On 06/09/2008, at 10:22 AM, Paul Pickering wrote:

Dear Associate Professor Lansdown
I am writing to express my concern in the strongest possible terms about an article published in Quadrant, September 2008, by Dr Mervyn F. Bendle. 
 The reason that I am writing to you in relation to this matter is that Dr Bendle describes himself as Senior Lecture in History and Communications in the School of Arts and Social Sciences at James Cook University.
Dr Bendle’s article is an extended review of B. Bowden and M Davies, Terror: from Tyrannicide to Terrorism, QUP, 2008, to which I contributed a chapter.
At the outset let me say that I welcome rigorous scholarly exchange and would relish the opportunity to engage in such debate with anyone who wishes to disagree with my interpretation of the evidence outlined my chapter.
Dr Bendle’s review is, however, vituperative, mendacious and clearly defamatory in relation to my chapter. 
Specifically, my complaint against Dr Bendle’s review is twofold.
First, the article contains several obvious falsehoods. He alleges that I “defend the Islamist terrorists who carried out the July 2005 London bombings”; and, again, that I mount a “defence of these contemporary terrorists”. Further, he alleges that I claim “that high levels of political violence are legitimate”.
These allegations are highly offensive and patently untrue. Nowhere in my chapter do I “defend” terrorist action or describe it as “legitimate”. On the contrary, I explicitly condemn the actions of those who undertook the London bombings.
Dr Bendle’s statements are clearly actionable and I will take legal advice on this matter. The reason that I am bringing Dr Bendle’s allegations to your attention is that they represent an appalling standard of scholarship at its most basic level. Any first year undergraduate essay which so clearly and, I can only assume, deliberately, misrepresented another scholar’s work would fail. 
Dr Bendle’s published review thus calls in question the standards of scholarship upheld in your Department. I would hope that JCU would be more concerned about its academic reputation than this.
Second, I must protest that the tone of the article is well beyond the bounds of acceptable scholarly exchange. That an individual purporting to represent an academic institution should publish such an abusive and hectoring diatribe is regrettable to say the least. 
 I am happy to make available copies of both my chapter and Dr Bendle's article for your consideration.
Yours sincerely
Paul Pickering.
Senior Fellow, Research School of Humanities
The Australian National University

