
 

 
 

 

 
March 2, 2017 

 

 

Dear Colleagues:  

 

Attached are the promised items from our Advancing Advocacy Webinar. These include the 

following:  

 

1) A list of 20 reasons why the SDGs are important. 

2) A sample pitch letter and op-ed from The Hill.com. 

3) A more “vanilla” pitch letter that is something not to do. 

4) A second sample pitch letter and op-ed from Project Syndicate.com. 

 

Please do not hesitate to email me if you have further questions. 

 

Good luck! 

 

 

 

Martin S. Edwards 

Associate Professor  

School of Diplomacy and International Relations 

Seton Hall University 

martin.edwards@shu.edu 

@MartinSEdwards 
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20 reasons why the SDGs are important 

 

1. We know from the MDG experience that goals can work 

2. Goals are based on a global inclusive process that reconciles competing 

interests 

3. Based on simple idea: leave no one behind 

4. Reflects US public interests 

5. Reflects US foreign policy interests 

6. Reflects the priorities of citizens globally 

7. Speaks across the partisan divide within the US 

8. Demonstrates vitality of UN at 70 

9. Reframes foreign aid to focus on burden sharing 

10. Based on outreach to civil society rather than opposition to it 

11. Based on outreach to private sector rather than opposition to it 

12. Helps address big global problems like climate 

13. Helps address problems at home as well and abroad 

14. Helps to coordinate disaggregated national level efforts 

15. Focusing on education helps combat terrorism 

16. Easier to solve global problems multilaterally than unilaterally 

17. Goals include monitoring to make sure we stay on track 

18. Goals include indicators so that we can measure progress 

19. SDGs have local as well as national reach 

20. Goals are backed by extensive public outreach to tell everyone 

 

 

-Professor Martin Edwards 

martin.edwards@shu.edu 
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PITCH AND OP-ED FROM THE HILL.COM 

 

Good morning! As reported by your own Mallory Shelbourne, the House Freedom Caucus meets 

this coming Monday to propose cuts to the UN budget. The attached op-ed of 740 words 

discusses why this is a bad idea. 

 

In term of my qualifications, I am an Associate Professor at the School of Diplomacy and 

International Relations at Seton Hall University.  My scholarship has been supported by the 

National Science Foundation and Fulbright Foundations.  I’ve been quoted in pieces that have 

appeared on The Hill, and you have previously published my commentary on IMF reform. I have 

blogged for Project Syndicate, and my op-eds have appeared on Foreign Policy, US News and 

World Report, World Politics Review, the World Policy Journal Blog, Global Journal, Foreign 

Policy in Focus, and Inside Higher Ed.  

 

This is a very timely issue that poses a key early test for the Trump White House.  

I look forward to hearing from you.  

 

Kind regards,  

 

Martin Edwards 

 

 

 

 President-Elect Trump’s transition has been overtaken by foreign events and gotten off to 

a rocky start. Congressional furor over US abstention in a Security Council resolution regarding 

Israel has led to growing calls to cut the UN budget. Such a move is unlikely to advance US 

interests, and President-Elect Trump would be well advised not to heed the critics seeking to 

slash US involvement in the UN.  

 

 Proposing cuts to the UN budget in response to a decision by the Security Council is a 

classic “shoot the messenger” move. The Security Council is a political body comprised of 

elected and permanent member countries. It is not controlled by the Secretary General. The 

President-Elect understands that the Security Council reflects the views of member states rather 

than the preferences of the UN bureaucracy. The 14-0-1 vote against Israel came only after 

intense lobbying by the President-Elect to ask Egypt to withdraw the resolution and to ask the 

Obama White House to veto it. That the resolution passed is a testament to the diplomats who 

drafted it rather than the wishes of outgoing Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon. For Congress to 

propose cutting the UN budget in this fit of pique, then, is like blaming one’s silverware for 

weight gained during the holidays.  

 

 Threatening US contributions to the UN budget will not produce greater support for 

Israel. Congressional demands that other Security Council members, including permanent 
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members Russia, China, Britain, and France, somehow ‘repeal and replace’ the resolution will 

fall on deaf ears. Other Security Council members will not see the Congressional threats as 

meaningful, and they may well increase their contributions to the UN in response to any US 

budget decision. Triggering greater Chinese contributions to the UN will only shift the 

organization toward its policy preferences rather than our own. Despite its rhetoric, the Trump 

administration faces a multipolar world, and this means that relationships need to be actively 

managed rather than avoided. 

 

 President-Elect Trump understands that the UN is a forum for advancing US interests. In 

his statement nominating Nikki Haley as US Ambassador to the UN, he referenced Haley’s 

ability as a “proven deal maker” adding that “we look to be making plenty of deals.” The 

President-Elect recognizes a key value of the UN: where else can you speak to 193 countries at 

once across a range of issues? For a new administration seeking to reshape American foreign 

policy, working with other countries at the UN is an efficient way to get things done. At a time in 

which the UN is taking on a crucial role in aiding a record number of refugees, keeping peace 

across the globe with a record number of peacekeeping troops, and staving off global pandemics, 

US engagement with the UN is more important than ever. 

 

 The proposed Congressional budget action comes at a difficult time for the President-

Elect, but it also comes at a bad time for the UN itself. Antonio Guterres, the Secretary-General 

who just took office on January 1, campaigned on reforming the organization and on better 

communicating what the UN does. Congressional discussions about cutting the UN budget, then, 

undercut Guterres just as he is getting to work, and they undermine US legitimacy. Keeping the 

UN accountable has been a focus of US foreign policy for years, but our voice for reform is 

weakened when it is based on politics rather than principle. Other countries will be less likely to 

listen to Nikki Haley’s future initiatives in this area. The White House and the Secretary-General 

can find common ground here, but the case for UN reform needs to be based on impartial 

assessments rather than whether other countries respect US wishes. 

 

While the new Congress may still need instruction in the value of the United Nations, the 

American people do not. A recent survey by the Better World Campaign found that eighty-eight 

percent of voters say it is important that the United States maintain an active role within the 

United Nations, and that majorities of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents support the US 

paying its dues to the UN on time and in full. Any move to cut US contributions to the UN, then, 

will fly in the face of considerable bipartisan opposition. The American public understands that 

the UN is a force multiplier for US interests and values, and that a UN without the US would be 

one less capable of solving global problems. Hopefully, Congress learns this lesson soon. 
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PITCH LETTER 2 (SOMETHING NOT TO DO): 

 

Good afternoon. Attached is an op-ed submission for your review concerning an 

underappreciated development in the global economy – that of the growing transparency of IMF 

country surveillance. This work is supported by a grant from the National Science Foundation.  

 

In terms of my qualifications, I am an Associate Professor at the School of Diplomacy and 

International Relations at Seton Hall University.  I hold a PhD in political science from Rutgers, 

and my previous op-eds have appeared in Foreign Policy, World Politics Review, Foreign Policy 

in Focus and World Policy Journal.   

 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. My home phone is 973-867-5309.  

 

Cordially,  

 

Martin Edwards 

 

 

 

 

 

NOTE: This doesn’t really sell an editor. The New York Times opinion editor gets 700 

submissions per day. You have to make your work stand out to warrant opening the 

attachment. Figuring out how to sell your ideas is even more critical for you. I tried to 

ramp up the pitch letter to solve this problem moving forward – and the result is on the 

next page.   
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PITCH AND OP-ED FROM PROJECT SYNDICATE 

 

Good morning! Attached is a potential submission of 810 words.  

 

I wrote this following the release last month of the OECD’s Economic Survey of the US.  

It builds on themes developed in a project my graduate students recently completed 

(http://oecdproject.wordpress.com/) evaluating the effectiveness of OECD economic surveillance 

in 24 countries.  

 

One of the findings in the US Economic Survey is that the OECD’s recommendations were 

adopted by policy makers about ½ the time – a finding that we confirm in the larger study. 

I argue that focusing solely on whether recommendations are adopted by countries is not a good 

yardstick for assessing whether the OECD is effective.  

 

After all, these recommendations not backed by any sanctions, and many of the OECDs 

recommendations are for policies that don’t produce harm for other countries if left uncorrected.  

The incentives to adopt these recommendations, then, are low.  

 

I argue that the value of the OECD’s surveillance comes in the information that it provides. 

Surveillance aids the policy process by benchmarking the US relative to other OECD members, 

and by helping to outline a menu of possible solutions to a problem. By informing politicians 

about potential costs and benefits of reforms, this makes the process of policy change easier.  

  

I’m a member of the New Rules for Global Finance coalition, and my scholarship on economic 

surveillance has been supported by the National Science Foundation. My policy commentary has 

appeared on Foreign Policy.com, World Politics Review, the World Policy Journal Blog, Global 

Journal, Foreign Policy in Focus, and Inside Higher Ed. Links to my media commentary are 

available at http://works.bepress.com/martin_edwards/. 

A full CV is available for viewing at the URL below.  

 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

 

Kind regards,  

 

Martin Edwards 
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If an international organization made a number of recommendations about how to 

improve a state’s economy and it only adopted less than half of them, we might be inclined to 

call that organization a failure. We would be missing the point. For many international 

organizations, their success or failure is not measured in whether governments do what they 

want, but rather whether the information that they provide is useful. Focusing solely on 

compliance as a measure of an international organization’s success or failure understates what 

they actually do. By informing policy makers about the costs and benefits of reforms, they help 

to make policy change possible. 

The Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) is an 

international organization comprised of 34 developed and emerging market countries.  Its latest 

Economic Survey of the United States is a 116 page report which came out last week. Each 

Economic Survey, which is released every 18 months for each member country, includes a list of 

previous recommendations and whether or not they were adopted. In the last Economic Survey 

which was written in 2010, the OECD made 29 recommendations, from providing job training to 

the unemployed to rebuilding the national electrical grid to expanding health care coverage and 

implementing cap and trade. Only 14 of these recommendations were adopted in the ensuing two 

years.  

The same pattern exists across the OECD membership. My students recently completed a 

report evaluating OECD surveillance in 24 randomly-selected member countries. Our main 

finding was that 52% of the OECDs economic recommendations are adopted by member 

countries, and that this level of reform adoption is consistent over time and across different types 

of issues.  

What does this tell us about the effectiveness of the OECD? The OECD is not designed 

to enforce its commitments. Unlike the International Monetary Fund, its recommendations are 

not backed by the threat to uphold access to loans. The advice in the Economic Surveys, then, is 

just that. Many of the reforms that the OECD recommends come in areas that do not pose direct 

harms to other countries. Trade policies have this feature; raising tariffs in the US harms foreign 

producers, and other countries can retaliate. Education policy is different; Germany is not 

harmed if the US tries to make teachers more accountable. The fact that many of these reforms 

are largely domestic, then, also reduces incentives to change policies. This suggests that high 

levels of reform adoption are unlikely. 

Focusing purely on whether the OECD’s recommendations are adopted, then, misses the 

point on how it actually works. Surveillance at the OECD works through peer review; countries 

are assessed relative to each other rather than an “optimal” economic standard. The US 

Economic Survey was discussed, defended, and debated with OECD staffers and with 

representatives of other member countries. Most importantly, the experiences of other countries 

help to inform the policy recommendations.  

 Surveillance aids the policy process in two ways. It benchmarks the US relative to other 

countries. Improving knowledge of the scope of a problem can give rise to debates about how to 

solve it.  One of the findings in the Economic Survey is that the US has the fourth highest level 

of inequality in the OECD. Only Chile, Mexico, and Turkey have higher levels of inequality. 

This benchmarking can help to elevate the debate from whether a problem exists to what policies 

will best reduce inequality. Politicians might wish to avoid making these comparisons in order to 

control the debate, and benchmarking can be used to build support for reforms. 
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Surveillance also aids the policy process by inviting comparisons between types of policy 

solutions. While the OECD report lauds the US for extending unemployment benefits, it also 

notes that other member countries have more active labor market policies.  Because a large 

percentage of this unemployment is structural (resulting from workers with skill mismatches), 

the OECD counsels that the US devote more resources to providing job search assistance and 

training for unemployed workers to help them find new jobs. Similarly, to reduce the skill 

mismatch for high school graduates, the report discusses the strengths of the German and Swiss 

secondary education systems, which include strong vocational education components. 

Strengthening job training and vocational education, by raising the skill level of the workforce, 

will also serve to reduce inequality moving forward.  

Economic reform is not easy. It creates winners and losers and requires hard choices. 

Understanding this is crucial to understanding the value of the OECD’s work. The peer review 

process helps politicians do their jobs better. The use of benchmarking and comparisons allows 

policymakers to get a sense of the magnitude of a problem and outline a menu of options. Armed 

with this information, they can better appraise the costs and benefits of potential reforms. Far 

from being a threat to national sovereignty, then, this international economic surveillance can 

strengthen governments rather than weaken them. 

  



 

 

Full set of hyperlinks discussed in the webinar: 

 

Examples:  

 SHU Diplomacy Alumna Rebecca Medrano on UN defunding: 

http://www.ewinextgen.com/north-america/2017/1/24/why-congress-would-be-wrong-to-

defund-the-united-nations 

 

 Prof. Edwards on UN defunding:  

http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/foreign-policy/313141-why-defunding-the-un-is-a-

bad-idea 

 

 Prof. Edwards 5 Myths on US-UN Relationship: 

https://www.usnews.com/opinion/articles/2014/09/16/5-myths-about-the-us-united-

nations-general-assembly-relationship 

 

 Prof. Edwards and SHU Diplomacy Alum Brandon Kotlow on 5 challenges the UN faces 

in 2015: 

https://theconversation.com/five-challenges-for-the-un-in-2015-35943 

 

 

More advice:  

 Foreign Policy writers guidelines:  

http://foreignpolicy.com/writers-guidelines/ 

 

 Washington Post Five Myths Index:  

https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/five-myths/?utm_term=.81f49a8d6a6d 

 

 SHU Diplomacy Grad Student Michael Curtin with his op-ed advice: 

http://blogs.shu.edu/unstudies/2014/06/19/it-all-begins-with-an-idea-the-keys-to-writing-

a-quality-op-ed-piece/ 

 

 Prof. Edwards Op-ed Twitter List: 

https://twitter.com/MartinSEdwards/lists/dipl-student-op-ed-sites 
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