so unaware of what was in his signature
piece of legislation that he simply made an honest mistake?
If you don’t think he was dishonest, do you think – at least
in this one area – he was incompetent?
Is this a fair statement: If a journalist in your newsroom
has slightly to the right political views – say she thinks
abortion is morally wrong – she’ll stick out from the crowd.
But if a Times journalist has a wide variety of liberal views
he or she will fit right in?
You’ve been a frequent critic of Fox News.
is any more biased than CNN or MSNBC?

Do you think Fox

You allow your top correspondents to appear on MSNBC’s
“Morning Joe” program, where the host constantly bashes the
president, often in disrespectful ways. Do you think that’s a
proper forum for your supposedly objective journalists who
rarely, if ever, take issue with the host, Joe Scarborough?
Can you understand how Scarborough’s biases might rub off on
your journalists?
A few days after Barack Obama was elected president in 2008,
Charlie Cooke and Stuart Rothenberg, two well-respected
Washington-based political reporters, appeared at a conference
where Cook said the following: “Let’s face it, is there a
Democratic and liberal bias in the media? Of course there is.
… I think you can say that the media had a finger, more than a
finger, on the scale on the Democratic side.” And Rothenberg
added this: “I agree completely. I’m sure they (journalists)
preferred Obama. They liked Obama. They’re Democrats. Obama

got better treatment.”
Neither Cook nor Rothenberg is a right-wing journalist. So, do
you agree with what they said – and if not, why not?
There’s a tendency for journalists to circle the wagons when
they’re hit with criticism.
Do you think journalists are
introspective enough? Is any criticism of how you cover the
news legitimate? Can you give us a few examples of what you’re
doing wrong, beyond getting a fact wrong from time to time.
*****
Dean Baquet is likely to go on television again – and again
he’s likely to pick a friendly forum, like Brian Stelter’s
show on CNN. Maybe next time Stelter can at least pretend to
be an aggressive and independent journalist and ask some tough
questions that hold the editor of the New York Times
accountable – the kind of tough questions Dean Baquet says he
expects his reporters to ask just about everybody else.

