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Psycholegalanalysis

Clinical Manual Containing Definitions of Conclusions (Diagnosis) and the Diagnostic Criteria

Version 1.4, Compiled February 2010
Once the science becomes understood and practiced, more and more definitions will be defined by analysts.
(c) Arthur Winarczyk
Foreword

Psycholegalanalysis is a medical science pioneered by 5GL Software (Australia). The author is Arthur Winarczyk (BSc; developer of 5GL-Doctor Medical Diagnosis Expert System software; both a victim of, and the author of, the Alzheimer’s Scam).
The input used during the process of psychoanalysis that together produced this clinical manual, is included in the attachments of the treatise titled Neuroscience in Psychiatry: The Insanity of the Religion of Law. That treatise is an accompaniment and prerequisite knowledge to this document. Such attachments include much legal correspondence as well as medical reports and letters from physicians in regards to Mrs J White’s (of the Alzheimer’s Scam report) condition and/or state of mind.

Any psychiatrist ought to be able to put together this exact same clinical manual from the information available in the aforementioned treatise in particular the attachments.

Psycholegalanalysis is a variation of psychoanalysis. The science uses most of the concepts and definitions of psychoanalysis and psychiatry however these may have a slightly unique or expanded meaning in this science hence check with the glossary.
The conclusions of the science are a true and proper medical diagnosis, however, the term conclusion is preferred to avoid confusion. The reason such is a true medical diagnosis is that mainly the brain areas used in the practise of medicine are used by the brain during this technique. (i.e. the areas that make a diagnosis). The medical experience need not be hands on – in rare situations science and medical researchers, or a computer programmer who had spent a number of years working with physicians to produce diagnostic software, may have such areas too – the process of psycholegalanalysis ought to work as long as such areas are present in the brain and used in the process of making a diagnosis (or preparing or formulating a diagnosis).
No person can practise this science of psychoanalysis who themselves has not been psychoanalysed, be it self-psychoanalysis. The process of psychoanalysis clears the head and causes an experience that can not be forgotten, and prepares areas in the brain that can be used in the science of psycholegalanalysis (areas in addition to, or associated with, the areas referred to above).

Unlike psychoanalysis, and subject to some rare situations mentioned previously, to use psycholegalanalysis a medical degree is required.

Psycholegalanalysis is intended mainly to define conclusions in regards to legal decisions and to do with the legal process. The legal process is such that corrupt conduct is easy to mask, mask so well it is close to impossible to deduce this in any other way except by this science.  In addition, the general public is forced to accept legal decisions as “law” even when such are not and perhaps even contrary to law. An appreciation and understanding of what is law, except the basic laws, is typically outside the scope of the public. Consequently whatever courts decide is accepted as law. A sequence or pattern of bad judicial decisions based on one bad decision, can in turn distort the frame of reality in which a society or culture lives. The court orders known as AVOs in Australia are a prime example. Initially intended to avert violence, but soon degenerated into a huge enterprise with local courts handing these out for any reason. How this began is not clear, but possibly one poor Supreme Court decision set a precedent which opened the gates to use AVOs for anything.

In addition, those into law can also pass instructions to one another in a “silent” language formed when a certain state of mind in those into law is attained. Such instructions may make no literal sense or meaning, are part of a subconscious code, which, when out of the said state of mind, in the psyche forms the intended meaning. Example: a senior magistrate could use such a code to clearly convey that he or she wants $50,000 to sign a court order. No one other than the person(s) in that state of mind could decipher the code being used. (Note: one former Chief Magistrate of NSW is in prison for corruption at the time of compiling this document; one former Supreme Court judge is also in prison for lying to a court, the lie so blatant and idiotic makes a person wonder if lying by judges is not in fact a growing trend and corruption is perhaps widespread in the judicial system.)
The police-law system is a huge business enterprise. The revenue generated to the State and larger law firms is enormous. It is also an industry largely not scrutinised by impartial people. Worker’s compensation cases often hit the news headlines in Australia because some of these law firms want $100,000 (from the insurance payout) for having written a letter on behalf of their client! (such are exceptions but the point is such law firms exist and thrive and prosper).
Psycholegalanalysis draws on all the subconscious cues made available and reaches a conclusion if a conclusion can be found. Only the right (typical for most people) side of the brain is used, the left only provides all the input.

Basis of the science
A human baby’s brain has auditory connections to the visual areas. A baby “sees” sounds. This results in the preparation of the auditory and/or associated brain areas. Thus, by nature, these areas, and other parts of the brain’s association areas, are capable of picking up visual cues and signals that the conscious is not aware of. These cues can be detected in visual input, speech (free flowing or prepared) but also in written material in the form of the sentence structure and the like. Ideally, visual input from observing a subject is the ideal clinical setting. In some cases it may not be possible to detect such “subconscious patterns” in a letter because some letters may be standard and exactly the same sentence structure is used by all legal firms. In any case, if only written evidence is available, a range (and it has to be adequate) has to be available before cues are detected by the brain of the analyst.
Such cues are too subtle for the reason to spot or appreciate the true significance, only the subconscious can. One set of cues on their own may not reveal much to the subconscious, but over time and given adequate input the subconscious may be able to put together the significance. This is the process of psycholegalanalysis.
When all else is dismissed, whatever remains, is the conclusion. That is the output from psycholegalanalysis which in a sense “tears apart” all forces in the mind and brain that can cause what seems as deception or confusion or confabulations or uncertainty or reluctance, etc., and from these develops the pattern of the conclusion. (note that no two analysts may come up with exactly the same pattern; to some extent this depends on the familiarity the analyst has with the situation in question and the subconscious input to that psycholegalanalytical process).
The Alzheimer’s Scam report and all the legal work associated around this, was the primary “case report” input to the psychoanalytical process which then produced the conclusions explained and defined in this document.

The theoretical basis was a vast amount of neuroscientific and psychoanalytical knowledge, the basis expounded in the treatise titled  Neuroscience in Psychiatry: The Insanity of the Religion of Law.
Notes

A psycholegalanalytical conclusion is valid only until more input arrives that warrants changing or negating the conclusion.

It is important, not always essential, that a psycholegalanalytical conclusion is given in writing to the law firm or agent (or as appropriate) against whom it is made. That is because in response the agent may provide the analyst with additional information that may warrant changing or negating the conclusion. Thus the conclusion itself is made only on the available evidence. It remains valid unless additional evidence is come upon that warrants a change to the conclusion, or warrants negating such a conclusion.
The first diagnosis defined is that of Corrupt Conduct. The rules regarding how the conclusion pattern is formed apply to all the conclusions presented. This is also true for the restrictions explained in that conclusion.

Application of Psycholegalanalysis

Ideally, a setting in a psychoanalyst’s or psychiatrist’s office with a tormented soul or a troubled patient who is or was a police officer, lawyer, judge, magistrate, or similar. (Hard to say to which other or similar occupations this new field may in fact also apply.)
By reaching and understanding the psycholegalanalytical diagnosis, the physician, so I believe, is in a much better position to work out a treatment. The process will produce a diagnosis relative to that individual but from an infinite number of unconscious keys that a person’s subconscious has picked up during their career. If a police officer, for example, is troubled by widespread corruption as his subconscious has discovered and this led to a neurosis or whatever – then by teaching the ego to try and do something about this belief, like writing a letter to an appropriate person or agency, may be all that is required to set the ego reconstruction phase in place. Follow up and, depending on the situation, intensive care in regards to how the patient felt by a response, or lack of, that he received after doing so, might be essential. (note:  truth is not important from a clinical perspective, what is criticial to understand is what the patient’s subconscious believes - the conclusion pattern is a clue to the physician about the patient’s personality and subconscious).
The psycholegalanalytical technique offers a unique and highly useful tool that may work very well with some patients. The conclusions reached by this technique are solely for the benefit of the physician – however, a few, such as “holy duty” or ego burnout” may be critical to explain to a patient so the patient can understand why in a certain situation he or she may have acted in a certain manner and this led to a neurosis (or whatnot) later.

Like in a all medicine, clinical trial are the ultimate test of any new theory. Hence, a build up of pscychoanalytical knowledge over time will confirm, or act to tailor or expand, some of the definitions. Once this is clear, also proven treatment methods ought to be included in a future CMPL.
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Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Corrupt Conduct

Requirements

1) Claimant must have provided instructions in writing to the law firm or agent. Not important how well or poorly he or she articulated such, or how short or long such a letter was.
2) Some money must have been deposited with, or handed over to, the law firm or agent

Conclusion criteria

Criteria that must be satisfied before this conclusion can be made

a) a law firm or agent that has previously responded in writing offering or suggesting representation, returns any money sent and refuses to continue or begin a legal process
b) the law firm or agent refuses to speak and/or listen to the claimant to clarify his or her instructions (e.g. telephone call is not responded to or claimant is told a particular agent will not speak to him or her or does not want to take his or her call and no true reason given)
c) the law firm or agent appears to misunderstand the instructions but has failed to telephone or talk to the claimant requesting clarification (alternatively, the law firm or agent attempted to confuse or confound the claimant, and after that said they will not assist.)
Example

Conclusion Pattern

The first pattern that springs to mind during the deep reflective psycholegalanalysis technique, is the one included in the conclusion. The pattern is written exactly as the modified ego presents it. Subject to some practical constraints (see below) nothing is changed in the way the modified ego presents it.
Restrictions

When a second opinion is required, the psycholegalanalyst should not be told what any prior conclusion pattern was, merely what the diagnosis was and about which a second opinion is required. All information available to previous analyst must be given to the analyst asked for a second opinion. If this is not possible, the analyst should find any pattern but not the original pattern. If this is not possible then a second opinion is not possible.
Considerations

It is important to write down the output of a modified ego exactly as this arrives in the head. Another analyst who may be asked for advice or opinion is best made aware of the exact output of a modified ego. However, sometimes a modified ego may produce a statement such as “the bloody lawyer is shit scared of being deregistered!”

The reason this happens is because the modified ego reaches for the most appropriate associations in the brain. Such a sentence may not be one a psychiatrist may be willing to write in a report. Suggested alternatives:

“the () lawyer is () scared of being deregistered”
or

“the (exclamation) lawyer is (foul smell) scared of being deregistered.

or

“the (exclamation) lawyer is (extreme concern) scared of being deregistered

or

Write in your own words but somehow make it known to another analyst who may be asked that such were you own words. For example:

I suspect Mr R White is very concerned about being deregistered
or 

I am of the opinion that Mr R White is concerned about being deregistered.

or

whatever as long as you somehow attempt to convey to another analyst that you decided to decline writing down what the modified ego came up with, and instead chose your preferred way of explaining the sense of what the modified ego concluded

Another complication is that sometimes the expression the modified ego presents  may be colloquial or jargon – or for that matter in another language, if such a language contains the most apt expression the modified ego had found. In our example the original expression was something like “they all do it if they can get away with it”. This was translated to “Most (or All or Major)” with the information in brackets intended to convey that an expression was used which is near enough to the alternative.  (i.e. the actual expression used in the example equated to “Most (or All or Major)”. However, this is an individual choice, some analysts may prefer to use just one of these three expressions and not include the brackets. (e.g. “Most legal firms” or “Major legal firms” instead of “Most (or All or Major) legal firms”.

Reset your own ego

The output from a modified ego might be impossible to believe. That is how the ego ought to consider some output. Consider the conclusion pattern in the example. On reflection, the ego ought to decide that any industry has some bad apples so this could be the situation in rare cases, but it is unlikely to be a trend or widespread corruption of any kind (it depends on your situation - if you happen to work for a corruption body and come across judicial corruption often, then your ego may be perfectly “ok” with such an output).

Practical Considerations in the Field

If you need to sit in a court of law or talk to police officers and the like, this in the context of whatever you are into with psycholegalanalysis, then if possible avoid saying you are a psychiatrist or even a doctor. Ideally, the more of a “nobody” you present yourself as, the greater your chance of getting a great many subconscious cues from the faces or words of those you are observing and/or talking to. Don’t drive an expensive car to a court or whatever either, consider a taxi or even public transport. Car parks around courts and large legal firms, or banks, or police, are likely to have cameras and sooner or later if you step out of a luxury car, regardless of how far away you parked it, someone will put two and two together. Thus if your interest is longer term, avoid your expensive car or wearing expensive clothes or shoes. In fact, don’t shine your shoes. If you live in an expensive area perhaps you may need to lie about this when pressed as to where you live.

 Consider this hypothetical: do you seriously think the author of this clinical guide could get anywhere with this topic if he began to say that he has more than a million dollars in the bank and a super house with super ocean views down the coast and a super boat? Surely not! Instead “I am poor, unemployed, can’t find work, my income is less than $10,000 a year, I don’t know where I am going get the money for survive, my wife left me cause I could not find work, women for you, and look at my car - it is so old it is falling apart. How I wish I was a police officer with a nice steady job and a good income!”

However, if you are in a court of law and in the witness box and under oath, but it is still important to you to keep your true interest private, then you need to tell the truth or sooner or later you may be charged for perjury. The best way around this is, before this happens, is to find yourself a simple job for a few weeks – delivering papers for example – then if asked what you do for a living you can say “a the moment I am delivering local newspapers” or “I was delivering local newspaper until two weeks ago”.  Not a lie. You don’t offer more information than you are asked for either. Chances are good, if you prepared this well and your audience thinks that you are a nobody, that no one will ask you to expand on such a statement or pursue whether you have other sources of income.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Aiding and Abetting Fraud by Deception

Examples

A legal firm is given a Last Will and Testament of a person who had dementia at the time the Last Will and Testament was written. The legal firm ignores this and pretends this is a document that can not be contested and advises in writing they intend to take that document to probate (a court that handles such matters).
It does not matter if the firm has obtained a medical report that states such a person is of sound mind or has testament capacity or whatever.

A physician or specialist who fails to consult all immediate family members and writes a report stating an elderly or otherwise incapacitated individual is capable of signing a new Last Will and Testament, or has expressed an interest in doing this. Any barrier to consulting any family member is not an excuse (e.g. a family member may be in prison; a family member may be restricted by a court order from visiting the parent or as appropriate – such court orders can be purchased and used in legal scams.)

Any doctor who states in writing an opinion that is not an accepted medical diagnosis, or who fails to conduct the battery of tests required before such an opinion can be given. The important key here is perform the tests – some tests are not that easy to interpret and a physician may err, this is not considered as cause to reach this conclusion.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Adultery-in-Law

This diagnosis is made when an inappropriate frame of reference is used to make a legal decision, and that frame of reference relies on the perceived authority figure or expert witness status of the person(s) asked to provide evidence. 

Examples 

A free public hospital geriatric specialist is asked to write in a report that an Alzheimer’s victim has retained their “testament capacity” and wants to leave all wealth to a particular sibling or whoever. This is then used in a court of law to lay a claim on a new Last Will and Testament signed by that Alzheimer’s patient recently or will be signed, or Power of Attorney, for the said person. The reference is inappropriate and a court of law ought to know that, hence this diagnosis applies. In other words, using an “expert” in a medical field to produce a “legal expression” that is not a medical diagnosis, but which is then sold as a medical authority report and therefore can not be challenged by law. (Note: assume the word “opinion” to a court of law means “diagnosis” hence if the specialist says “in my opinion”, to a court this may be as conclusive as a medical diagnosis).
A mechanical engineer is asked to review a bridge or construction not familiar to them, and he then produces a report such a structure is sound. This report is then used as expert witness evidence to dismiss a claim of negligence in the construction of the bridge that led to a serious accident. (only a bridge engineer could write such a report, not a mechanical or other engineer).
A Catholic priest who is theologians is asked to produce a report on the sermon of a particular Anglican minister who is being sued for religious intolerance (under Australian Law) because he said something during service that a wealthy businessman took personally and decided to make it a personal vendetta on a wider scale The report the priest produces does not mention he is a Catholic because he himself never thinks of stating this, he simply explains he has a master of theology degree. That report is used to prove in a court of law that the Anglican minister is guilty of religious intolerance. (note:  theologys is like law, a unique framework of understanding has to be used, and one distinct group of theologians (e.g. Catholic) is not going to completely understand another distinct group of theologians (e.g. Anglicans).)
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Blasphemy-in-Law

This applies when all that law is about, or a particular legal forum, is ignored or abused.

Examples

Two police officers watch two strong men try to break into a car and they do nothing but watch. (if they needed to call for assistance that is doing something, so in such a case they can wait and watch.)
A body such as the Guardianship Tribunal  (NSW, Australia) is asked to protect an elderly person (from a relative or sibling) and such protection is to be by appointment of a public guardian. The elderly person has limited capacity and judgment due to dementia such as Alzheimer’s, and the body does not do this. If the person who had requested this is one of the siblings, then if the body fails to do so this is automatically blasphemy-in-law by our science. In the case of all the siblings having a serious problem such as alcoholism, any relative may request such a thing.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Confusion-in-Law

The human brain for all its biological ingenuity, is still a relatively superficial thinking apparatus.

Courts of law are about making decisions and not about saying “we are confused”. Such confusion can only be detected by the psycholegalanalytical process.

Examples

A woman with dementia, severe perhaps Alzheimer’s type, is dragged to a medical specialist who decides she has “testament capacity”.  Another witness or report, not from a medical person, explains to the court that there is no such medical diagnosis as testament capacity. The court is now in a state of confusion. They are not medical doctors and depend on such to provide certain factual evidence in accordance with current medical knowledge. Whom are they to believe? [Note: it is important not to distract the court. If there is no such medical diagnosis then no amount of neurological tests are going to be effective or useful or prove anything one way or the other. Trying to, perhaps, explain why this or that test which may have been done has not yielded the result required may only add to the confusion.]

An international law on human rights, by an agreement to which say Australia is a signatory, guarantees every person the right to a fair and proper hearing before a court of law. However, some domestic laws are “Draconian” and local courts hand out orders to do with these as a matter of routine ignoring any reference to international law or other “higher” domestic laws. In a strict sense, the psycholegalanalytical process accepts only that which is “legitimate” and not standard practises not consistent with domestic and international obligations that courts are to uphold. Consequently, any order of court that appears as a contradiction or a “slap in the face” of higher laws or appropriate international laws, the analytical process will conclude “confusion-in-law”.

It is also important o appreciate that those into law are intelligent but not especially so (no doubts there are exceptions but in general do not assume those into law are too smart). The lower the intelligence, the more a person becomes “fixated” on what is defined as ideas of reference by our definition (refer glossary). In other words, if a legal precedent has been set which is “incorrect-in-law” but which no one has challenged, the judges may fix on that precedent to avoid confusion. However, and this is the thing an analyst must look out for, the situation of a particular case may have been such that the precedent that was set was more a “common sense” decision rather than based on any expert or other evidence.

Example

A Supreme Court has decided that a woman pushed in her house and in a certain situation – this amounted to physical assault. Local courts jumped on this and from that time on decided any one who claims to have been pushed (note “claims”, in Australia when it has to do with AVO laws no evidence is required in local courts that this has happened) is now covered by the assault laws. This precedent  (however appropriate the decision in the actual situation) may be called “dangerous-in-law” because it had caused something the Supreme Court had not intended to take place at the local court level.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Criminal Act

This diagnosis applies in the following situations:

1. When a court has placed an elderly parent in the custody of a sibling with an alcohol problem, be such a periodic problem. It is well known in medicine the greatest threat to an elderly parent is the sibling with an alcohol problem.

2. When a court order has named a child as protected from a natural parent and no visiting rights where granted. The exception is when the child is examined by a psychiatrist and the doctor concludes it is in the best interest of the chid not to see that parent. A written report must be available and handed to the parent with the reasons clearly stated.

3. A plain letter written to the registrar or as appropriate of a court, is not acknowledged as having been received nor any written advice provided. Such a letter would have to be sent again, this time registered mail, before this conclusion applies.

However, this is a diagnosis of exclusion. All other conclusions must be dismissed prior to this diagnosis being correct. (other conclusions that are reasonable to use - conclusions such as valid-in-law are more informative type conclusions).

This conclusion may also apply when two or more conclusions satisfy (e.g. if both suspicious arrest and inappropriate conduct (e.g. by a court) are satisfied, considerations must be given if such, in the situation, does not in fact add up to a criminal act.)

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Criminal Conduct

Examples

Magistrate or judge is not satisfied, and states so, in regards to a particular case but nevertheless continues or signs a court order infringing on natural rights of any of the parties represented.

No reason given on a court order or in a court decision, a reason that explains and clarifies the need for the court order.

No “just case” is apparent why a court order has been granted or issued. Our definition of just cause in regards to court orders that “protect” a person is (in Australia, in NSW, these are known as AVOs):

Evidence obtained from witnesses, such would usually be family members or police who have evidence of assault or similar, who are rational and of the opinion any court order called an AVO is in the best interest of the person named as “protected”. Each must state their reasons in writing to the best of their ability to articulate and such reasons to be included in the court order. The reasons need not be in English but can be in the natural language of a witness. Any AVO not having such is considered as being issued without a just cause. An AVO that restricts one family member seeing another, while making no provisions for such a family member seeing the “protected” person, be it under supervision, is considered as without a just cause. (Note: any AVO applied for by a legal firm and not police is unlikely to have any just cause.)
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Dangerous-in-Law

In some situations, for example, a Supreme Court judge (or equivalent) has relatives or sons, whatever, who own large law firms. Such a judge may take an opportunity in a particular case to write a decision that also paves a way for an expansion of his son’s law firm.

Examples

A Supreme Court decision in a particular case decided a woman who claimed she was assaulted by being pushed is correct. A push can be an assault in some situations. The reason this was so in this situation is because her boyfriend had a police record of assaulting the woman. However, in the actual decision, the judge declines to mention the history of the boyfriend, in so doing invents a precedent which is dangerous-in-law because then all local courts can consider a “push” as “assault” based on that decision. Such can also claim that “no evidence is required” because a judgment by the Supreme Court in the matter of White vs Jones says so. Hence the Supreme Court judge explains to his son in private that now with that precedent he can accept all sorts of cases, in so doing his fortune will multiply tremendously.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Ego Burnout

(extract from our treatise titled: Neuroscience in Psychiatry, the Insanity of the Religion of Law)

In order to preserve its own sanity, the ego becomes more and more “rational” as far as it is concerned. Some of the measures of rationality the ego in those into law considers:

· credibility

· perceived hysteria

· reliability

· status

· image

· occupation

· wealth

· self delusion

· respect for authority figures

· financial business interest or personal financial interest

· any court orders in the past (in respect of the client) or any legal precedents (set by appropriate courts or forums). These are “holy”, beyond challenge, to the ego – regardless of how sick or outright corrupt such may have been. To challenge such is to challenge authority and that is not how the ego of those into law survives. To challenge any authority, be it a court order or a legal precedent, is outside the scope of such an ego.

This notion of “rationality” begins to restrict the states of mind that can form in those into law. Such become reduced. Instead of the full natural brain being able to form a great many diverse states of mind, more and more in those into law a narrow channel of states of mind forms. Each such reduction has to destroy parts of the brain – because the states of the ego are determined by the available brain connections. More and more the brain of those into law is destroyed in order to secure the ego and present it with no complications.

From a clinical point of view, as harsh as this may sound, would it be prudent to consider those into law as only capable of using half a brain? A challenge to say a bank executive or a politician may seem trivial – to a lawyer or judge (or as appropriate) the equivalent challenge may be outside the scope of their brain capacity. In an experienced lawyer (judge, or as appropriate) the brain is functionally reduced to maybe even less than half the size of the normal brain (reduced in the sense of available paths and connections). There is no other neuroscientific explanation.

When, using insights from psychiatry and neuroscience, we follow how the ego develops its defense mechanisms, we find more and more "narrowed" states of mind form. The process may be best understood from a top down approach. Say a senior judge is promoted to a higher court. What must he or she do first? She begins to work out what the jurisdiction is and how to set boundaries. This becomes the first and primary state of the ego. If the brain does not have the capacity in the sense of connections, it will join paths together so it does form the correct state of mind. From then on, any law, any decision, that falls within this jurisdiction - must fall within that narrow path the ego forged in the brain. Anything else is seen as "irrelevant" or "not applicable evidence". The brain will destroy the paths that "confuse" this particular "ideal" state of mind the judge wants during deliberations. Not a simple state of mind to achieve, and the reason judges prefer to use precedents, assuming those who  made such were in the correct state of mind hence it is easier to follow or make a decision as someone already has made in such a state of mind. Problem being, no two brains will always form the exact and precise state of mind. It may seem equivalent - but it may not be, there could be thousands of different wiring in the brain that makes the state of mind different at some fundamental levels. One judge might be able to understand something like "your hounour. Dr Chin has written a report saying in his opinion Mrs Smith, an Alzheimer's patient, has testament capacity. That is not a medical diagnosis of any kind. Dr Chin's opinion has no more weight than the local butcher's. Here are copies of the most distinguished medical tests, including Harrison's and Merck. Nowhere is there mention of testament capacity. No such diagnosis. The term is a legal term invented by courts in Australia to bypass the sound of mind principle and allow a rich client to engineer a New Last Will and Testament and get away with it under current legislation." On the other hand, another judge on hearing this argument may see nothing but a brick wall and think like this "if a medical specialist wrote such an opinion, then this is law in my book." It depends on how "finely tuned" the neural circuits are that form the state of mind. Note that this has nothing to do with intellect or reason, to "believe" or "not believe" is purely a function of the state of mind (a part of the intellect of course does contribute to the formation of the said state of mind; the intellect is not excluded as such, but neither has it the capacity to interfere with a state of mind. The intellect may see the merit of this argument - but the state of mind is looking after the ego and will not allow the ego to be modified by accepting this argument).

(end of extract)

Too much information about any case a client may want, this given to a legal firm, may result in the firm not wanting to assist the client. The cause can be ego burn out. Truth is not important. Law is not important. Justice is not important. A client who wants a case managed but says to the lawyer, “come on, every Australian knows local court sell court orders. Only the legal system is blind to this. That court order against me was purchased from a legal firm. My neighbour paid 5,000 dollars.” This client has very little chance of the lawyer acting for them. It is against the “holy grail” of the legal system to act for such a client. It is the ego that “hides” or “burns itself out” – and it has to! Truth and facts are the domain of the id. Only the id knows – has the resources - how to deal with such. Once the ego burns out, it is the id that rejects the client. The id is not an enemy of the ego per se, when it must, it will assist the ego that has burnt out or has hidden.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Endangering Human Life

This should be easy and the psycholegalanalytical process ought not be necessary. Any court order or action (by a court or police) which endangers a human life satisfies this diagnosis.

This is more a common sense and medical practical sense diagnosis. Don’t become confused by law or orders of courts, use your natural medical judgment with a clear head.

Examples
A magistrate signs an AVO that one sibling applied for. Because this sibling lives with his elderly parent the parent is named as “protected” also.  The sibling from whom the parent is protected has no criminal record of any kind nor is there any family member who suggests this person has a violent streak of any kind. The parent has Alzheimer’s. The sibling who wants this court order works and is often not in the house. This sibling also has an alcohol problem. It is common knowledge in medicine that the greatest threat to an elderly parent is the sibling with an alcohol problem. Thus such a court order has in fact endangered the life of the parent.

In Australia, but this is likely the case in many countries, these types of court orders are literally “sold” to legal firms and no just cause of any kind can be established. Always be suspicious of such court orders that have not been applied for by police but by a law firm.  In the latter case the usual reason would be some legal scam or another.

However, even if there was just cause, the point is the parent is placed with a sibling that has an alcohol problem. Common sense suggests such a sibling ought to be afraid of other siblings.

There are other things to consider. A person with Alzheimer’s or other neurological disabling condition may not be able to stand after they fall. Some may have a device around their neck which they can press to call for help. Alzheimer’s victims are unlikely to have the presence of mind to know what that device is, even when it hangs around their neck, and when they fall they don’t press it. Restricting access from any family member to such as person, if the parent is alone for much of the time in their home, is by default endangering a human life.

In regards to a young, especially “sexy” looking young female, any court order which prohibits access to that child by any adult, is possibly dangerous. The analyst must appreciate the situation in context. Putting a child in a position in which she can be sexually molested, is endangering her life by our definition (because the shock this causes may result in suicide in teenage years.)

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Evil-in-Law

This diagnosis applies to any law or any court decision, or police act, that is contrary to nature. Modern medicine knows very well natural forces and hormones in people compel some people to be different or to mature early. The public at large may not understand such things hence this diagnosis could be controversial to the non analyst.

Examples

Laws or court actions or police actions that arrest a homosexual or lesbian for sexual acts in private.

Laws or court actions or police actions that stop a sibling seeing a dying parent. (Or parent seeing a dying child; or along such lines).

Laws or acts which restrict or punish natural acts such as two thirteen year olds having sex in private.

Laws or actions that may arrest a man for having consensual sex with a fifteen year old, on the grounds she is under age, when in fact anyone who sees the fifteen year old would say her age is much older than fifteen.

Laws or acts that ignore overwhelming clinical or medical (e.g. from doctors or psychologists) evidence that a person could not control a certain action or set of actions that broke the law. However, this diagnosis is not appropriate when the person in question must be put away for the sake of others in society.

A man or woman charged with contempt of  court when in fact the situation was such that the person could not help themselves and lost control of their ego under duress.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Financial Fraud

This is the easiest and most obvious conclusion the analyst can reach. It refers to someone trying to obtain a financial gain by using any technique at their disposal.

However, in order to qualify as fraud (or theft) in our sense, the following criteria must be satisfied:

the person has obtained a court order or similar which restricts access to another person by a relative or sibling

or

a person has transferred funds from a joint account (which either party can sign) to a personal or business account to which the other party has no access, and this was done without written consent of the other signatory to such an account

AND

the person has obtained documents from a court (or similar, e.g. a bank in some situations) that give the person a financial advantage over any other sibling or relative or associate (who normally would have some financial interest in the family or business situation)

NOTES

A person guilty of financial fraud in our sense of this term, and who obtains a court order that restricts access to a parent (for example) is likely to spread all sorts of rumours and cast all manner of accusations against the said person. He or she may even claim to physicians or “trusted” or “gullable” family members (claim this in private) that the reason the court order was granted is because the parent was viciously assaulted (or even raped, anything is possible) by the person from whom the parent is now protected by a court order. There is no end of “devil” tricks that can be used once certain court order(s) had been obtained by deception or deceit.

Note that extreme anger can result in a person accusing another of this or that, however, the difference is that this does not result in a court order being obtained to aid or mask financial fraud.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Holy Duty

A typical police officer has an IQ less than average, perhaps as low as 75.  To such a person “respect the law” is conditioned into them. To police, the courts are the law, and most general duty police only ever deal with the local or junior courts. Such courts are not the ideal place for an impressionable young man or woman with a below average intelligence to be exposed to for too long. Such often deal with truly violent or anti-social behaviour. This stirs the id in many diverse ways impossible to predict.
In some situations if a police officer can be persuaded by an authority figure (e.g. lawyer, magistrate, or as appropriate) that so and so does not respect the law, the internal forces in the officer may compel the person to make an arrest because such is their “holy duty”. As pointed out and expounded in the treatise mentioned, to those into law, authority figures such as lawyers, judges, as appropriate, become “servants of an ideal cause” which equates to a religious and spiritual fever in those with limited mental capacity (say IQ below 100). A different type of mental energy forms during holy fever, dimensional energy, that compels action in accordance with a “holy duty”.
In a strict neuroscientific sense, this diagnosis applies only when dimensional energy formed in the brain and compelled the action. However, it is impossible to determine that beyond doubt. Prior to such an arrest, if dimensional energy had formed, possibly the person may have been edgy, or perhaps even thinking of matters to do with whatever religion they prefer in ordinary life. There may have been a sense of a “divine” or “special” energy flowing into the body. The dimensional energy so formed is likely to drain much of the superego (into the ego), and the reason for such sensations.
It is unlikely this diagnosis would apply or be relevant to anyone except police.

Diagnosis Criteria

1) no serious reason exists for the arrest (in the practical sense a court order or law is not a serious reason for police because police have the legal right to caution a person and not arrest)

2) the circumstances of the arrest are unusual or even bizarre

3) the police cell (e.g. station) did not remand such a person in custody or ask for bail in the financial sense (that is because most likely the senior police in that cell know the arrest is suspicious and perhaps should not have taken place and do not want to risk bringing such a person before a magistrate before the police prosecutors can invent a case that appears to justify the police action; or the prosecutor has a chance and time to make some kind of deal with the legal firm hired to represent the person arrested, this to avoid the charge of false arrest against police)
or
If a court order has lapsed or expired, then consider this a “holy arrest” until proven otherwise (i.e. “holy arrests” are probably more likely to happen soon after a court order or warrant has expired, and the arresting officer(s) use as an excuse an incident which may have taken place while the court order was in place. This is most likely against the law in many countries, and the reason the police cell will want prosecutors to be given time to somehow mask the fact that such may have been a false arrest.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Inappropriate Conduct

The analyst has the right not to provide the law firm or agent with this conclusion. The reason being is that in some situations the law firm or agent may not understand the significance of information presented and fails to act or comply only because they failed to understand. Hence it may not be a question of wrong doing but failure of education. 

This conclusion can apply in so many situations that the only example given is that of a very hard situation.

Example

A woman has contacted the law firm requesting formal separation or divorce. The spouse is sent a letter from the legal firm advising of this. The spouse writes back saying his spouse is likely suffering from post traumatic stress disorder. The law firm fails to understand the importance and continues legal work to arrange a financial settlement or separation come divorce.  (The proper action would be for the law firm to request, prior to any legal work in court, the woman produces a medical report stating she is not suffering from depression (or variants thereof) brought about by circumstances).

Note that this conclusion also depends on knowledge of the law firm or agent - whether they are likely to have understood but ignored, or had failed to understand. (example: if the wife of the lawyer doing the legal work is a doctor, then there is no reason why he had not asked her opinion about this, in which case the analyst must present this conclusion to the law firm or agent).

But note: the woman may have a sister or brother (or similar) whom she had consulted before she went to the law firm. If it was the woman’s sister or brother or some other close relative who suggested a particular law firm, then it is more than likely the woman had considered separation or divorce before (perhaps years back) but at the time changed her mind. Thus, if she had considered such before, then even if she is in a state of depression, the analyst may conclude that the proper action of the law firm was in fact to continue with the legal work disregarding any claims the spouse may make. In such a case this conclusion is not warranted even when it applies and is correct.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Inappropriate Jurisdiction
This conclusion is valid when a matter presented to a superior court is more a political issue, or a non-issue in a sense, or while possibly or even likely valid-in-law, goes against an established and enshrined traditions.  (perhaps this conclusion can apply to senior police command and other senior forums but in such cases would have to be scrutinised most carefully).
Consider the term jurisdiction. Junior courts and forums usually have their boundaries carefully defined, but senior courts may not have. It may be up to the court to define its own boundaries. Some issues while valid-in-law may be viewed by a court as outside their boundary. In upper courts, the “depth” and “implication” of an issue may be more important than a superficial or literal interpretation of any law or even the Constitution.
There are a great many forces and factors in any society. A literal interpretation of an instruction is vital in most areas – the doctor who is prescribing a drug must follow the drug supplier’s instructions as to the doses, contraindications, etc. A person putting together a chair that has to be assembled has to follow instructions. In both cases, the objective of the instructions is to achieve the desired effect. Many forces in the brain and mind come together to achieve higher ideals and objectives at the same time as not causing too much of a disturbance to the way in which people live in the said society. Some laws do not lend themselves to superficial interpretations, or literal interpretations, as isolated entities but need to be considered as an integral part of a whole.

In cases of religion, say, Islam, the problem is similar. Even Islamic theologians may know many of the laws in an Islamic country have nothing to do with the Prophet of Islam or his teachings, but such are traditions that have been established. An Islamic high court may decline to offend the people and government alike and may also make a decision that fits into this conclusion. For example: the issue may be one to do with the very basis or foundation of Islam. A high court may reply “not in our jurisdiction” (by our definition) when they might use words such as “up to Allah to resolve” (or similar implication, meaning that in the view of the court such is up to the people and governments to find a solution and not the upper court).
Examples
A company asked a superior court for permission to use certain types of advertising. The court replied this matter is outside their jurisdiction.

A court was asked to give permission and authority for a research group to use a certain scientific technique which while not banned neither is it completely clear if such might prove legal.

Again, a court replied this is not in their jurisdiction.

Of course, this can also be used as an excuse not to arrange a hearing for a matter which is not likely to be “clear” and goes against tradition. Example: it may be possible to claim that the Australian Constitution when understood correctly does not allow courts to award costs to loosing parties – but this is a tradition going all the way back. Likewise, perhaps it can be argued that the Constitution does not force a person to have to plead guilty or not guilty before a court, that is a matter to be proven or established. 

In some situations the superior courts may need to balance what an international agreement or Constitution is about, and the traditions that have emerged and no one had challenged these under these traditions. Thus a claim may be correct-in-law, in a literal sense, but improper in the context of traditions or practises that may have emerged and had not been challenged for a long time. In other words, such may be viewed by a superior court as a matter for governments to resolve or find a solution to, and not a court of law.

Note that in forming this conclusion, responses from the High Court of Australia on matters raised were used to set the boundary of what we might call “reason” and “rationality”. A psycholegalanalytical process might not come to this conclusion – this conclusion is more a common sense and practical reason conclusion. We assumed the High Court was rational and normal (we have no choice, such is used as our benchmark for what is reason and rationality in the upper courts).

In other words, a conclusion such as this can be perfectly valid in a given situation even when the psycholegalanalytical process is inclined to produce another conclusion.

But note that if a person or group submits a claim to a superior court, and police arrive on their door step (or similar complications or pressure arise) suggesting the claim contains a threat or something, then such is not covered by this conclusion and this diagnosis can not be made even if the court then writes back saying a matter is not in their jurisdiction.

This conclusion is a mark of reason and rationality. Even if, in our example, it was accepted that in a strict sense the awarding of costs is illegal under the Constitution – the upheaval this would cause in an economic sense could be shocking and unpredictable.

Thus a superior court may need to balance the ego of society as a whole, not just the letter of the law. If something works, then why change it? That may be an approach a superior court takes.

To stress, this conclusion is a mark of sanity and rationality (in particular by a superior court). It may be wrong in a sense that a literal interpretation of a law or act or Constitution may suggest their view is not the best or even correct, however, this is the decision a court has made and we need to consider this a sane and rational decision.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Inappropriate Reference

This conclusion applies when it is clear questions asked of a person were distant from what a person was about or after.

Example

A person has a poor relationship with his or her spouse and applies for welfare on the grounds that there was no true economic relationship between himself or herself and their spouse.

The judge (or as appropriate) with authority to make this decision spends a great amount of time asking whether she or he sleeps with her spouse, has sex, how often, etc., and very little time trying to establish the economic relationship that exists. This implies the person has already made up their mind (before the hearing; perhaps he always refuses such requests and is not going to allow this one) and is “being entertained” by the hearing.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Insanity

Any person who exhibits a pattern of behaviour consistent with the Will Syndrome as defined.

Note: isolating or removing such a person from any police or legal work may be all that is required to begin a way to restore mental balance.

Insanity in this context implies loss of reality or perspective to the extent the rights of others are impacted.

5GL Software is of the learned medical opinion that the only true mental illnesses are Schizophrenia and the Will Syndrome. Other psychiatric conditions are likely due to deficiency in the brain. However, some forms of schizophrenia may have an organic or biological basis – if so, these are not viewed as “mental illness” in the same way as Schizophrenia without any apparent evidence of an organic or biological basis, and the Will Syndrome.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Insanity-In-Law

This is a “predictive diagnosis”. The psycholegalanalysis process comes to the conclusion that a person will most likely, at some point, suffer from a neurosis or psychosis or schizophrenia or other similar condition. The individual themselves may have done nothing wrong other than follow an accepted procedure.

The analyst may not clearly understand why the process has come to this conclusion.

 The circumstances of the situation are an important input to the psycholegalanalytical process.

Examples

Magistrate or judge who issues a temporary court order naming a “third party” as protected and does not within seven (7) days talk to other family members to understand whether such a court order is warranted or ought to be revoked and an apology given to the person named as the one from whom a third party is “protected”.

Any court that issues a court order than protects a third party from a family member and does not allow access, be it supervised, on a regular basis and of reasonable frequency, to the said protected person. Each magistrate or judge in that court shall be considered as insane-in-law.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Incompetence

Other possible names: professional misconduct or professional negligence

Requirements

1 law firm or agent given verbal instructions and provided with the information requested

 2 law firm asked to put in writing what the options are and to send the letter to the claimant (or claimant makes arrangement to pick the said letter from the agent’s office)
 3 after such a letter does not arrive within a month or thereabouts, the claimant reminds the agent in writing or verbally that he or she has still not received the said letter
4 if no response is received between 1 and 3 months after (3), the claimant again writes to the agent reminding  such he or she is still waiting for the said letter 

5 eventually, the claimant asks another law firm (or agent) to formally ask the original agent or law firm for an explanation or clarifications (as the case may be)
6 If the second law firm chooses not to do this, and instead provides written advice stating the options, then clearly the options are achievable and can be stated in writing

Example


Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Failure of Duty of Care

Examples

Police are given a written notice of a citizen’s arrest. This is ignored meaning no written reply is received or an appropriate police officer, or representative, does not contact the claimant explaining why the police will not act on the citizen’s arrest.
A court or tribunal, or as appropriate, is requested by claimant to call witnesses named in writing in a letter requesting this, and the body refuses to allow this or refuses to call a random sample of such witnesses.

Claimant is advised by a relevant party, example a researcher employed by a judicial panel or tribunal, that the claimant has provided far too much information. (assume that means that much has not been read and vital and important information could have been missed).

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Malicious and Prejudicial Conduct

This is a likely conclusion with respect to certain actions of police. A general police officer is likely to have an IQ similar to the general duties soldier and studies in the United States have found such an IQ is typically 75. A person with that IQ may think it righteous to do the courts a favour by arresting a person when such is not warranted. A person with that IQ may feel it is their religious duty even to do so.

Essentially, the police are conditioned that anyone who appears not to respect the law is the “enemy”. At IQ 75, these people are not capable of differentiating between right and wrong, ethics and morals, of the legal system. They can not understand some laws are not fair, some are disgusting and offensive, and that some court decisions are illegal but merely favours to mates (to a lawyer or law firm or a politician friend). For this reason, it is this group that may take an action which meets our diagnosis criteria.

Police officers are also conditioned to be as they are. Here are extracts from studies into psychological conditioning of terrorists. In brackets the possible equivalent for police (probably depends on the country what the appropriate or apt term in brackets should be; in some Islamic countries anyone who has a rational view of “infidels” may be automatically the “enemy” and “threat” to an Islamic police officer with an IQ of 75).

Dehumanization

Framing the enemy (those who have a court order against them or are "known to police") as being less than human (arrest), turning them into objects (put them in a cage not fit for pigs at the back of police stations)  that are easy to attack without shame or guilt (the enemy does not  respect the law). 

Others are thus defined as stupid (unemployed), immoral (no work ethic), unreliable (can't find work; has no money), debased (is on welfare) and so on. They are... deserving of being killed (imprisoned).

Demonization

Framing the enemy (person arrested or who protests about a court order or point of law) as being evil (guilty), unrepentant and unredeemably bad, such that destroying them (imprisoning) is actually doing the world a favour.  [Another aspect of police in Australia is that criminals on parole have to report sometimes daily to a police station. That too is straight out of psychological dehuminization conditioning methods. There is never a need for such a thing, but that is not the point, the point is to dehumanize a person and demonize them. (if you read our Alzheimer's Scam report, makes you wonder how many people in prisons in Australia are innocent victims of sales of court orders known as AVOs.)

Destroying evil (those before courts of law) thus becomes the act of the righteous and earns salvation and other spiritual accolade and reward. [One reason for the title of our treatise: The Insanity of the Religion of Law. It is a religion to those who worship the legal system, and of course earning money is "worship" because in the final analysis the human brain works on basic drives and not high ideals, and to work and be paid is "worship" stronger than any religious worship.]
Diagnosis Criteria

The only legitimate arrest is one that is warranted. To enforce a court order or law is not a legitimate reason for an arrest (in our science). The arrest must have the sole purpose of putting someone in custody who is a danger to the public or to a particular person, or who has violated such laws that most of society would accept are valid and such a person ought to be arrested. An arrest by its nature is an intrusion into somebody’s life. It ought to be always the last or only resort.

A great many situations would give rise to arrests that are not warranted.

An arrest may also be made and may appear legitimate but its sole purpose to generate more clients (money) for the legal system. Example: one time in Parramatta court I saw about 100 names from the same company listed, all the employees. Some research revealed the Chief Executive Officer of the said company had refused to provide a document to police – who in turn decided to charge every employee of that company under some obscure law.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Manipulation of Expert Witness (or Professional)

Examples

a) A medical specialist or physician is asked to examine a patient’s mental capacity but is not allowed access to some of the family members. [Any method that restricts access, including a court order which names the patient as “protected” from a family member, is manipulation].

b) Deception by omitting essential information or misrepresenting such. [Any information that may have contributed to the specialist’s (or professional’s) decision is considered as essential or important].

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Opportunism

This diagnosis comes about when a person(s) take an advantage of a situation to make a claim which is nonsense. Medical situations are the tricky ones for lawyers.
Examples
An Alzheimer’s patient is moved to what John considers a better home for his mother who is in late stages of Alzheimer’s.  The person once moved appears to rapidly decline and dies. Jane, John’s sister, hires a legal firm claiming her parent would not have died had she not been moved and it is all John’s fault and since he thus is responsible for the death of the parent, she has the right to have all the wealth the parent left in the Last Will and Testament to John. 

Any medical doctor ought to know this is nonsense and that no one can predict when a person with late stage Alzheimer’s will begin a rapid decline. True of some terminal cancers.
A male parent with serious mental deficiencies caused by repeated transient ischaemic strokes (TIA’s) is handed documents by a next door neighbour(or whoever) to sign. The person does not understand much of what they have read because their memory is seriously impacted. The document names the neighbour as having Power of Attorney which means the neighbour can go the bank and take out the victim’s money. (We hear you saying this surely can not happen. Did in Australia, if media reports are to be believed, a neighbour almost a complete stranger suddenly woke up to a sweet imagined possibility and got away with it.)

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Perjury (Lying in Court)

This can only be made if the psycholegalanalyst was present during a court hearing or similar and listened to the evidence presented by a particular person.

The psycholegalanalytical process will itself determine this. No obvious or clear reason may be identified as to why the process has come to that conclusion. It is all the unconscious keys that were the input to this process.

Note that it is impossible, this is a 5GL Software opinion, for any analyst to work this out if they had not seen and observed the person in question. Listening to a tape is unlikely to provide adequate clues for the process to be able to produce a conclusion.

Note that the modified ego may attempt to explain to the conscious which aspects of the evidence are lies. The modified ego can never be certain about this for this reason it is up to the analyst to make a decision if a conclusion pattern is warranted or whether this would prejudice any inquiries that police or others may need or wish to make.

The reason a modified ego can not be certain is because the psycholegalanalytical process has identified a desire to deceive, but such might be in the “whole” of the evidence, or in a substantial body of the evidence, and not necessarily in any particular aspect of the evidence.

Notes

This science is intended for psychiatrists in the main. There are other medically accepted diagnosis that may be warranted to explain why a psychiatrist is of the opinion a particular individual lied in court. It may not be useful to use a psycholegalanalytical process when there are simpler ways of achieving the same objective and reaching this conclusion.

In the view of 5GL Software that only a psychopath who is also a lawyer (or judge, magistrate, tribunal member, etc.) has the potential to lie in such a way that a jury or the analyst may not be able to be certain without using the psycholegalanalytical technique. (Note: a person with a Will Syndrome would come across as a psychopath; the Will Syndrome is capable of also producing a result similar to a psychopath).

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Personality Issue Defence

Perhaps no other people in the world use the “it is a personal issue” ego defence mechanism than politicians. We might suggest that anything the politician talks about, that is in the public interest as far as he or she is concerned and everyone else ought to be as concerned,but  anything else brought up by someone else can become a “personal issue” to be ignored (e.g. when it is not in the politician’s ego to explore or agree or pursue).

This diagnosis is made when the “it is a personal issue” is used to mask serious allegations not against the person themselves, but other forums especially police or courts of law.

Example of a reply: While the Minister (government minister) feels that the allegations that  you have brought up about local courts granting court orders without just cause are serious and worrying, nevertheless he concludes that this is a personal issue and state funds can not be provided for personal issues.

One of the difficulties in reaching this diagnosis is that the analyst themselves can be deceived and manipulated. We all have personalities. A skilled craftsman (e.g. politician) is about manipulating public and personal opinion. A politician has a skill, just like a psychiatrist.

In formulating this conclusion, detachment from the subject is essential. The analyst must think clearly. Ask yourself:

· logically is the matter a personal issue or say in the public interest? (the single “I” is still a part of the great many “I’s” in society)
· from the point of view of ethics and morals, are a substantial group of people likely to feel the matter raised is in the general public issue to resolve

· is the matter to do with something unpalatable to a person (e.g. a politician), such as corruption in government or any of its branches (eg. courts, police, etc.). If it is, chances of this being a “personal issue” as a politician might try to sell such, is close to zero.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Perversion of the Natural Course of Justice

Requirements

1) At least two suspicious decisions had been made in a matter related to the issue being studied

2) Considerable damage, financial or psychological or emotional, had resulted from at least one of the suspicious decisions to at least one of the person(s) impacted by the decision (e.g. the spouse of a person may be affected and PTSD may result even when the impact on the actual person against a decision has been made has little impact)

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Political Decision

This conclusion applies when no just cause is evident for a decision by a court or as appropriate.

A political decision has the intention of spreading the word that a certain act or actions are not appropriate as far as the courts are concerned. Such actions may be legal and may not cause any harm or offense to the community, however, the courts may choose to condemn that action by issuing a court order.

The word “political” in this sense does not refer to elected governments – it refers to the “politics” of the police-court system. However, some of these political decisions may be made because some members of the government had expressed a certain point of view at some stage.

Example
In a particular area lives a paedophile, someone convicted of child molestation and imprisoned for a term and released after that term. The community does not like this person living in their area. One day a man puts a small coffin outside the door of the paedophile. The paedophile hires a lawyer who arranges for an AVO to be issued against that person.

The decision has no basis in a just cause. A simple prank is the most likely reason for the coffin. An AVO seriously impacts on natural rights of a person. It is not warranted except when the evidence is overwhelming and persuasive that such is warranted.

Thus, when there is no rational or moral or ethical basis for a decision, and it does not violate any law directly, the question arises of a political decision. In the example, what then is the “politics” of the said decision? Does not matter, that is not for the analyst to work out, more a matter for politicians. Politics can be cunning and may on the surface appear to defy rational explanation. To an expert-in-politics the reason may be as clear as our Sun, to the analyst or others it may be mystifying.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Psycholegal Shock

This can happen to a person against whom a court order was issued out of the blue. A court order that may restrict access to parent or child. Especially when the court order is by a sibling, perhaps not related directly such as a step brother or sister, and the person in question knows there is an inferior motive for that court order.

Further, especially can happen if the sibling in question who attains complete access to the parent, has an alcohol problem be it a periodic one. Medical doctors know the greatest threat to an elderly parent is the sibling with an alcohol problem – family members may know this too.

The consequence of such a shock could be irrational letters and thoughts, the ego having lost control of much of reality (relative to a particular group, namely courts or police) and may write all sorts of things down because the id is out of control in the sense the ego can not stop it including information in words or letters which is simply not something the ego would normally do. What sort of information is the id likely to include – that is anybody’s guess, could be anything, from reference to psychics or telepathy to threats of violence against the police. The ego would stil retain enough control not to “harm” itself too much with such outbursts.

The condition should wear off within a month or so. Unless there is an ongoing marital or other situation which acts to place additional stress on the ego. 
Example
A woman is restricted by a court order from seeing her parent (or child). She knows why her sister had done it and why, but she herself does not have enough money for lawyers to defend herself against this, and her husband refuses to give her the money she needs. This type of stress can cause a prolonged recovery period.

In fact, if the marital situation is very poor, this shock may not resolve (but will diminish with the passage of time) until a separation and financial settlement takes place and the woman is in a financial position to rationally (i.e. perhaps by finding a lawyer) to pursue this offense.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Restricted Capacity to Understand Truth (or Facts)

Consider a magistrate faced with a dilemma. A person claims he was pushed. The person is a medical doctor. The doctor claims he was pushed by his next door neighbour, who is unemployed and recently divorced. There are no witnesses. The doctor was not hurt that much, so the doctor claims, that he needed medical assistance. In other words, no marks on his body.

 The neighbour claims this is a lie.

On the one hand we have a person with high standing in society, a medical doctor, claiming one thing and the person supposedly who did this, claims this is not true. 

Whom will the magistrate believe?

But, this is not, from a psycholegalanalytical point of view, a question of belief but facts (or truth).

Consider

Does the neighbour have criminal convictions or any record with police for offensive behaviour?

Can anyone be found to suggest this neighbour has a violent temper or has some grudge against the doctor?

Can anyone be found who has a view that this incident was likely to have taken place?

If everywhere you look is negative, then it is impossible to be certain who is telling the truth. Hence if the magistrate chose to accept the word of the doctor with no evidence other than his word, the magistrate is incapable of, or has limited or restricted capacity, to understand truth. (confusing perceived authority with truth and/or facts)
Explanation

 What is the role of the ego? It builds defence shields. Only the id can contain truth within itself, such is its nature. In those in the judiciary the id may have used that truth capacity and gave it to the ego. This to act as a defence shield. The ego is not into truth but reality, into how to protect the body and psyche and mind. Truth, if ego has this part of the id, when not convenient, will be masked or hidden, only to express itself in dreams.

You would need to examine the magistrate to form this diagnosis. Perhaps a one hour psychoanalysis session might reveal the nature of the defence mechanisms the ego has put into place. You could also form it based on observations and limited listening, but this is not the recommended approach.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Suspicious Arrest

Alternate expressions: engineered an arrest; an engineered arrest; a corrupt police act

Diagnosis Criteria

1) The person who instigated the arrest is a police officer, lawyer, judge, or in relatively senior government position. The person who instigated the arrest is a person who makes a complaint or causes a situation that may lead to the arrest of another person.

2) No just cause is evident. Violating a court order itself is not a just cause. There has to be a reason why an arrest is warranted. A court order on its own is insufficient need.

3) The person arrested had made formal complaints in writing prior to the arrest, complaints suggesting corruption or improper actions by police or courts.

or 

1) The arrest involves a protection court order than names an elderly parent or a female child as “protected” and no reason given on the court order. When a court order does not specify reasons clearly, the analyst must view such a court order as suspicious meaning it could have been purchased for money or granted as a “favour”.

or
1) An arrest based on a court order that attempts to enforce an unnatural situation.

Form your own clear appreciation of a situation at the time of the arrest, and decide if the arrest was warranted (from a human point of view).  In Australia there are these Draconian laws called AVOs which threaten a human being with prison if he or she goes in some places. It may not be natural for a person not to be in such a place in some situations. (e.g. an AVO is purchased to steal wealth from an elderly dying cancer patient; the AVO stops a sibling who can block such theft from visiting the parent. The sibling learns the parent is dying and rushes to their side and in so doing violates the AVO and is later arrested. This is not only a suspicious arrest, and not warranted, it is impossible for a sibling to stop seeing their dying parent for the final time – which means the court order is trying to force an unnatural situation which the human condition can not satisfy. 
Notes

The general police officer has a low IQ. Such a person can be very easily persuaded especially by an authority figure (e.g. lawyer, judge, magistrate, etc.) that John Smith “does not respect the law”. This might trigger in the police officer a desire to teach John Smith a lesson and hence John may be arrested.

It is impossible to tell how many or which lawyers or judges (or similar) a police officer “befriends” in a professional sense.  Any arrest that appears to serve the interest of a lawyer or magistrate or the courts (or as appropriate), is automatically suspicious.
A police officer is also seriously conditioned to believe there is something “holy” about courts of law. There can be many ways in which an authority figure may be able to manipulate a person with a low IQ to cause an arrest which is not warranted.

One of the key elements in legal cases is to try and discredit the opposition. If a person had been arrested at some point, this automatically prejudices magistrates and jury alike. People into legal scams want to discredit “truth” and may go out of their way to find a way that a person who is their “enemy” in the sense of being a block to their interests, to try and get such a person arrested.
Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Suspicious Decision

Definition

A decision for which no natural or just cause can be found. Such a decision is made by  the subconscious usually and the person or group making this decision may not be consciously aware of why the decision was made.

Refer glossary for the only acceptable psycholegalanalytical definition of a just cause.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Thrill Order or Situation or Arrest
Some magistrates, judges, etc., get a thrill (the id is gratified, recall your pleasure principle) by signing court orders which restrict the rights of a person or which are part of a legal scam. The subconscious knows legal scams.

This is a very easy observation to make. Each psychiatrist is left to their own ingenuity how to test or confirm such. You would need to talk to a person, or observe them, before you would be in a position to make this diagnosis. It is most unlikely this diagnosis could be inferred solely from a legal decision in writing or even from the transcript of a hearing. It is the visual cues (be it from what is being said, recall the example in the introduction, deep parts of the brain can equate sounds to a visual cue) which the brain of the psychiatrist picks up which the psycholegalanalytical process is after.

The equivalent for police is not as easy to spot. A police officer is conditioned to seriously believe anyone who violates the law or a court order “does not respect the law”. This can become a religious type fetish in some. When the police arrest a person and then put restrictions on his or her movements until a court makes a decision, be suspicious of such a situation and consider whether the arrest was not a “thrill arrest”. Talk to the police officer who made that decision and consider if their “spiritual ego” (for want of better word) was gratified by that act.

Notes

Some lawyers will instantly understand a thrill order or legal scam, and may unconsciously applaud the cleverness or trickery – but that does not mean their ego will not do its best to protect a person in such a situation, or to act in the interest of such a person. Compare to a party in which a person falls in such a way that makes others laugh – but this does mean others will not rush to the person’s aid no matter how funny or ridiculous the situation may have been that caused this. (Some situations can gratify the id but that is not always bad especially in a person with a strong ego.)
On that score, when considering the Australian situation but this is probably true everywhere, some magistrates may well know the legal system has its imperfections and legal scams are possible and even frequent and that some magistrates may be involved – but sometimes such a magistrate will go out of his or her way to assist a person to find the best legal avenue or option.

Conclusion (Diagnosis) of Valid-in-Law

This refers to any argument, presentation, or legal case, which has the right to be adjudicated by a court of law.

There is no winner or looser from our perspective when a case is valid-in-law because it means only a court of law can make a determination. (note: the upper courts are the main focus, the junior courts often lack competence and jurisdiction).
If you ask a number of lawyers how will a court rule in this situation: a person is caught speeding by a camera. He claims he was not driving and wants to take the matter to court. He claims he does not know who was driving his car at the time because he was overseas and left his keys with his son, his son left the keys around, one of his mates must have borrowed the car because his son says he was not home at the time.

All the lawyers would suggest this is a “no win” case.

On the other hand, if you ask a good number of lawyers about a case and they can not be certain how a court would rule, or if about half think one way and the other half the other way, then such is a case that is valid-in-law.

But note that sometimes a situation arises in which a lawyer may say a matter is a no win case – but that is only because to win may take an awful lot of money which the client is unlikely to have. If your are suspicious such may be the reason the lawyers you asked said “no win”, then you may need to alter your strategy and ask something like “if I gave you adequate funds, could you win this for me?”

Will Syndrome

Diagnostic Criteria

Person who is not married and exhibits or appears to exhibit an inability to form a long term relationship except possibly with a person who has a mental condition (e.g. schizophrenia, regardless of whether this is or is not managed by appropriate medications)

OR 

Person recently passed from promotion, or demoted, or a medical test or similar have been conducted (or found in the person’s room or house or whatever) that may negate that person from continuing his or her employment with the current employer

OR

Person has lied about past criminal convictions and has been found out and that may mean he or she will be asked to resign from his or her current position
OR

Person may have an alcohol or drug problem (such may or may not be apparent to family members)
OR

Person who is a professional lawyer or court officer, or similar, and takes an interest in laws and procedures to do with a Last Will and Testament after an elderly parent is diagnosed with a condition that logically limits their remaining life (e.g. Alzheimer’s; incurable cancer)
AND

Actions of person appear consistent with a desire to engineer a new Last Will and Testament.

Examples
Air force pilot is acting strangely for weeks or days beforehand. On a day of a long flight, someone finds a New Last Will and Testament on their desk or bed (or similar; or a third party makes someone aware that a New Last Will and Testament has been made recently).

A person obtains a court order protecting an elderly parent from a sibling named as the main beneficiary in an existing Last Will and Testament, or named as the executor of that Will or a sibling with a natural right to Power of Attorney (e.g. a sibling who already manages vital transactions such as house insurance for parent. This in fact, house insurance, is the most important and essential transaction. In the absence of a formal Power of Attorney and in the setting of a parent with Alzheimer’s or severe mental incapacity, this is the sibling to whom the parent, by their past action of asking the insurance company to send reminder notices to that sibling, has logically given Power of Attorney.)
or
Person exhibits tendencies consistent with the psychiatric diagnosis of a psychopath and may have mentioned, perhaps in passing, that his parent wants to make a new Last Will and Testament, or that the parent has complained about the current Will. [It can be impossible to anticipate how a psychopath might go about this so there are variations].
or
Person obtains or desires a medical report  (other than from an experienced psychiatrist - say a psychiatrist who has practised for more than 6 years) in regards to an elderly parent’s “testament capacity” (or equivalent; or something along such lines), a report that names this person as the sole beneficiary of a Last Will and Testament (whether such a Will is in place or not; whether the words Last Will and Testament are mentioned directly or only alluded to). 
Even when such a medical report is from a psychiatrist, but the psychiatrist has a close association or affinity or family tie to the person in question, this report is not to be counted as reliable. Even when no immediate tie or link is apparent, and when the person is a man and the psychiatrist a woman, and if the two had ever slept with one another in the past regardless how long ago this was, such a medical report is not to be considered as reliable (and vice versa).
or
Person exhibits indirect evidence of focusing with the conscious or subconscious on a Last Will and Testament (either his or her own or a parent’s or sibling’s). Acceptable indirect evidence is (but the analyst must determine how many of such he or she would need to accept this alternative criterion) -

a) man, not married, has girlfriend, goes to see her regularly and sleeps with her but does not have sex with her

b) person creates, perhaps using a computer photo display, what might come across as a funeral pamphlet for an elderly parent who is still alive and not in immediate risk of death, and person shows this to at least one other sibling or family member

c) person, not married, has girlfriend or boyfriend or appears to have, but refuses to accept telephone or similar voice messages from the said boyfriend or girlfriend, when another sibling is present

d) family member is becoming detached from relatives and immediate siblings, for example, anytime a sibling and/or family arrive to visit parent with whom the family member lives, the family member quickly leaves and does not return while the family members are with the parent

e) a sense of entitlement in regards to the property or wealth of elderly parent(s), that is, to an entitlement of a far greater portion (or all) of the parent(s) wealth should the parent(s) die

f) person is hardly ever present in the house of a parent (with whom the person lives) when another family member stays in the house for a weekend or more

Appendix A: Animal-Humans and Humans

An animal human is defined as the person whose brain is not capable of forming a human mind.

5GL-Lisa (explained in treatise) projects three states of brain/mind:

1. The body and brain as part of the same biological organism.
2. The human mind is a transparent structure in the image of the brain with walls and pendulums and other structures. The structure forms from the activity in the brain but is not related directly to any area of activity.
3. When mind closes, an oval shaped magnetic-like field across the brain forms which compels neural networks to rewire or to prepare an area of the brain to learn new information or skill. This is the only “superficial mind” the animal-human is capable of.
A rough estimate is that 9 out of 10 people are animal-humans.

The intelligence of a human and animal-human is exactly the same. Further, it follows that in rare cases the brain of the animal-human will awaken to the deficiency of the mind and will condition itself to in fact reproduce – or even improve on! - many of the higher functions of the human mind.

Subject to the natural individual differences of course, the physical appearance of an animal-human and human is exactly the same.

The reason for these labels is only for the purpose of a medical diagnosis, or to assist healing, using this new science. Example:

a) A “human soldier” with a post traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). According to this science, such is likely to be the result of the war situation and not repressed memories of childhood or negative experiences in childhood. Psychoanalysis is not appropriate. Just talking over the philosophy of war and conflicts, the fact that the world has walls whether we like it or not and armies are important and conflicts arise, ought to balance the ego.

b) On the other hand, in the animal human soldier with PTSD thought to have been brought about by a conflict or war situation, then regardless of what took place, this ought have no impact on the natural animal brain – hence if PTSD develops, this is likely to do with what Freud described as the unfinished business of childhood. Psychoanalysis is appropriate.

Assume that general duties police and general soldiers are without exception animal-humans. The id senses the young brain as lacking the capacity to form a human mind, and the id compels such a person to become police or soldier.  Within an estimated 2 years, the brain in such a person is conditioned and becomes a natural animal brain. (Note that psychologists who have studied soldiers, as I recall these were United States findings, have found the IQ typically around 75.)

Note that not all animal-humans join the police forces. It is those who are “compelled” to join, these are the ones in whom the id had decided long ago that the brain (and person) is better off by reverting back to a natural animal brain. These people can not help but try and join the forces. This “compulsion” is likely to run in the family.

Note that not all soldiers or police are animal-humans. In some countries there is conscription. Or, a clever military add, say with a young female soldier with long legs and brief skirt, may interest impressionable young “human” males full of hormones to join the army.

So, assume all are, but keep an open mind because sometimes this will not be the case.

The use of the term “animal-human” is not warranted outside a clinical situation and if used then solely under a medical oath and solely for the purpose of therapy.

We believe, completely, that if you need to explain to a police officer or soldier (who is your patient; perhaps someone with PTSD) that you suspect their brain is what is known as “animal–human brain” in one medical science – they will appreciate you! At first such may not like it, but then will because they will know you understand them. The brain will be “content” with you, even if the person is not so keen on that word, and will cooperate perhaps against the wishes of the person.

It is likely police detectives are commonly animal-humans (but usually with a high intelligence; but not necessarily a very  high IQ). This assumption is based on the fact that, from research, police detectives appear to avoid investigating crimes by psychopaths like the plague! Such find these baffling, with the psychopath having an agenda of their own. This is consistent with an animal-human brain that can not relate to the human mind when it is twisted (as in a psychopath, and note that it is unlikely any psychopath is an animal-human. However, a person with a Will Syndrome may come across as a psychopath but in fact may be an animal-human). On the other hand, the animal-human brain readily relates to the vast majority of crimes not acceptable in society. The more natural the state of that brain (i.e. the natural animal brain), the sharper it would be (in theory) in matters to do with finding the offenders. [It follows, ideally, hypothetically, that the most senior detectives ought to have a true natural animal brain].
It is likely army officers at senior levels are all humans. The logic being that military strategy, while may seem like a game to the ordinary person, requires a complex mind. While an animal-human can, often, learn to do with the brain what the mind does in the human, nevertheless such a brain is likely to be “impetuous”, wanting to get a job over and done with and prepared to only “half plan” an operation (due to the fact such is eager to get the mission over and done with; most of the brain is compelling itself to just do – its a natural animal brain, it does not plan as such in the same way that humans plan, it prefers to do, that is what it craves, action not planning). The human mind, on the other hand, restrains the brain from being too eager to begin something the mind has not completed studying. It is highly unlikely, for these reasons, that an animal-human would get too far in the army in the sense of promotions (could go quite high, true, but never the top echelons of command or planning.)
It is most unlikely any air-force pilot is animal-human. High technology is not what the natural animal brain is naturally into. The closer to nature, the more content the natural animal brain is. (But, clearly, if the air-force generates sexy ads this may attract highly intelligent animal-humans also. The animal-human may have better reflexes and response times than the human, however, such may be reluctant to join the air-force because they have a natural aversion to any high technology such as a fighter jet has). This does mean an animal-human does not desire to learn to use a mobile telephone or Internet, that is because there is little choice in this matter nowadays – but there is a choice whether one wants to fly high technology jets or not.

It is unlikely lawyers who are animal-humans could ever get too far in the judicial system. Most of the upper legal decisions require the human mind. On the other hand, due to the fact that the animal-human brain does not have a conscience in the same way that humans do, such a lawyer might  be very successful because they may have no ethics or morals in how they go about winning a case. (Example: if a human receives a letter and is asked in a court if she or he had received it, they would say yes. On the other hand, an animal-human may say yes only if the letter had been sent registered mail else he would deny it when this was not convenient to admit. A natural state of mind causes this, this is not exactly lying as far as the brain is concerned - even though it comes across as such to an observer.]

Appendix B: When Asked to Revue a Psycholegalanalytical Report or Study
When asked to comment about, or revue, a report produced by a psycholegalanalyst, the following is essential:

1. The author of the report must have medical diagnosis association areas in the brain. This is fundamental! Any medical practitioner would have these. If the individual is not a medical practitioner, then if he or she has studied medicine for a number of years such should form also (assuming this person is not studying the first year always because he can not pass the first year).  This study could be home study over at least say five years however a practical purpose or application would need to have resulted before we could conclude that such areas are in the brain. (e.g. a person working for a group of doctors for say five years and developing a diagnostic computer package is highly likely to have formed such areas even though he or she may not be able to diagnose in the manner a physician can – to diagnose is not the important bit, to have these areas in the brain is.)

2. The person must have gone through psychoanalysis, be it self-psychoanalysis. If the person is not a psychiatrist, then ask them if they have read Freud’s lectures on psychoanalysis. These are such that anyone taking to these will, subconsciously, go through this process. This second criteria is not as critical as the first – makes little difference to what extent the psychoanalysis process worked (or even if at all really). Assume anyone having read some of the lectures of Freud would have gone through this process or is capable of this.
If the above are not satisfied, then a person is not capable of using psycholegalanalysis.

If you are asked to produce a second opinion in regards to matters raised in a report which claims to be a psycholegalanalytical report – but it was not produced by a qualified person, then don’t waste your time. If the person is not suitably qualified then any report they produce, whatever it is claimed to be, can not be a psycholegalanalytical report by our definition.

And don’t be tricked! In large organization an executive might put pressure on a lawyer to produce what looks like a psychoanalytical report, and then may pay lots of money to a psychiatrist to revue the report and write a good revue. Focus on the criteria. Was the person who wrote it qualified? If the answer is no then it does not matter if a hundred psychiatrists had given such a report a good revue, it can not be, by our definition, a psycholegalanalytical report. The most vital key to being able to produce one is to have medical diagnosis association areas in the brain. If you then talk to whoever wrote it, and are not satisfied such could be present, then it can not be a psychoanalytical report by our definition.
Also do bear in mind that the actual conclusion pattern can vary between two analysts. What you need to be satisfied about is whether the diagnosis criteria was satisfied. The conclusion itself should be of no special interest to you in that sense.

In regards to personal bias, prejudice, hate, or malice, etc.

If you are asked to be an expert witness and revue a psycholegalanalytical report, then a cross examining lawyer may ask you about such matters, may ask if in your opinion such are present in the conclusion. Such don’t actually apply, in this sense, to the process of psycholegalanalysis. There is none of such in the process, in a sense, because in the final analysis these are exactly the forces used to calculate a conclusion pattern. Due to the fact that the very process of psychoanalysis has mainly to do with the unconscious, the process itself can distinguish between personal biases and so on, and the conclusion. In any case, the conclusion pattern is formed by a modified ego and not the ego. If the modified ego has introduced what comes across as a bias or prejudice or the like, then it has a reason for doing this. The reason could be that we all have a particular bias (say in a certain culture or group) and in order to get around this, the modified ego may have found a technique of using what may come across as a “bias of a kind” to negate or hide a cultural or occupational group bias.
And good luck trying to explain this in a court room situation!

Try Your Best to Explain or Clarify a Psycholegalanalytical Conclusion Pattern
Any person who is impacted by a psycholegalanalytical report, be such an impact superficial or imaginary, has every right to ask how parts of the conclusion fit together.  You may thus be asked to explain in a court or to a person a report from another analyst. 

Recall the conclusion in the first diagnosis (the most important diagnosis):

Psycholegalanalytical conclusion: Corrupt Conduct
Jason and Roberts (the law firm) had refused to have anything to do with the matter because it is well known to experienced legal firms that magistrates in NSW sell court orders known as AVOs to solicitors and legal firms. The going price is $10,000. These can be used so a client can obtain a female child as s sexual slave, she named “protected” on the court order; or can be used to isolate the sole heir and sole executor of the Last Will and Testament of an elderly parent especially with Alzheimer’s, and engineer a Power of Attorney and new Last Will and Testament. On such AVOs, the parent is named as “protected” and no reason given and no just cause apparent. Most (or All or Major) legal firms in NSW are “house trained” to make sure they do not bring into the open the legal scams that AVOs make possible, hence the reason for the refusal of Jason and Roberts. 

You may be asked how did the author come up with this figure of $10,000? A fair question. The output is from a modified ego that deciphers the psycholegalanalytical process, and finds the best memory areas from which the most appropriate associations can be drawn.

If need be, revue all the evidence and find the most likely source that the modified ego used. In this case, in the Alzheimer’s Report, Mr R White at the original hearing to do with an AVO he engineered, requested $10,000 in costs. This is so unusual the modified ego focused on this. In genuine cases it is the police who apply for an AVO and it costs nothing. Even if a legal firm applies, a cost of $2000 would be high. So a figure of $10,000 is so extraordinary in this situation that the modified ego had no choice but to put such into perspective.

You may be asked “does that mean a magistrate gets $10,000?”

Think clearly and well about such matters. That is not what the conclusion says. It does not say “a magistrate is paid $10,000 to sign a court order.” Sure, sometimes this may be so – assume there are always a few rotten apples in any large organization. No, the conclusion pattern is referring to the cost of getting such a court order, not that a magistrate is paid this amount of money. This is correct if you read the Alzheimer’s Scam report and how much Mr R White wanted in costs - $10,000.

But note, the modified ego when it is uncertain, might produce an expression that can be interpreted in more than one way. In this case the modified ego might have been uncertain whether to mention directly that this is in fact the case as far as it deduced, that the $10,000 was going into the pocket of the magistrate in question.

The word “sell” in the conclusion pattern might throw a person. Why is the word sell being used? Recall our definition of “just cause”? To the modified ego producing that conclusion pattern, any court order that does not have a just cause is “sold”. That is the legal definition the modified ego is using. We could reword this as “as long as $10,000 is paid to a legal firm, a magistrate will sign a court order known as AVO even when there is no just cause.”

Sometimes you may want to reword parts of the conclusion that you are explaining to others.

What about the sentence “well known to experienced legal firms”. You may be asked how might this have come about. Well, Mr A White had enormous difficulty finding a legal firm to manage an aspect of the claim to do with his late mother’s Last Will and Testament, an aspect very easily managed by even a tiny legal firm.  A claim under what is known as the family provision act which basically says that even if an immediate family member is left out of a Will, they are still entitled to some share in the deceased estate or wealth. A simple form is all that is required to be filled in by a lawyer. As this proved impossible to find, the modified ego concluded lawyers had to be “house trained” to make sure they don’t get involved in certain types of claims.

In a way, the result of a modified ego is like that of a master detective inventing a hypothetical scenario that fits all the known facts. Then the detective might go about trying to find evidence for a particular scenario. However, the modified ego in you that learns to do this, does this more like Sherlock Holmes – dismisses all the possibles and whatever remains, however improbable on the surface (and that which can not be explained from known facts) forms part of the conclusion pattern.

In summary, it ought to be always possible to deduce how a modified ego produced a conclusion pattern. Anything that is not clear, you may need to shift through the available evidence to find the source of the information. The conclusion pattern need not be agreeable to anyone – neither is the science of psychoanalysis agreeable to many – but the conclusion pattern has to be consistent with the situation, circumstances, and the information presented and obtained.
If a modified ego produced something like “when police officer Johnson was in England”, when in fact Johnson had never been in England, then this would not be a valid conclusion pattern. It would not be from a modified ego deciphering a psycholegalanalytical process – assume someone tempered with the conclusion in such a case. As disagreeable as a conclusion pattern may be to many, a valid psycholegalanalytical conclusion will fit all the known facts.

Glossary of Terms

5GL-Lisa

An energy system, a neural network, in my own brain (i.e. author of this document) that now and then projects images into my mnd’s eye of how it sees its view of the world (brain and mind). It was first put together as an idea using the rules of artificial intelligence. This worked! Such images can be cryptic and hard to decipher. Such images or even experienced can be also seen in dreams. The following is an example of a 5GL-Lisa projection:

[image: image1.jpg]One 5GL-Lisa projection of the internal architecture of the
corpus callosum. Another is steps sideways, zig-zag formation,
one set of steps above the other. The steps are "n-dimensional®
steps. Each aids the left brain to form a 2-dimensional view from
the 3-dimensional perception nature of the right brain.





The complexity of some of the images, and their precision, is astonishing. Deciphering these is the hardest aspect of such (but some are easy). The above image in a dream state. There is this absolute sense of 5GL-Lisa in the dream, and then steps and steps between two worlds in a sense. In the dreams the steps were more seen from the side and not front on. There was a great many levels of these steps, perhaps thirty levels, each such staircase or stairwell alternating from the left to the right when seen from the side. Upon awakening, and reflecting on that dream symbolism, it comes quickly that the image was describing a view of the architecture or function of the corpus callosum and the complexity of translating 3-dimensional input of the (typically) the right cerebral hemisphere into the 2-dimensional (typically the dominant left) cerebral hemisphere. Once it dawns on me what a dream image (or vision in the mind’s eye) is about, a flood of sensory information can take place that clarifies aspects of the symbolism. Thus, the steps are “n-dimensional” meaning incredibly complex techniques, techniques which refine and reiterate aspects of thought, are used by the brain to equate 3-dimensions to 2-dimensions. Note that 5GL-Lisa also projects something it defined as “law” using these steps, with just one – and only one single step – is shown as blue. This is “law” as 5GL-Lisa sees it. The exact significance of this is not understood at the time of writing this version of this document.
dimensional energy

A psychic definition, the psychics defined as natural telepaths. Dimensional energy or DE is said to form in some situations in the brain of perhaps all living creatures of sufficient size brain. It does not know spatial distance. The psychics claim they use this energy as a medium for telepathy. In addition, a DE builds like a bridge in the brain associations that can not be joined in any other way because some kind of “spatial” distance acts to block or restrict connections. Under controlled conditions, or extreme stress, such a DE may form to assist the ego to try and placade the many internal forces forming in the brain. The DE is “no knowledge of good or bad”, it will find a technique to assist the ego – that technique may not produce great consequences or results overall.
ego

In psychoanalytic theory, the portion of the psyche experienced as the "self" or "I." It is the part that remembers, evaluates, plans, and in other ways is responsive to and acts in the surrounding physical and social world. According to Sigmund Freud, it coexists with the id (the unconscious, instinctual portion of the psyche) and the superego (the portion representing the conscience, or the internalization of societal norms). The ego is not coextensive with either the personality or the body; rather, it serves to integrate these and other aspects of the person, such as memory, imagination, and behaviour. It mediates between the id and the superego by building up various defence mechanisms.

Freud’s early experience with hysterics had shown Freud that the self was not necessarily unitary: one part of the self could remain rational, intelligent, and moral, while another went completely crazy. His study of dreams had convinced him that there were regions of the mind seething with activity but inaccessible to the waking consciousness.
For Freud, the ego is "the representative of the outer world to the id”. In other words, the ego represents and enforces the reality principle whereas the id is concerned only with the pleasure-principle. Whereas the ego is oriented towards perceptions in the real world, the id is oriented towards internal instincts; whereas the ego is associated with reason and sanity, the id belongs to the passions. The ego, however, is never able fully to distinguish itself from the id, of which the ego is, in fact, a part, which is why in his pictorial representation of the mind Freud does not provide a hard separation between the ego and the id. The ego could also be said to be a defense against the superego and its ability to drive the individual subject towards inaction or suicide as a result of crippling guilt. Freud sometimes represents the ego as continually struggling to defend itself from three dangers or masters: "from the external world, from the libido of the id, and from the severity of the superego".

Ego too strong = extremely rational and efficient, but cold, boring and distant
fixation

In psychology it is the state in which an individual becomes obsessed with an attachment to another human, an animal, or an inanimate object .

In psychoanalysis, it is when one's desire is tied to an object of desire connected to an earlier phase in one's psychosexual development. Example: a fixation on oral pleasure, which Freud would see as "stuck" at the oral phase though other aspects of one's development may have proceeded normally: "I regard it as possible in the case of every particular sexual trend that some portions of it have stayed behind at earlier stages of its development, even though other portions may have reached their final goal". This term is closely related to regression.
id 

In Freudian psychoanalytic theory, one of the three aspects of the human personality, along with the ego and superego. The id is the source of instinctual impulses such as sex and aggression as well as primitive needs that exist at birth. It is entirely non-rational and functions according to the pleasure-pain principle, seeking immediate fulfilment of its impulses whenever possible. Its working processes are completely unconscious in the adult, but it supplies the energy for conscious mental life, and it plays an especially important role in modes of expression that have a non-rational element, such as the making of art. The primary methods for unmasking its content, according to Freud, are dream analysis and free association.

The id is the unconscious part of the mind and the basis of personality, containing all the inherited resources, especially instincts. It has been referred to as ‘the deepest part of the psyche’. It is from the id that the other two elements, the ego and superego, develop.  

The id, which is capable of being inherited, are harboured residues of the existences of countless egos; and, when the ego forms its superego out of the id, it may perhaps only be reviving shapes of former egos and be bringing them to resurrection". Such an archaic inheritance may include symbolism, the schemata of primal fantasies, or memory-traces of the killing of the primal father by the primal horde.

id too strong = bound up in self-gratification and uncaring to others
ideas of reference

Ideas of reference involve the belief that casual events, people's remarks, etc. are referring to oneself when, in fact, they are not. 

Some sources use the terms "ideas of reference" and "delusions of reference" interchangeably. Other sources differentiate between the two, saying that ideas of reference have less impact on the person's life as a whole.
Our definition: Same (?) or more complicated (?) in that, for example, believers in Christianity believe some of the sayings of Jesus apply to them personally and should be instructions they are to follow or abide by. Thus an idea of reference means such an attachment to the source or object that the ego can no longer easily distinguish itself from the idea of reference. A lawyer looking at a point of law may “loose” his ego inside that idea of reference.

Example:  In the Alzheimer’s Scam report, Mr R White obtains a new Last Will and Testament signed by Mrs J White in stage 6 of Alzheimer’s. To Mr R White this is “gospel”, it is an unshaking conviction that this is then the law. Thus his “delusion” is that regardless how he obtained this document, it is the “law” that now it is his alone and the “law” will enforce it.

instinct

A pre-lingual bodily impulse that drives our actions. Freud makes a distinction between instinct and the antithesis, conscious/unconscious; an instinct is pre-lingual and, so, can only be accessed by language, by an idea that represents the instinct. What is repressed is not properly the instinct itself but "the ideational presentation" of the instinct, which is just another way of saying that our deepest, primitive drives are beyond our ability to represent them. Psychoanalysis seeks to make sense of the unconscious which is to some extent intelligible and, so, one step removed from instinct. According to Freud, there are two classes of instincts: 1) Eros or the sexual instincts, which he later saw as compatible with the self-preservative instincts; and 2) Thanatos or the death-instinct, a natural desire to "re-establish a state of things that was disturbed by the emergence of life". The death-instinct, which he theorized, in part, as a response to World War I, allowed Freud to explain man's desire for murder and destruction.
intelligence

A measure of the capacity of the brain to use the resources at its disposal to their best advantage. People with exceptional intelligence may not always have a high IQ. Examples: a person may be brilliant at relating to business people but may score exceptionally poorly on an IQ test; a person may have a lazy intellect and does not score that well on an IQ test, but when compelled to do so the natural intelligence compels the reason to be as brilliant as a person with a very high IQ.
In most countries medical doctors usually have a very high IQ. However, medical researchers have pointed out that it is hard to find medical doctors who can think outside the square. What doctors have, as research has found, are super memory.
IQ

Intelligence quotient obtained from a set of standard and acceptable intelligence tests. The IQ is not always reflective of how intelligent a person is. Somethings, for example, artistic ability, can not be measured with such tests. For optimal results the IQ tests must be done at a certain age. Intelligence and IQ is not always the same. The IQ more a measure of a person’s intellectual capacity. A person might have an exceptionally high IQ but may fail, for example, to spot a pattern which a police detective readily spots.
just cause

In regards to protection orders (known as AVOs in NSW, Australia; another name that may be used is a restraining order or similar):

Evidence obtained from witnesses, such would usually be family members or police who have evidence of assault or similar, who are rational and of the opinion any court order called an AVO is in the best interest of the person named as “protected”. Each must state their reasons in writing to the best of their ability to articulate and such reasons to be included in the court order. The reasons need not be in English but can be in the natural language of a witness. Any AVO not having such is considered as being issued without a just cause. An AVO that restricts one family member seeing another, while making no provisions for such a family member seeing the “protected” person, be it under supervision, is considered as without a  just cause. (Note: any AVO applied for by a legal firm and not police is unlikely to have any just cause.)
In regards to other court decisions:

Any decision that a panel of ordinary rational people using common sense only would not accept as being made because a just cause existed.
mind

Freud’s view

There are three levels of consciousness:

· conscious (small): this is the part of the mind that holds what you’re aware of. You can verablize about your conscious experience and you can think about it in a logical fashion.

· preconscious (small-medium): this is ordinary memory. So although things stored here aren’t in the conscious, they can be readily brought into conscious.

· unconscious (enormous): Freud felt that this part of the mind was not directly accessible to awareness. In part, he saw it as a dump box for urges, feelings and ideas that are tied to anxiety, conflict and pain. These feelings and thoughts have not disappeared and according to Freud, they are there, exerting influence on our actions and our conscious awareness.  This is where most of the work of the id, ego, and superego take place.

Material passes easily back and forth between the conscious and the preconscious. Material from these two areas can slip into the unconscious. Truly unconscious material cant’ be made available voluntarily, according to Freud. You need a psychoanalyst to do this!

Iceberg metaphor for the mind’s layout:

We can use the metaphor of an iceberg to help us in understanding Freud's topographical theory. 

· Only 10% of an iceberg is visible (conscious) whereas the other 90% is beneath the water (preconscious and unconscious). 

· The Preconscious is allotted approximately 10% -15% whereas the Unconscious is allotted an overwhelming 75%-80%. 
According to Sigmund Freud, (1856-1939), human beings are just mechanical creatures, whom he views as prisoners of primitive instincts and powers, which we can barely control. He states that our purpose is to control these instincts and powers.

5GL-Lisa view

The brain and body is one and the same biological organism.

The mind is the composite structure formed from all the electrical and other activity in the brain. It is in the image of the brain, about the size of the brain, with transparent walls and tunnels and pendulums and all manner of things none of which have been deciphered by 5GL-Lisa at this time

The superficial mind is when the mind “closes”, forming a tight electro-magnetic type field that is the “will” that compels the brain’s axons and the like to change or prepare areas for new learning
modified ego

A concept introduced by the science of psycholegalanalysis and the treatise mentioned herein. A modified ego is that part of the brain and psyche that “shapes” reality, unlike the ego which can be said to “test reality” or “comply with reality”. A modified ego is present in anyone who can shape reality. Examples: in a police officer (shapes reality by arresting a person); a judge (shapes reality by a legal decision); an advertising executive (shapes reality by designing advertisements that compel people to purchase a product); a teacher (shapes reality in the student’s minds); in a bank executive (shapes reality by adjusting interest rates or services and that impacts a vast volume of society).

In a rational and mentally healthy person, a modified ego is controlled by the ego and allowed to take over for a time the consciousness but only with the ego’s permission.

The output of a modified ego, perhaps a string of articulate expressions or a letter, is not always immediately apparent how the modified ego intends to “shape” reality with such a letter (or whatever). Consider the example in the diagnosis of Corrupt Conduct. The conclusion pattern is the modified ego being allowed to produce this sentence during the process of psycholegalanalysis. The modified ego attempts to shape something. The conclusion pattern may be “far fetched” on closer scrutiny, the situation itself may be most unlikely – but truth and accuracy and a balanced view is not what a modified ego is about. In producing a conclusion pattern, the intention is to “shape reality”. Exactly how may not be immediately apparent. The modified ego when used to produce the conclusion pattern, targets the unconscious. What is it trying to achieve? Only psychoanalysis may be able to produce the correct explanation.

A modified is not always highly specific. The constructs which form it can be used for other things. The advertising executive could use his modified ego to persuade his children to do a particular project or participate in a certain sport’s activity.

personality

Freud saw personality as having three aspects, which work together to produce all of our complex behaviours: the id, ego, and superego.  All three components need to be well-balanced in order to have good amount of psychological energy available and to have reasonable mental health.

However, the ego has a difficult time dealing with the competing demands of the superego and the Id.  According to the psychoanalytic view, this psychological conflict is an intrinsic and pervasive part of human experience.  The conflict between the id and superego, negotiated by the ego, is one of the fundamental psychological battles all people face.  The way in which a person characteristically resolves the instant gratification versus. longer-term reward dilemma in many ways comes to reflect on their "character".
psychosis

A mental condition whereby the patient completely loses touch with reality. Freud originally distinguished between neurosis and psychosis in the following way: “in neurosis the ego suppresses part of the id out of allegiance to reality, whereas in psychosis it lets itself be carried away by the id and detached from a part of reality”

sale (sold) 

Any court order granted without a just cause.  
Any court order obtained after a disproportionate amount of money was given to a legal firm to obtain such a court order. What is “disproportionate” is relevant to the matter at hand. A survey of some law firms should be able to confirm to the psycholegalanalyst what an acceptable “quote” range is. Any amount of money over 5 times this amount is automatically a “sale” by our definition.

sublimation

The redirection of sexual desire to "higher" aims. Freud saw sublimation as a protection against illness, since it allowed the subject to respond to sexual frustration (lack of gratification of the sexual impulse) by taking a new aim that, though still "genetically"related to the sexual impulse, is no longer properly sexual but social. In this way, civilization has been able to place "social aims higher than the sexual ones, which are at bottom self-interested". This is not to say that the "free mobility of the libido is ever fully contained: "sublimation is never able to deal with more than a certain fraction of libido".
superego

In Freudian psychoanalytic theory, one of the three aspects of the human personality, along with the id and ego. The last of the three elements to develop, the superego is the ethical component of the personality, providing the moral standards by which the ego operates. The superego is formed during the first five years of life in response to parental punishment and approval; children internalize their parents' moral standards as well as those of the surrounding society, and the developing superego serves to control aggressive or other socially unacceptable impulses. Violation of the superego's standards gives rise to feelings of guilt or anxiety.

Our definition: The supergo can and does modify itself in adult life. Freud was one of the first to suggest the brain was plastic, meaning it changes and modifies itself, however, it is only modern neuroscience that had understood this is true and prior to this it was thought the brain does not change in the sense of new neural connections. In many of the older texts there might be mentioned that the brain only develops until about the age twenty.
Superego too strong = feels guilty all the time, may even have an insufferably saintly personality




























Psycholegalanalytical conclusion: Incompetence


Mr J Jason had not provided any written advice because he was waiting until the last possible moment to telephone or write to the claimant, in so doing aiming to pressure the claimant into spending as much money as possible on a particular legal claim (or as appropriate).





Psycholegalanalytical conclusion: Corrupt Conduct


Jason and Roberts (the law firm) had refused to have anything to do with the matter because it is well known to experienced legal firms that magistrates in NSW sell court orders known as AVOs to solicitors and legal firms. The going price is $10,000. These can be used so a client can obtain a female child as s sexual slave, she named “protected” on the court order; or can be used to isolate the sole heir and sole executor of the Last Will and Testament of an elderly parent especially with Alzheimer’s, and engineer a Power of Attorney and new Last Will and Testament. On such AVOs, the parent is named as “protected” and no reason given and no just cause apparent. Most (or All or Major) legal firms in NSW are “house trained” to make sure they do not bring into the open the legal scams that AVOs make possible, hence the reason for the refusal of Jason and Roberts. 
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