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On 26 May 2017, a story titled “A cruel sting on terror victims,” written by Kylar 

Loussikian, appeared in Sydney’s newspaper The Daily Telegraph. This story is the subject 

of an article by me published in Pacific Journalism Review (Martin, 2018). In support of 

that article, additional information about the story is provided here.  

 In Table 1, the full text of Loussikian’s story is given in the left column. The online 

version of the text used here, from the Factiva database. The print edition differs in small 

respects. 

 The second column of Table 1 notes the features of a beat-up that might be 

associated with the text. These features are taken, sometimes in a slightly adapted form, 

from those itemised in Martin (2018): 

 

In the context of the media, a beat-up is a story that, by conventional journalistic 

standards, does not deserve to be published because it is unverified, grossly 

exaggerated and/or knowingly false. Typical features of beat-ups include presenting 

manufactured claims, giving otherwise unexceptional information an exaggerated 

importance, highlighting facts taken out of context, presenting highly misleading 

portrayals, and using weak or dubious sources. 

 

In Loussikian’s article, the most common features of a beat-up are giving otherwise 

unexceptional information exaggerated importance, highlighting facts taken out of context, 

and presenting highly misleading portrayals. The table, because it focuses on the text of the 

story, does not address one of the most important aspects that make the story a beat-up: by 

conventional journalistic standards, a single passage in a PhD thesis, a thesis that otherwise 
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has not been newsworthy, does not warrant front-page coverage. 

 The third column in Table 1 notes how the text serves to attack Brooks and her 

thesis, typically by derogatory language and guilt by association. The final column provides 

additional information and comment to provide context or to help assess the claims in the 

story. 

 Table 1 represents my own analysis of Loussikian’s story, so of course this analysis 

may be influenced by my involvement with the story. In particular, I was Brooks’ principal 

supervisor for her PhD thesis, and I was a secondary target in Loussikian’s story as well as 

in previous stories by him attacking the PhD thesis of another one of my PhD students, 

Judy Wilyman. Interested readers can judge for themselves by assessing Loussikian’s story 

in the context of Brooks’ thesis (2016), which is free online. 

 Here, only the text of Loussikian’s story is addressed. It would also be possible to 

analyse the layout of the text (fonts, placement of text) and photos, and the associated 

editorial and cartoon. These are reproduced at the end of this document. Each page of The 

Daily Telegraph is slightly smaller than an A3 sheet. 

 
 
 
Table 1. Text from Loussikian (2017) assessed in terms of how it represents features of 
a beat-up and attack journalism 
 

Text from Loussikian’s 
story (2017) 
 

Beat-up features Attack features Comments 

THREAT LEVEL: HIVE - 
LOONY UNI’S DEGREES 
OF MADNESS 
[Title, p. 1] 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis 

Derogatory 
language (“loony,” 
“madness”) 

The title may not 
have been written by 
Loussikian 

Wife of ex-Gitmo detainee 
David Hicks awarded PhD for 
arguing bees a bigger threat 
than terrorists 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis and the basis 
for awarding it 

Denigration of 
Brooks by 
referring to her as 
the “wife of ex-
Gitmo detainee 
David Hicks” 
rather than a 
person in her own 
right 
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THE estranged wife of David 
Hicks has been honoured with 
a PhD from a leading NSW 
university for arguing bees 
were more dangerous to 
Australians than terrorists and 
the federal government was 
“pro-torture”. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis and the basis 
for awarding it 

Denigration of 
Brooks by 
referring to her as 
“the estranged 
wife of David 
Hicks” rather than 
a person in her 
own right 

 

Human rights activist Aloysia 
Brooks was distinguished by 
the University of Wollongong 
for a thesis which examined 
the case of the former 
Guantanamo Bay inmate 
(right) and bizarrely claimed 
the number of deaths from bee 
stings proved our fight against 
terrorism was unwarranted. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis and the basis 
for awarding it 

Derogatory 
language 
(“bizarrely”) 

 

“One could hardly imagine a 
war on bees occurring any 
time soon, and therefore, it 
can be concluded, that the 
counter-terrorism laws have 
been largely politically 
driven,” she wrote. 
FULL REPORT Pages 4-5 

Highlighting a quote 
taken out of context 

  

    
A CRUEL STING ON 
TERROR VICTIMS [title, p. 
4] 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis 

Attributing false 
motives (“cruel”) 
and impact 
(“terror victims”) 
 

The title may not 
have been written by 
Loussikian 
 

Hicks’ partner gets PhD 
writing bizarre thesis 
comparing bombers to bees 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis 

Derogatory 
language 
(“bizarre”); 
denigration of 
Brooks by 
referring to her as 
“Hicks’ partner” 
rather than a 
person in her own 
right 
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THE estranged partner of 
former Guantanamo Bay 
detainee David Hicks has 
claimed bee stings are more 
dangerous than terrorist 
attacks in a bizarre thesis for 
Wollongong University. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis; highlighting 
facts taken out of 
context 

Derogatory 
language 
(“bizarre”); 
denigration of 
Brooks by 
referring to her as 
Hicks’ partner 
rather than a 
person in her own 
right 

Brooks was divorced 
from Hicks at this 
time. 

The lack of a “war on bees” 
proves tough counter-
terrorism laws are simply 
political acts, according to the 
PhD thesis written by human 
rights activist Aloysia Brooks. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal of the 
thesis; highlighting 
facts taken out of 
context 

  

The 360-page essay also takes 
aim at the ABC, News Corp 
Australia and the St James 
Ethics Centre for backing 
torture. 
 

Misleading portrayal 
of thesis arguments 
about the groups 
mentioned 

 A PhD thesis is not 
an “essay.” 

And it claims the federal 
government has a “pro-torture 
ideology”. 
 

   

“Although evidence clearly 
demonstrates that state 
terrorism causes many more 
deaths than non-state 
terrorism does, terrorist acts 
perpetrated by the state are 
given far less attention in the 
mainstream media,” Dr 
Brooks writes. 
“More people die in car 
accidents, from domestic 
murders and bee stings in 
Australia than terrorist 
attacks. One could hardly 
imagine a war on bees 
occurring any time soon, and 
therefore, it can be concluded, 
that the counter-terrorism laws 
have been largely politically 

Highlighting quotes 
taken out of context 
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driven, rather than as a result 
of the need for legislation 
against new criminal acts.” 
 
The PhD was awarded 
through Wollongong’s 
humanities department. 

  University of 
Wollongong PhDs are 
awarded by the 
university, not by 
departments or other 
units. The PhD was 
undertaken in the 
School of Humanities 
and Social Inquiry. 

In another section it says “the 
reality is that there is no 
global war … the attacks on 
the United States in 2001 have 
been used as an excuse to 
shamelessly invade other 
countries.” 
 

Highlighting a quote 
taken out of context 

  

The university said the views 
of the thesis were Dr Brooks’. 
 

  A similar statement 
could be made 
regarding every other 
thesis. 

“(The thesis) looked in depth 
at the experiences of four 
Australian citizens, one of 
whom was the candidate’s 
spouse,” a spokesman said. “It 
is not unusual for academics 
to research areas of close 
personal interest, or even on 
occasion to include their own 
experiences or those of close 
associates.” 
 

   

Mr Hicks was captured in 
Afghanistan in 2001, charged 
with providing material 
support for terrorism, and 
spent six years in 
Guantanamo. He pleaded 
guilty in a deal which sent 
him back to Australia, but a 
US military court later 

Misleading portrayal 
of the thesis; 
highlighting facts 
taken out of context 

Treating Hicks’ 
history as central 
to the thesis 
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reversed the verdict after 
finding it couldn’t pursue that 
charge before 2006. 
 
St James Ethics Centre 
director Simon Longstaff 
disputed comments attributed 
to him in the thesis by Dr 
Brooks, and he would be “one 
of the last people to promote 
or defend torture”. 
 

Misleading portrayal 
of thesis 

Focus on alleged 
shortcomings of 
the thesis 

From p. 249 of 
Brooks (2016): 
“Academics that 
defended the torture 
of people they 
deemed as terrorists 
are still able to spout 
their beliefs in public 
lecture rooms and 
classrooms around 
the country with no 
challenge. For 
example, the St 
James Ethics Centre 
hosted a pro-torture 
lecture by former 
Bush speech writer, 
Marc Theissen at the 
Festival of 
Dangerous Ideas. The 
Executive Director of 
the Ethics Centre did 
not think there was 
anything wrong with 
promoting pro-torture 
opinions to the 
general public, and 
neither did he think it 
was necessary to 
have the opposing 
view aired, even 
when he 
acknowledged that 
more people walked 
out of the lecture 
theatre holding pro-
torture views than 
when they walked in 
(personal 
communication with 
Simon Longstaff, 30 
October 2011). The 
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St James Ethics 
Centre refused the 
opportunity to have a 
lecture on the 
problems with 
torture, even though 
there is ample 
evidence that points 
to an increasing pro-
torture majority in 
the general public 
(Pew Research 
Center, 2016). 
Inevitably, those with 
pro-torture stance 
have been rewarded 
with public platforms 
that reinforce the 
violent actions of the 
state. Those who 
push and facilitate 
pro-torture rhetoric 
still remain largely 
unchallenged.” 
 

Dr Brooks also reprinted 
personal communications 
from Mr Hicks accusing 
Australian Story producer 
Helen Grasswill of lying and 
attempting personal gain. 
“All Helen could do was tell 
me she wanted a Walkely 
(journalism award) for the 
story and that she thought she 
was qualified to write a book 
about me,” Dr Brooks wrote, 
citing notes from Mr Hicks. 
But Ms Grasswill, already a 
Walkley Award-winning 
journalist, told The Daily 
Telegraph not only was her 
story “accurate, fair and 
balanced” but Dr Brooks 
played a key role in working 
with Mr Hicks at the time of 

Misleading portrayal 
of the thesis 

Focus on alleged 
shortcomings of 
the thesis 

See Brooks (2016), 
pp. 196–198, for 
Brooks’ account. 
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the interview. 
“There’s no question that she 
was a player (in everything he 
did), not an impartial 
academic observer and 
analyser,” she said. 
Australian Story never 
suggested Mr Hicks had been 
treated fairly when detained at 
Guantanamo Bay. 
 
Another journalist targeted by 
the thesis, who did not want to 
be named, described 
comments about them in the 
thesis as “bullshit” and 
“totally false”. 
 

 Focus on alleged 
shortcomings of 
the thesis 

 

Mr Hicks married Dr Brooks 
in 2009, but the couple were 
estranged by last year. 
 

 Treating the 
marriage as highly 
relevant to the 
thesis 
 

They were divorced. 

Dr Brooks was supervised at 
Wollongong by Brian Martin, 
who gained notoriety after 
overseeing another thesis 
which claimed the World 
Health Organisation was 
colluding with pharmaceutical 
companies to spruik vaccines. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal 

Brooks is 
tarnished by 
having a 
supervisor who 
had another PhD 
student whose 
thesis was 
supposedly 
suspect. 
 

See Martin (2016) for 
a detailed critique of 
Loussikian’s initial 
attack on Judy 
Wilyman’s thesis 

Another of Professor Martin’s 
students was Michael 
Primero, who has been 
associated with “truth in 
health science” journal 
Medical Veritas, which claims 
the Rockefeller Foundation is 
trying to control 
consciousness. 
 

Highly misleading 
portrayal 

Brooks is 
tarnished by 
having a 
supervisor who 
had another PhD 
student whose 
associations were 
supposedly 
suspect. 

See Martin (2016) for 
a detailed critique of 
Loussikian’s initial 
attack on Judy 
Wilyman’s thesis 
(which also targeted 
Michael Primero) 

Neither Dr Brooks nor 
Professor Martin responded to 
requests for comment. 

  Based on previous 
experience with 
Loussikian, we 
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preferred to let the 
university comment. 

NOW THESIS NONSENSE! 
• In reality, more people die in 
car accidents, from domestic 
murders and bee stings in 
Australia than terrorist 
attacks. 
• One could hardly imagine a 
war on bees occurring any 
time soon, and therefore, it 
can be concluded, that the 
(counter terrorism) laws have 
been largely politically driven. 
• The reality is that there is no 
global war… The attacks on 
the United States in 2001 have 
been used as an excuse to 
shamelessly invade other 
countries, strip their resources, 
line the pockets of US 
corporations, and decimate 
human rights and civil 
liberties in the process.  
• There is a host of 
documented evidence that 
indicates the Australian 
Government played a 
significant role in various 
conflicts in the War on Terror, 
not only in a military capacity, 
but in relation to political 
support in the form of pro-
torture ideology. 
• Those who push and 
facilitate pro-torture rhetoric 
still remain largely 
unchallenged  
[thesis title:] 
The Annihilation of Memory 
and Silent Suffering: 
Inhibiting Outrage at the 
Injustice of Torture in the War 
on Terror in Australia 
 
 

Highlighting quotes 
taken out of context 

Derogatory 
language 
(“nonsense”) 
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THE HICKS FILE  
November 1999 Travels to 
Pakistan and later joins 
Lashkar-e Tayyiba, a 
designated terrorist 
organisation  
January 2001 Travels to 
Afghanistan to allegedly 
attend al-Qaeda training 
camps, where the US alleges 
he meets Osama bin Laden 
December 2001 Captured by 
Northern Alliance and 
transferred to US control  
June 2004 Charged with 
attempted murder and aiding 
the enemy, but charges are 
dropped after military 
commissions are found to be 
unconstitutional  
December 2004 Alleges he 
has been tortured in 
Guantanamo Bay including 
being beaten, blindfolded and 
deprived of sleep 
February 2007 Charged with 
providing material support for 
terrorism and attempted 
murder, pleads guilty in return 
for being sent back to 
Australia  
December 2007 Released 
from Yatala prison in 
Adelaide  
August 2009 Marries Aloysia 
Brooks in Sydney after 
meeting a year earlier  
December 2014 Heckles 
Attorney General George 
Brandis at an awards night, 
claiming he knew that Hicks 
had been tortured in 
Guantanamo and had not tried 
to stop it  
February 2015 The US Court 
of Military Commission 

Giving otherwise 
unexceptional 
information an 
exaggerated 
importance (in 
relation to the 
thesis) 

Treating Hicks’ 
history as central 
to the thesis 
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dismissed the guilty verdict 
after a ruling which finds 
material support for terrorism 
wasn't a viable charge in 
military commissions for 
conduct before 2006  
November 2016 Charged with 
domestic assault of his 
partner, not Brooks, from 
whom he has now become 
estranged 
April 2017 Police drop 
charges against Hicks after 
finding no reasonable chance 
of conviction 
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