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I was once a postgraduate student at RMIT. 
Was also a postgraduate student in a few other institutions: some from Australia, some from overseas.

From each thing I did my entire life, I learned something useful which I could then pass onwards to other people living the same situation I lived so that they would have fewer problems in life or be surer of what they were doing, not to suffer from insecurities that usually lead good women to little achievement in life.

I thought for long before writing my third public article on my findings in those regards (got one published with this very magazine in the past with a good editing help from Mrs. Jessica Raschke, and was told the international or overseas group had published one of my articles as well but they either disappeared with the volume where the article got published or I was tricked over them having published it, unfortunately, still puzzling for me).

I finally have decided to once more share my experience. Not only to help others but - with hope - helping myself and my history in this World.

After a lot of experience and observation (always scientific, from my end) inside of the higher sector, I have noticed that 3 things are always true:

1) Nobody is really interested in YOU getting published: Some are interested in you helping them revising their own work or in you giving them new ideas or in you stop annoying them and just effectively helping them understand someone else's theory better; They are obviously interested in the opposite.

Conference presentation is usually not a problem, unless they think there is a monetary value involved in your possible theory presentation, that is, if it is a problem with a monetary prize on it, or any other sort of prize, they might think that you taking authorship of that theory might prevent them, more experienced researchers, to enjoy the loins, unfortunately, OF YOUR SOLE WORK, even if only theoretical that far;

2) Researchers, like me, as well, usually got help from nobody in terms of speeding up their research skills learning/acquisition/development. They have usually faced a lot of obstruction in every possible way, sometimes being even criminally (perhaps heavily criminally) victimized because of their research (some even got killed).

Therefore, no wonder, once the rule of Physics is obviously a life rule, nobody is really willing to help YOU speeding your processes up. I am different because I am a CHRISTIAN and so are the nuns in general. However, unless you find one of us, you are, very sincerely, TOTALLY ON YOUR OWN, FIGHTING AGAINST EVERYONE ELSE'S COWARDICE, UNETHICAL BEHAVIOR, ABSENCE OF VALUES, MORAL, OR HONESTY/INTEGRITY. Believe me: people would even recreate slavery (am not saying they did not) simply to steal your personal enjoyment of your own progresses in this World or steal the insights from you. Anything you hold is a wealth of some sort. If you battled your whole life on your own, like myself, against everyone else's position - or of the vast majority of people - 99% of the World population will either admire you violently (will of copying you even via murdering you or opening you like a doll) or hate you (why are you not as dumb as everyone else in your situation: woman, young, etc.).

Reality is: one needs to do something for money.

Hardly people want to actually lecture either: most of them think it is just about the money.

Rare is the lecturer who is an EDUCATOR, as our good Brazilian Paulo Freire - one of the top thinkers of the World - has defined the OBLIGATORY COUPLE OF MIND SETUP AND STANDING of any possible lecturer-wanna-be or teacher-wanna-be person.

Educators, as me, should be worried of you becoming better than them in whatever they do and are trying, at least theoretically, to pass onwards to you, that is, SPEEDING UP YOUR INDIVIDUAL PROCESSES OF INSIGHT.

At the end of the day, what is education? Can anyone really teach?

NO.

We can, at most, if ever conscious of what we are doing, prepare you, help you acquiring the skills you actually need not only to become a citizen as good as we are - working for God rather than for the devil (with Ethics, with moral, with respect, with love, with skills) – and those needed for you to be an expert in the subject we are teaching, with us redefining expertise to be having actually learned what we explained and induced to be practiced in class at a higher point in the scale of mind application or use (research yourself on the theorist who has spoken about it), which could involve, for instance, abstraction and after analysis, application to a new - never seen before - problem.

Basically, the fact that a person knows a subject by heart does not necessarily makes them a good lecturer or teacher.

Actually, that is not good at all for you as a student.

The more they know it by heart, the less they are going to help you acquiring the skills you actually need to learn how to reason about things.

If their answers come quickly, how can they possibly show to you how you develop a solution to a Mathematics problem on your own?

What you must learn is not the problem for the exam, but the skills you can apply to any possible problem which is similar.

It might be that a person is the quickest problem solver in the World and what that actually gives you is the worst teacher available.

Why?

Because if you are learning something, you actually need a pedagogic person (paidos+gogos, etc., Greek = conduce you, drive you, guide you slowly), for what matters is not the final result, but the walk you took to get there.

Pedagogy actually means what it is: guiding a kid (or anyone) by their hand.

The person who is not able to walk with you, admiring each step taken on climbing a mountain for the first time, cannot be a good teacher.

Good teachers may even sit next to you and show they themselves cannot solve a problem.

Why?

Because that makes YOU THE EMPOWERED one.

Obviously, they will have to bring that solution to you at some stage before the exam in case you cannot do it yourself.

Why?

Because they ARE IN A POSITION OF BEING OBLIGED TO TEACH YOU.

So, even if you are unable, at that stage, to display those skills, because they are not measuring you for those skills, they will bring that solution to you: that is the boring duty factor.
It is also their duty making sure they have taught all they are going to charge in their exam BEFORE THE EXAM TAKES PLACE: not the questions, not the answers to those questions, but the tools to solve them.

Each and every step must be mastered by you.

If you always attend their classes, follow their every order or advice, do not hold a mental problem of some sort, you can only fail if they are obviously incompetent.

So, if a fellow tells me that he prepared his class very well, to excellence, taught it to his students, they all seemed to have understood, he then places the same question in the exam and the vast majority of that group fails, I can only infer he is giving me a confession of full INCOMPETENCE.

Sincerely, if that happened to me, I would rush to have another exam and a few free classes because I don't want to ever state I AM INCOMPETENT IN WHAT I DO. Believe that to be the minimum requirement for a person to consider themselves part of the team of EDUCATORS.
The same way we judge classes, lecturers, teachers, we should obviously judge supervisors.

If a supervisor guides you in full (pedagogy), telling you all they want as results (research HAS TO BE ABOUT RESULTS), you go and get them all, how can you possibly fail?

Of course, if that ever happens, they cannot be hired to be supervisors at all.

Sincerely...

(There is a bit to the writing of the results, of course, so that it is important you know where you stand in terms of the language in which the results are going to be presented. That is the task of an IELTS exam for Academic purposes, for instance, or TOEFL. It is obviously the case that you might hold the results and still not be able to write them well in a way they are going to be understood in case they do not belong to very objective Mathematics, which transcends language for having its own language, which is universal. Basically, anyone rated native user of the language or 70% in essay writing on the IELTS, should be able to graduate in a Human Science in the necessary conditions of research, as stated before).

But students are not worthy enough (usually cheat, prefer not to study, usually do not follow orders of the lecturers, prefer not to make efforts, prefer to steal exams) to fight for the right thing, I must also add;
3) School is not a place for democracy, to prove that everyone is entitled...

Definitely not.

Only a few were chosen to be members of the Pythagoras' School even.
Why?

Because they COULD.

Come on, so many things a person can do.

It is obviously not the case that everyone likes reading books, studying, criticizing, experiencing knowledge, taking part into conferences...

I am a woman myself, and there was never a single second of my life I was not totally happy with teaching another attractive woman. I would love them to be WITH ME working...

Why? Because I love seeing whatever is perfect or beautiful, as long as I find or invest in myself to be so, of course.

But, also very and more sincerely, I have seen women who should definitely never be to a conference being there.

And that could not disturb me more.

I once watched someone (I will not state in public whether in Australia or Brazil) simply stating `they were building something, some stuff, along the lines, of population, with logic'. For God's sake, go doing something else; it is as plain as that. Another one annoyed me for some half an hour with the same question, over and over.

One can easily tell the whole list of their psychiatric problems.

I could not care less, go do some therapy, I have done myself: my mum is a top Psychologist, by the way!

Problem is: I could not really ask her (the lady disturbing my talk) to leave and shut up because everyone would hate me INSTEAD.

So, just like several patient researchers, I was there answering the same question, obviously with the same striking argumentation, simply via replacement of words, and looking around on the hope someone would tell `that woman' - so attractive, so beautiful, but so nonsensical and out of place there - to simply shut up and let others speak.

It is obviously the case that we attend conferences to progress and to take public authorship of our research.

It is obviously that a conference - as such - is not a place for a woman to show off as a woman exclusively. 
She might be feminine, attractive, catch attention for having personality, but not being there exclusively for that purpose.

Come on, we hold catwalks, TV shows, radio, etc.

What poverty would lie inside of a beautiful woman's mind to put her amongst usually ugly and old scientists in a trial to be observed?

Come on, doesn't she have other audiences in her life?

If I can tell she is attractive, I am pretty sure she is able to see in the mirror.

So why would she need to be there just for such?

One thing is having passion for knowledge - as I always had - for knowing more, for solving problems in a different or exotic way, for telling others I did it, and how they can do it, for getting money with your knowledge and insight, with your exclusivity, and actually having something new to display that is of value, even if of small value... but still new;
Another is being there to do inappropriate things and deteriorate the whole public image of the gender...

I am a woman, but each time a woman displays shortage of ethics in this World, that affects me badly.

This is called BUTTERFLY EFFECT.

A supervisor once (OK, more than once) was interested in other things that were not the proposal of the School or of mine (Ethos of the profession was then breached by him), and I had finally noticed it, after a few dumb sequence of thoughts of the sort: oh, he is going to find a point in this, he is going to let me know, etc. (perhaps too many movies on mystery).
I wanted to blame him only, going hard.

But the fact that I looked around and saw at least two really beautiful women like myself, totally free, with plenty of choices, actually choosing to have public affairs (one with himself) and gain their careers like that (what for me is another profession, as old as Religion, not research...), made me think it was my fault for my pertinence to the group of females in this World.

I cannot apologize for her. But I could certainly - were people allowed to make justice in God's ways (Bible, Old Testament) - kill her and wash OUR HONOR as good, ethical, valuable women.

Sincerely…only murdering.

Why?

Because then the previous case does not exist (precedent in law – why not also valid for Salomon’s sort of judgment over people’s actions?) and he could really never have the premise in his head (it is possible).

Realistically, how can an old man, some twice my age, in a paid course, in a position of trust of any government (because that is what a public job is), acting as the power-person (supervisor, lecturer, teacher, head, etc - Salomon's power = power over gentiles), ever even think that I could possibly accept having an AFFAIR with him?

I don't know, but I got to think that I could only be classified as insane after a time once I seem to be the only person in the whole universe who sees that as complete nonsense.

I have actually watched lots of old women without partners and lots of old men pretending they have partners and being in public with young women.

I could say that creates a precedent.

But because it is out of School it could not affect that situation which was configured as harassment.

Of course – legally - were things ever fair, that man should pay hardly, with even his position renouncement.

But I do think it is unfair - before God's eyes - that any woman who is a student and allowed, by choice, herself to pass a course, an exam, for having AN AFFAIR (even if just a single intercourse) with the person in a position to decide on those issues, remains unpunished if her partner on the event is effectively being punished.

Was I able to decide, they would get equally stoned, just like Jesus' decision regarding Mary Magdalene: either her and the married guy or nobody!

That is it.

Why would we not stone a damn woman who has a choice of simply accepting not being able to study, to do research, to pass an exam, and chooses, instead, casting shame on the wife of that male, in public, casting shame on me, affected by BUTTERFLY EFFECT, for simply being a woman, casting shame on the image of the institution they are attending (allowing her to even being there), etc?

That does not mean, obviously, that I am going to be the law in this World: if I ever infract it, I will certainly pay for it. So, if I ever had the profile of murdering someone without them ever representing a life threat to me (because then you are in both human and God's law scope of allowance), and actually did it, rather than me having a profile of getting the stress and will out of me in a Psychology or Psychiatry room, I would actually go and do it.

Even though I do believe this would be fairer with women in general, I would always refrain from doing so: moral choices.
The same way, it would be fairer with the whole World that cariocas never existed. 

They are born in Brazil, as I was originally born as well, but only God knows I have never found a single one who was a rules or law complier.

They are dirty, filthy, coward, unethical, insensitive, dishonest, dishonored. I lived in Rio de Janeiro (never by choice) for a sort of 20 years and could never ever find a single truly happy person there (in my own definition of happiness, of course). They all envy something that belongs to others: some quality, some achievement, some asset...and they seem to never measure efforts to breach laws: the  cowarder they are, that is, the less chances their victims hold, the better they seem to actually enjoy their own loins of abuses and crimes over others...

This way, were I to rule, I would do absolutely anything possible for them not to even be born because it is actually easily proven that sooner or later they will definitely step over someone else's rights to exist, live, shine, that is: another good honest person is going to artificially go down because of a filthy carioca.

Coming back to the subject, which I only dropped to write about the issue of infracting laws and giving life to old laws without the agreement of the majority of the people involved, that is, who are going to be subjected to it, the thing was about what these people who don't fit could actually be doing.

I truly believe there are several things any normal person (with no disability, no physical problems, etc) is able to do in this World.

And School is definitely not there to HELP people.

The State should do it, priests, nuns, etc...not the School at all:
School is a place for the chosen by God (able to learn, to study, to dedicate themselves, to follow instructions, to work), who can actually get to deserve it (honor, ethics, play God's rules).

4) It is obvious that supervisors are TOO ENTITLED in the system. There is something wrong in Australia regarding that, at least here. In my experience, it is only Australia as well.
I fear they may never abide by the laws, ethics, or even accept that they are wrong. But if they are actually wrong logically, there is obviously something very mistaken about the whole system...

No system could be Ok if it is not being fair to those who work for it.

If someone is there everyday, follows orders they are given, respects rules, works hard, they can only get through it (if they were accepted into it, of course).
That, unless some mental disability may be proven (and this can only regard learning abilities, cognitive abilities: memory, repetition, reproduction, etc).

This way, if they are following God's rules (abide by the law of men as much as His) and still do not pass, not having a disability as previously mentioned, it is obvious that the system is not a fair system, that is: it is a devil's system once more...

With people like me, it is obvious to me, always, that the fault could never possibly be mine, for instance:
I do what I am told, if ever subordinated to someone else, I follow the rules of the institution if I am told what they are (you must of course be told, that is also in the Bible: only if you read God’s rules, you can ever be punished by them), I always put top effort in whatever I do to achieve extraordinary results (never conformed with ordinary, also God's golden rule), respect everyone else in their rights...so...

In the case of research, it is obvious that if you publish, if your results are sound in an international level, that is, refereed by an editorial board somewhere (and it obviously does not matter who they are, as long as they belong to the field under analysis and hold a legitimate scientific journal with at least 10 years of standing, or the majority of the editors of the journal holds that amount of time in terms of publishing scientifically, or even the main editor, who signs for all), your work is of excellent quality for a Masters, for a honors, at least, that is: H1 with no doubt.

For a PHD, depending on the ranking of the institution research-wise in the area you are intending to become a PHD of (international ranking), it may be the case that your findings are not good enough (ranking of the journal in an international level).

However, they would certainly give you a H1 Masters at least.

Therefore, indices are there to make honest people safe, against every possible abuse.

It is just a logical matter, no feelings involved at all.

5) Some day a woman (again, I could like women at work better, but my disappointment goes far back) stated I could be suffering from HORIZONTAL ISOLATION at the research environment...

For God's sake, dumb is the person who would not stop and cry a river because of that utterance!

Not only in a professional environment there is no allowance for that sort of thought (if you do something wrong, the system should encompass tools to punish you formally. If you did nothing wrong, those isolating you should be punished by the system then because they are doing wrong), but it is obviously the case that that woman does not even have a hint of what a heart for research is.

Research has nothing to do with social life, with feelings, with personal involvement, or should not, anyway.
I might be here, thinking a mathematical finding equates an orgasm on the joy it brings to my life, but that has nothing to do with stating that I WOULD PREFER RESEARCH TO AN ACTUAL PARTNER...

I sincerely believe that that same woman would think these utterances are equivalent.

For God's sake!

Get out of the University, do some dishes, I will say it before any male tells you so.

And it is not that I would not tell the same to that person who harassed me.

Come on, if he cannot get any social presence to finally try to get a woman, he is certainly not logical enough to BELONG. Go and do some dishes too, please. 
No dishonor there at all: dishes need to be done.

A research environment is just a place where you could think like that and would not hurt, injure, or offend anyone else who is serious about things.

Another issue regards ability to respect people’s rights in general.

Anyone may write papers from home.

Why do they have to attend an university?

Whoever is there needs to have the heart for it.

Problem is with the whole World, realistically, American imposed thought, most of which I was glad Australia did not suffer until the year of 2002: results counting more than the actual process.

Because the university wants - at any expense - being well ranked in research internationally, they hire people who do not care but are able to publish to raise their ranking.

Come on. Is it all that matters?

I don't think so.

Realistically, any educational institution should play God's rules: should be fair, should be a respectful place, where knowledge (and knowledge is God, God Himself said it) is adored/respected by all and there is enjoyment in sharing, acquiring, displaying.
As simple as that, anyone can publish or write.

The fact that they write or publish does not make them good human beings, however.

They might do it to even escape contact with others.
That ends up driving them to books, games, TV, writing: THEIR OWN HERMETIC WORLD.

So, at the end of the day, that is also the World of a Psychopath.

Realistically, nobody would be able to utter publicly they PREFER TO HIRE SOMEONE WITH A PSYCHOPATH'S PROFILE to raise international ranking of their institution, if ever conscious of what they are doing. But because it comes well disguised and they are not psychologically assessed (to even know if they are generous enough to teach others), who suffers is the actual crowd in direct contact with those psychos.

The same way we isolate murderers, we should obviously never support the hiring of a person with such a self-centered profile.

Conferences may be attended by anyone as well, nobody needs an institution to do so.

Once more, Schools are not there for CHARITY, or SHOULD NEVER BE.

For Charity, go somewhere else (exclusively for charity, once it might be the case that a charity over the right people leads to wonderful students or meaningful professionals).

That is about it.

I must state I never got righteous recognition, support, and even got victimized to levels nobody would ever believe were possible to be prevented from publishing, putting my own name in my own works, so on so forth...

I do blame it all on people who were inadequately hired whilst so many were unemployed and would do an ethical service towards Humanity in general, what obviously includes myself (not sure anymore, never wrote in these terms before, or lived what I have been living for so long, since 2003).
Please start developing your reasoning towards this mind setup and improve something today for me, for you, for the World, for us.
Cheers, Australia!
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