Review Comments Responses. 

Paper title: When Islam Goes to TED Talk: Discourse Features of a Postsecular Storytelling on Islam in New Media


	Reviewer Comments
	Author Responses
	Page number

	The central argument needs to be tightened/strengthened: what is the central argument that frames the empirical exploration and how does the paper contribute to a larger debate/bigger picture? 
	This is important feedback. I have revised the paper by adding new sentences on the contribution of this study into the abstract, introduction, and conclusion of the paper.
	Page. 1, 2, and 23.

	I suggest that the methodology includes a critical reflection on these points: firstly, why did the author choose 10 TED Talks taking place in 2018? Does the temporal context matter here? Why not give a broader overview? 
	This is useful. The revised version of the paper responses to these questions by offering a rationale. I have revised this and added a sentence that reads: “Since this paper emerged from my PhD research project – a comprehensive analysis of TED Talks on Islam: discourse, audience, and speakers – that was conducted between 2015-2019, the data taken were those published before 2019.”
	Page 6.

	Secondly, using discourse analysis on videos presents a challenge due to the fact that this approach will not in any detail capture the appearance, body language and dress of the presenter. Thus, the reader would expect reflections/analysis of why/how video/discourse interact.
	This comment has been addressed by adding three new sentences in the second last paragraph of the Data & Methods section. These new sentences acknowledge the importance of future research by reflections on the analysis of on-stage non-verbal communication cues deployed by the TED speakers. The new sentences also validate the scope of analysing video by using transcripts – a popular method adopted by discourse analysis studies.
	Page 8.

	3. The analysis builds on discourse analysis of quotes that often seem to be floating and I suggest that discourse analysis is more actively used. That would entail compressing quotes based on a deeper analysis taking into consideration the key contributions of discourse analysis.
	This is a useful feedback. I have reduced the length of a few quotes to enhance the quality of analysis and lift up the readability. 
	Page 10, 13, 14, and 21.

	There is no mention of the TED talk by the Turkish journalist Mustafa Akyol, who in my opinion cannot be condescended to as "middlebrow": indeed, it seems to me a very intelligent and well-reasoned use of his 15 minutes. It is true that he argues in favour of a modern, liberal Islam likely to attract Western liberals and democrats, but he is not guilty of "awe-inducing, personalized storytelling" (the second of the three "discourse features" that the author identifies as characterizing TED Talks on Islam). The author of this submission seems to have focused on weaker examples. Surely if s/he is setting out to analyse the
totality of TED talks on Islamic topics s/he should not ignore such a strong one.
	This is an important point to be clarified. The revised verion of the paper contains explanations on the exceptional quality of Akyol’s TED Talk and therefore, the reasons for not to be considered as a popular model of TED Talks on Islam. Akyol’s presentation for various reasons can be considered as a unique intellectual initiative using the TED’s platform. But at the same time Akyol’s presentation has little significance to the conceptual framework of this paper – postsecular translation and Judaeo-Christian interpretation of Islamic themes. This is further explained in the revised version of the paper.   
	Page 6 and 7.

	S/he says that the transcripts were "collected" in 2018 (p.6), but some of them were recorded several years ago, e.g. the one by Faisal Abdul Rauf was posted in 2008.
	This comment has been addressed in the first paragraph of the Data & Methods section 
	Page 6

	A more serious flaw: The author does not explain what s/he means by "Islamic epistemologies" or "a great deal of Islamic insight" or "Islamic subjectivities". There is as much variation in Islamic religiosity and civilization as in their Christian counterparts, and we are left with the contention that the TED talks ignore something important to this author but we are left with little idea as to what this is. One is left with the gnawing suspicion that perhaps these are impressive words without much substance.
	This is an important point to be clarified. After a thorough revision of the data and analysis for a few rounds, I have decided to remove reference to “Islamic epistemologies”, and “Islamic subjectivities” instead use terms such as “Islamic themes”, “Islamic topics”. 

The term “Islamic insight” is used in this paper to refer to the views, opinions, attitudes, and knowledge constructed by based on the normative textual tradition of Islam, as enshrined in the Qur'an and the teachings of Prophet Muhammad in order to facilitate interpretation of peculiar choices and assertions.

In page 9, the following additional sentences are included to bring clarity:

“Such mediatized storytelling on Islam, this study views, can lead to a mere individualistic interpretation of Islam tailored to cater to Western secular liberal mindsets, wherein a great deal of Islamic theological vocabulary, jargon, and symbols are at stake. This process of postsecular translation of Islamic themes, evident in TED Talks, establishes an open hermeneutic margin for secular convincing interpretation and negotiation, which then leads to a reading of Islamic subjects with an increased level of vagueness and malleability.” 
	Page 1 & 9.



