1 November 2023

Dear Shay,

My sincere congratulations on all that you have done these last months. The article is light years ahead of where it was just a few months ago! This is the second vast improvement since the first version we looked at last fall. Bravo for all this arduous work, again!! 
You value my opinion, which is a compliment, and I think that if you want to be certain of being published in a top-tier journal such as ISQ, you still need to go a tiny bit further. First, you need to be certain that your research and your bibliography cover both the recent TANs and public diplomacy literature and second you have to feel more comfortable with confirming your own contribution to both of these.
I do not think that you have to spend too much time perfecting the article (indeed, you could give yourself a time limit of 30 days to do so). All the ingredients are there, you have to be slightly more certain of your arguments and put them forth as original arguments and not as vague suggestions to “improve the literature” … 
I have commented throughout the article and here present an overview of what this all means.
1. The first task is to reduce repetition. The very well-known idea of digital technologies changing the face of diplomacy is made way too many times. I note throughout where whole sentences and indeed whole paragraphs can be removed. 
2. Make sure there are no overly vague statements that sound too basic such as: “Digital diplomacy falls short in fully explaining the changes brought about by transnational advocacy networks (TANs), highlighting the need to update the scholarship on digital diplomacy.” 
3. We do not get a sense that there is a clear tie-in here to the TANs and public diplomacy literature. You suggest that the literature should be updated, but you are the one to update it! Some recent articles have been added to the references, but there is not a sense of a mastery of these articles and a clear insertion of your contribution to them. With a quick Internet search, I found quite a treasure trove of very recent articles on exactly these topics that were not cited. Several were very close to what you are working on. They are in a comment in the paper. You MUST be aware of what is happening in recent publications, especially in ISQ, and these titles need to appear here.
4. Then… make statements, not criticisms. Be an actor and contributor and not a commentator on what is missing. You need to make statements and support them, preferably with your analysis of BDS and your own observations from your previous work. You have to take credit for these observations and suggestions and insert them in the abstract and elsewhere. You have to be clear and make the few arguments you make in relation to BDS and, ideally, show how these statements relate to the TANs literature and the public diplomacy literature. These are the points that you make that ought to be visible (in the abstract and introduction and conclusion):
a. BDS represents a particular kind of TAN for a stateless people that takes aim at a state. The “non-State” of Palestine is a particularly unusual place due to its relation to Israel and Israel’s semi-sovereignty of the area (notwithstanding what is happening in late October 2023), allowing in or not different people and goods etc. 
b. BDS encourages the use of very intense tools that are extensions of the reach of digital technology but that are not limited to simply changing attitudes. BDS is a TAN that extends into the diplomatic arena by encouraging actions with very real-world impacts. 
c. All of the actions BDS encourages, it cannot take on its own. This is important. A boycott is not something one actor can undertake, it is necessarily collective. Boycotts, divestment and sanctions cannot be independently applied by BDS. These are actions that others must engage in.
d. While there seems to be no clear and agreed upon definition of public diplomacy, it did begin as a state-sponsored way of affecting the hearts and minds of foreign publics. Who has made the argument in the public diplomacy literature that non-state actors (perhaps TANs explicitly) are engaging in public diplomacy? This goes a step further than changing hearts and minds with public diplomacy and is, in fact, a reversal of the public diplomacy paradigm: from citizens to state instead of from state to citizens. That is an interesting and easily citable claim but you must know who has made that claim if it has been made. 
e. BDS is a peer-to-peer TAN (bravo for adding the definition of peer-to-peer) that encourages collective action by citizens through “calls for action”.
5. A state, in this case, the State of Israel cannot respond in the same way as states and TANs are fundamentally different, which you clearly show. This is also an argument that is citable and that ought to be pointed out in the introduction and conclusion. 
6. An aside, but nonetheless something important to note, in what way could BDS be seen as the continuation or extension of the Arab States boycott? Or as the citizens s=disagreement with the end of the Arab States boycott? I hadn’t read about that earlier, my apologies, but at the least a quick analysis on your behalf would be worthwhile as that recent history frames BDS actions and even Israel’s responses to BDS.
7. The reference list is too long and it is incomplete. Only references cited in the paper should be on the reference list. Some of the references cited in the text of the paper are NOT on the reference list. I’ve noted some of these but you will have to do a complete check. 
I really do see this effort as being very close to complete. While sending the article off will be a relief, getting it published will be the real success. I personally think that it is not worth risking a rejection to send it off prematurely. Ironically, it is the “theory” or academic component of your work that is getting polished up now. It was your practical experience that gave you the insights and led you to this point. Now you just have to polish it off and send it away!
Again, I hope this letter finds you and your family in safe conditions. 
Sincerest regards,

Julie

